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BLM Bureau of Land Management 
CDCA California Desert Conservation Area 
CDFG California Department of Fish and Game 
CEQ Council on Environmental Quality 

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 

CGA Common Ground Alliance 

DoD Department of Defense 

EIR Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) (under CEQA) 

EIS Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) (under NEPA) 

FERC Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

GHG Greenhouse Gases 

GMC Growth Management Chapter 

HP Horsepower 

MUMA Multiple Use Management Area 

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 

NGO Nongovernmental Organizations  

NOI/NOP Notice of Intent/Notice of Preparation 
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The U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM), and the County of San Bernardino (County) have 
completed the scoping phase of the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project to determine the issues and 
alternatives that will be analyzed in the joint Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact 
Report (EIS/EIR). Scoping is an early phase of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) application review processes and is used to focus the 
environmental analysis and incorporate issues identified by the public into the analysis. This report 
summarizes the activities conducted during the scoping process, includes comments received during the 
scoping period, and indicates how the BLM and the County will address specific comments in the 
environmental document. The Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project (the Project) will use the comments 
received during the scoping period to: 

Identify key issues to focus the analysis; 

Identify reasonable alternatives for analysis; 

Present environmental impacts of the proposed project and alternatives; 

Identify ways to avoid or reduce environmental impacts; 

Inform the agency decision-making process; and 

Encourage public participation� 

���� 3URMHFW�'HVFULSWLRQ�� 

Calnev Pipe Line, LLC (Calnev), operating partnership for Kinder Morgan Energy Partners, L.P. 
(KMEP) proposes to replace and expand its existing refined petroleum products pipeline on the 
existing Calnev system between the existing North Colton Terminal in the City of Colton, 
California to Bracken Junction, located approximately 1.5 miles west of McCarran International 
Airport (McCarran) in the City of Las Vegas, Nevada. The Project would involve the 
construction, operation and maintenance of 233 miles of new 16-inch diameter pipeline from 
Colton to Las Vegas. In addition to the pipe itself, the Project would include an electrical 
substation and other ancillary facilities to increase pumping at the Colton Terminal; a new pump 
station, electrical substation and ancillary facilities near Baker California; a new 3-mile lateral to 
McCarran, as well as new or modified connections to existing laterals, new valves and other 
ancillary modifications. The main components of the Project are shown on Figure 1 (Overview 
of the Pipeline System). 

���� 1(3$�	�&(4$�5HTXLUHPHQWV�� 

Scoping is the formal coordination and consultation process required under NEPA and CEQA regulations 
to ensure that interested parties are allowed a forum to provide input on the issues to be analyzed by the in 
the environmental document. This process ensures that significant issues, alternatives, and impacts are 
addressed in environmental documents, and determines the degree to which these issues and impacts will 
be analyzed. Scoping is required by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 1979 regulations (40 
CFR 1501.7) and under CEQA for projects of “statewide, regional or area-wide significance” per §21083. 
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Public involvement early in the scoping process is the first step in providing a solid foundation for all 
project activities. 

The following interested parties participate in scoping: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Federal agencies, 

State agencies, 

Regional agencies, 

County agencies, 

City agencies, 

Affected tribes, 

Affected communities, 

Businesses, 

Interested groups, 

Interested individuals and groups, and 

The public 

To ensure that input from the parties listed above is in included in the environmental document, the lead 
agencies hold scoping meetings early in the NEPA/CEQA process. Although scoping usually only 
extends for a few months, it is not the only time in which interested parties can comment on the 
environmental document. A similar process will begin as soon as the draft environmental document is 
released. This public comment period on the draft environmental documents ensures that comments 
received during the scoping process are accurately addressed in the environmental document. 

�� 6&23,1*�3(5,2'�$1'�0((7,1*6� 

The scoping period for the Project began on March 13, 2008, with publication of the Notice of Intent 
(NOI) in the Federal Register. The NOI announced the beginning of the scoping period under NEPA, and 
identified planning criteria that would be used in a California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan 
amendment, should an agency-preferred action depart from an approved Utility Corridor. The Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) was provided to the California State Clearinghouse for release on March 17, 2008. 
The NOP was mailed to 1,590 residents and Nongovernmental Organizations (NGO) to inform the public 
of the project, and to provide notice for the public scoping meetings (Appendix J). The BLM and the 
County held five public scoping meetings along the proposed route. These meetings were held in: 

 Rialto, CA (April 1st and 30th , 2008; June 18, 2008) 

Victorville, CA (April 2, 2008) 

Las Vegas, NV (April 3, 2008) 

 

 

An open house was held for half an hour prior to each meeting so that participants could review displays, 
maps, and literature, as well as meet members of the EIS/EIR project team, agency staff, and Calnev 
personnel. To encourage public comment, repositories were provided to receive written comments. 
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Several informational sheets provided by Calnev and extra copies of the NOI/NOP were made available 
to the public at each venue. 
The scoping meeting began with presentations by the BLM and the County of San Bernardino describing 
their roles as lead agencies under the NEPA/CEQA processes. Then Calnev, accompanied by their 
consultant, URS, provided an overview of the technical aspects of the project. This included a detailed 
presentation of the current route accompanied by a justification for the purpose and need of the Project. 
Lastly, the environmental consulting firm preparing the EIS/EIR described their role as third-party 
consultant, described opportunities for public involvement, and provided an overview of the 
environmental issues already identified to be addressed.  

Each meeting concluded with a public comment period where the agencies invited the public to make 
verbal comments on the Project. A court reporter recorded the five public scoping meetings and prepared 
transcripts of presentations and public comments, and a list of persons commenting. These transcripts are 
available as appendices to this report (Appendices A through E). In addition to having the opportunity to 
provide oral comments on the project, participants were also given the opportunity at the meetings to 
provide written comments, or to take a comment form to fill out and mail in at a later date. An example of 
these comment forms, as well as all other materials available to the public during the meetings, 
accompany this report (Appendix F). Attendees of the meetings were encouraged to take additional 
comment forms with them to distribute. To encourage people to comment on the project, the lead 
agencies provided their email addresses and agreed to receive scoping comments electronically. Eighty 
seven persons attended the four scoping meetings and open houses in Rialto, Victorville, and Las Vegas. 

In addition to verbal comments received during these scoping meetings, the BLM and the County of San 
Bernardino received 44 electronic-mail messages and letters from elected officials, agencies, 
organizations, and private citizens, by the July 1st, 2008 deadline. These comments are attached to this 
report (Appendix I). 

���� 2WKHU�6FRSLQJ�$FWLYLWLHV�DQG�,QIRUPDWLRQ�5HSRVLWRULHV� 

Other scoping activities included: 

Publishing a summary of the NOI/NOP with meeting notice advertisements in the following 
newspapers: 

	 The Sun 

Las Vegas Review Journal 

Rialto Record 

Hispanic News 

Westside Story 

Press Enterprise 

Initiating discussion with interested and potential cooperating agencies for this proposal. The United 
States Forest Service (USFS), San Bernardino National Forest; Marine Corps Logistics Base, 
Barstow; National Park Service (NPS); Mojave National Preserve; Caltrans; Nevada Department of 
Transportation; Clark County Department of Aviation, Nevada; the City of Rialto; the City of San 
Bernardino, and the City of Henderson, were invited to attend two interagency pre-scoping meetings 
on February 7th and 14th. During these meetings the agencies were briefed on the project so they could 
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determine their roles in the environmental document, provide better feedback in their scoping 
comments, and identify key issues early in the scoping process. 

 

 

 

Posting the NOI and NOP on BLM and County websites. 

Initiating discussion with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Department 
of Fish and Game on survey protocols and data collection requirements. 

Initiating consultation with Native American tribes in the region. 

������ /LEUDULHV�6HUYLQJ�DV�5HSRVLWRULHV�IRU�3XEOLF�'RFXPHQWV�IRU�WKH�3URMHFW� 

Documents produced during the course of this project will be available for public review at the Barstow, 
Needles, and Las Vegas BLM Field Offices and at the following library facilities: 

Las Vegas Library  
833 Las Vegas Blvd. North 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
(702) 507-3500 

Rialto Branch Library   
251 West 1st Street 
Rialto, CA 92376 
(909) 875-0144 

Victorville Public Library  
15011 Circle Dr. 
Victorville, CA 92395 
(760) 245-4222 

�� &200(17�6800$5<� 

This section summarizes the comments received during scoping and identifies the scoping issues to be 
addressed in the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project EIS/EIR based upon the comments received. Elected 
officials, agencies, organizations, and private citizens submitted comments. Because the purpose of this 
scoping summary report is to convey public comments, it should be noted that comments have not been 
changed from there original format; therefore, the comments reflect the views of the author and may  
contain factual errors. All comments received during the public scoping period have been compiled and 
are available upon request. 

The following public officials provided comments: 

 

 

 

Jacob Lieb, Southern California Association of Governments 

Steve Smith, South Coast Air Quality Management District 

Alan De Salvio, Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 

Stacie Welsh, City of Henderson 

Bradford Hardenbrook, Nevada Department of Wildlife (Southern Region) 

Judy Hohman, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
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Marci Henson, Clark County Desert Conservation Program  

Rebecca Palmer, Nevada State Historic Preservation Office 

Anne Kearns, National Park Service 

Elizabeth Haven, California State Water Resources Control Board 

Delaine Shane, Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 

Ted Brunson, City of San Bernardino Municipal Water Department 

Christina Taylor, City of Rialto  

Stephanie Hall, City of Fontana 

Gregory Rose, City of North Las Vegas 

Greg Kapovich, City of Las Vegas 

Mack Hakakian, California Regional Water Quality Control Board (Lahontan Region) 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto Unified School District 

Joseph Davis, Rialto Unified School District 

Joe Ayala, Municipal Advisory Board 

Mark Sivalzlian, Nevada State Clearinghouse - Division of Water Resources 

The following governmental agencies provided comments: 

City of Rialto 

Clark County  

San Bernardino County Regional Parks Department  

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 

California Regional Water Quality Control Board (Lahontan Region) 

Nevada State Historic Preservation Office 

Nevada State Division of Water Resources 

South Coast Air Quality Management District 

Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 

Rialto Municipal Advisory Board 

Rialto Unified School District 

Southern California Association of Governments 

City of Fontana 

City of North Las Vegas 
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 City of Henderson 

City of San Bernardino 

State of Nevada Department of Wildlife 

Clark County Desert Conservation Program  

California State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality  

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 

The following non-governmental organizations provided comments: 

LHR 

Beard Realty  

Center for Biological Diversity  

Vulcan Materials Company – Western Division 

Colorado River Indian Tribes 

National Park Service (Mojave National Preserve) 

Oak Hills Property Owners Association 

Sierra Pacific Resources 

Southwest Airlines 

Station Casinos 

Las Vegas McCarran International Airport 

Terrible Herbst, Inc 

Allegiant 

Boydgaming 

Wynn Las Vegas 

In addition, 38 individuals provided comments.  

Table 1 organizes the issues identified in the comments by topic and briefly describes the issue or 
concern. Comments that are similar have been combined. Comments were grouped under the following 
list of broad topics. 

Aesthetics 

Agriculture and Soils 

Air Quality  

Alternatives 

Biological Resources 
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Cultural Resources 

Cumulative Impacts 

Environmental Justice 

Geologic Resources 

Hazardous Materials 

Land Use 

Economics 

Noise and Vibration 

Transportation and Traffic 

Project Description 

Safety  

Purpose and Need 

Recreation 

Regulatory Process/Public Involvement 

Socioeconomics 

Water Quality and Hydrology  

Comments that were general in nature and comments that did not fit into one of the above topics were 
grouped under the headings “General” and “Other,” respectively. 

In accordance with 40 CFR 1501.7, which requires that scoping must be conducted both internally with 
appropriate BLM staff, and include tribes, the following tribes were given notice of the project as the first 
step in the consultation process: 

Fort Mort Mohave Indian Reservation 

Colorado River Indian Tribes 

Comments from the tribes, to date, are included in Table 1.  

�� ,668(6�,'(17,),('�)25�$1$/<6,6�,1�7+(�(,6�(,5� 

In accordance with 40 CFR 1503.4, which requires that all substantive comments must be 
considered to the extent feasible prior to project decisions, comments received during the 
scoping period were categorized by issue and included in Table 1. All issues identified during 
the public scoping process, listed in Table 1, will be evaluated in the EIS/EIR. Interested parties 
can ensure that their comments are adequately addressed during the public review period for the 
draft EIS/EIR. 
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Table 1 below summarizes the comments received during the scoping period. 

Table 1 Summary of all Comments Received 
Issue Category Issue Characterization Commenter 

AESTHETICS 

Visual Impacts 

AE1: Make sure that the project has a minimal visual impact 
on the surrounding environment. This can be accomplished 
by dyeing concrete etc. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 

AE2: Need for landscaping and street improvements along 
the proposed alignment route. 

Christina Taylor, City of 
Rialto Associate Planner, 
5/13 and 6/18 

AGRICULTURE AND SOILS 

Soil contamination 

AG1: Address contamination of soil that may result from 
project. 

225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 
Glafira Curiel and Maria 
Perez, 5/3 

AIR QUALITY 

Impacts on Air Quality 

AQ1: EIR/EIS should address impacts on air quality, from 
both construction and operations. 

Center for Biological 
Diversity, 5/11 
225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 
Glafira Curiel and Maria 
Perez, 5/3 
Steve Smith, South Coast 
Air Quality Management 
District, 3/19 

Information consistency 

AQ2: Ensure in the environmental review process that the 
project and plans at all levels of government (regional, air 
basin, county, sub regional, and local) consider air quality, 
land use, transportation, and economic relationships to ensure 
consistency and minimize conflicts. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

Air quality modeling 

AQ3: Send with the draft EIR all appendices and technical 
documents related to air quality, including modeling and 
health risk assessment files. Consider SCAQMD calculation 
methodologies (PM2.5), as well as both regional and 
localized air quality calculations. 

Steve Smith, South Coast 
Air Quality Management 
District, 3/19 

Mitigation measures 

AQ4: Identify possible mitigation measures for the project, 
such as the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, 
SCAQMD Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust, Implementation 
Handbook, and the Guidance Document for Addressing Air 
Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. 

Steve Smith, South Coast 
Air Quality Management 
District, 3/19 

Data Sources 

AQ5: SCAQMD rules and air quality reports are available by 
calling the SCAQMD Public Information Center or Website. 

Steve Smith, South Coast 
Air Quality Management 
District, 3/19 

Consult district attainment plans located at: 
http://www.mdaqmd.ca.gov/rules_plans/rules-plans.htm 

Alan De Salvio, Mojave 
Desert Air Quality 
Management District, 3/18 

Health risk assessment 
AQ6: Perform a mobile source health risk assessment, 
especially if using heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles. 

Steve Smith, South Coast 
Air Quality Management 
District, 3/19 
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Table 1 Summary of all Comments Received 
Issue Category Issue Characterization Commenter 

ALTERNATIVES 

Alternative pipeline alignment 

ALT1: EIR should analyze and discuss an alternative route 
alignment of west on Baseline Road to Alder Avenue, north 
on Alder Avenue to Casmalia Street, east on Casmalia Street 
to Locust Avenue. 

Christina Taylor, City of 
Rialto Associate Planner, 
5/13 

ALT2: Adjust the route by running it north on Cactus, west 
on Foothill, north on Cedar, west on Baseline, north on 
Alder, east on Casmalia to Locust, north to Riverside 
Avenue. 

Joseph Davis, Rialto Unified 
School District, 6/18 

ALT3: Consider a straight line route instead of the proposed 
zigzagging all over the city of Rialto, it seems safer.  

Don Balderrama, Rialto, 
6/18 

ALT4: Re-route the proposed pipeline to Locust or even 
Alder industrial area. Another possible route could be by 
Cactus to Alder up again, to avoid highly populated areas. 
Just go to Locust and continue north. 

Robin Welker, Rialto, 6/18 

ALT5: Re-route the pipeline, have Kinder Morgan widen and 
make new roads. 

Annette Swords, Oak Hills, 
4/4 

ALT6: Consider moving the pipeline alignment within the 
transportation and utility corridor between Prima and St. 
Rose parkway. 

Stacie Welsh, City of 
Henderson, 5/15 

Location of Schools 

ALT7: Evaluate an alternative that maximizes the number of 
future school sites available to the Rialto Unified School 
District. Also, you should be aware that a school is planned 
as part of the Renaissance project which we would like you 
to avoid. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto 
Unified School District, 
Rialto, 4/1 

ALT8:Select an alternative that does not cross the existing 
airport/Renaissance project, as crossing the Renaissance 
project area would prohibit the placement of a school in that 
area. 
ALT9: Evaluate a route that placed the new 16 inch line 
adjacent to the existing 8 inch line on Linden. This alignment 
would minimize the impacts to future school sites. 

Scott Beard, Rialto, 4/1 

ALT10: Consider the changes in the new education laws 
related to safety issues in schools when evaluating 
alternatives. 

Joseph Davis, Rialto Unified 
School District, 6/18 

ALT11: The Bloomington Av. route goes right by the 
Bloomington Christian Elementary and High schools. Isn’t 
there an alternate route to that as well? 

Robin Welker, Rialto, 6/18 

ALT12: The expansion project should not be allowed in the 
area of Baldy Mesa Elementary School. 

Annette Swords, Oak Hills, 
4/4 

ALT13: Avoid Ayala and schools and parks in Rialto. Re
route the proposed pipeline going north, away from Linden 
Av. residential and educational areas. 

Robin Welker, Rialto,6/18 

ALT14: The California Department of Education prohibits 
any proposed school site from being located within 1,500 
feet from an aboveground or underground pipeline that could 
pose a safety hazard. (Education Code 17213). 
ALT15: Contact Facilities Planning Department if any of the 
proposed alternate routes require obtaining access to Rialto 
school sites. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto 
Unified School District, 5/2 

Valley View 
ALT16: Evaluate an alternative that avoids construction on 
the east side of Valley View St. in Las Vegas, NV. 

Jack Accardi, Las Vegas, 
4/3 

Scoping Summary 10 September 9, 2008 



 

 

Table 1 Summary of all Comments Received 
Issue Category Issue Characterization Commenter 

Linden Ave, Rialto CA 

ALT17: Evaluate an Alternative that does not include routing 
the pipeline on Linden Ave. 

Patty Salas, Rialto, 4/30 

ALT18: Disclose the deciding factor for pipeline route 
location. 

Martin and Patricia Salas, 
Rialto, 4/30 

ALT19: Align the 16” pipe with the 8” pipe and keep it on 
Linden so a pipeline does not run on Linden and Cactus. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto, 4/30 

ALT20: Please run the new pipeline on a planned alternate 
route, like Alder or Locust instead of right up Linden. 

Patty Salas, Rialto, 6/18 

ALT21: Construct the proposed pipeline on Linden Avenue, 
parallel to the already existing 8-inch diameter pipeline, 
which could cause the least impact to the District and its 
students. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto 
Unified School District, 5/2 

Pipeline Construction on BLM 
Land 

ALT22: Consider placing pipeline in BLM land on the east 
side of Valley View. 

Jack Accardi, Las Vegas, 
4/3 

Existing pipeline use 

ALT23: Place in the franchise agreement that if the existing 
8-inch pipeline located in Linden is put back in service, it 
will not transport petroleum products. Some suggested uses 
could be gray water and fiber optics. 

Joseph Davis, Rialto Unified 
School District, 6/18 

Ridge tops 
ALT24: The project should be sited on side-hills instead of 
on ridge tops to minimize the amount of erosion, and to 
ensure that these natural firebreaks are maintained. 

Jim Kennedy, Rialto, 4/30 

Avoidance of Developed and 
Residential Zones 

ALT25: Consider alternatives in less developed areas to 
reduce direct and cumulative impacts on residents. 

225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 
Glafira Curiel and Maria 
Perez, 5/3 

ALT26: Install the pipelines in areas that are less developed, 
reducing the contact of public (residents) with the pipeline. 

Lissinia Aguilar, Rialto, 
6/18 

ALT27: Consider the alternative route that goes through the 
least populated area, it sounds more reasonable than bringing 
it up through most of the neighborhoods. 

Kathy Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

ALT28: Re-route the pipeline in Rialto to a less populated 
area. Possibly move it to Locust or even Alder (industrial 
area). The proposed route goes right by schools or heavy 
residential areas in the north and that is more dangerous. 

Robin Welker, Rialto, 6/18 

ALT29: Address specific locations for alternate routes. Lynn Boshart, Rialto, 4/30 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Cleghorn Canyon 

BIO1: Cleghorn Canyon is a proposed Research Natural 
Area (RNA) due to its use as a linkage through Cleghorn 
Canyon down to Cajon Wash. Ensure that the project does 
not adversely affect that crossing area. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 

Spraying 
BIO2: Coordinate spraying of herbicides with the U.S. Forest 
Service to ensure that there are no detrimental effects to flora 
and fauna. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 
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BIO3: Address impacts to rare, threatened, endangered, and 
special status species and their habitats. Analyze, avoid, 
minimize, or mitigate per federal, state, and local 
requirements. The analysis must include direct, indirect and 
cumulative impacts to species and habitats. 

Center for Biological 
Diversity, 5/11 

BIO4: Address the use of a private road owned by Vulcan 
that crosses the Cajon Creek Conservation Area, which is 
home to over 20 sensitive species including the listed San 
Bernardino Kangaroo Rat. Alteration of the Creek’s 
hydrological regime, during pipeline construction or later 
could impact this area’s sensitive habitat and resident 
sensitive and listed species. 

Douglas Sprague, Vulcan 
Material Company, 5/5 

Impacts on Biological Resources 
BIO5: Analyze possible impacts to federally listed species, 
State-protected species, sensitive species and migratory birds 
in the EIS. The analysis should disclose project impacts to 
species and include measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate 
impacts.  

Judy Hohman, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, 5/16 

BIO6: Consider SCAG goals related to develop well-
managed viable ecosystems or known habitats of rare, 
threatened and endangered species, including wetlands. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

BIO7: Analyze the demand for space of multiple conceptual 
developments in the I-15 corridor and their long-term effects 
to wildlife resources. 

Bradford Hardenbrook, 
Nevada Department of 
Wildlife (Southern Region), 
5/15 

BIO8: Consider project intersections with two ecosystems, 
Mojave desert scrub (35 miles) and Salt desert scrub (10 
miles). 

Marci Henson, Clark 
County Desert Conservation 
Program, 5/1 

Conservation areas 
BIO9: Consider the Conservation Management Categories 
established for this pipeline study area: Multiple Use 
Managed Area (MUMA) or Un-Managed Area (UMA). 

Marci Henson, Clark 
County Desert Conservation 
Program, 5/1 

Bighorn Sheep 

BIO10: No take must occur. Consider overpasses across 
project components to maintain critical movement corridors 
for species. 

Center for Biological 
Diversity, 5/11 

BIO11: Include this species in the EIS/EIR analysis of 
potential impacts on wildlife.  

Bradford Hardenbrook, 
State of Nevada Department 
of Wildlife (Southern 
Region), 5/15 

BIO12: Tortoise exclusion fencing should be considered as a 
mitigation measure. Consider overpasses across project 
components to maintain critical movement corridors for 
species. 

Center for Biological 
Diversity, 5/11 

Desert Tortoise 
BIO13: Address potential effects to the existing Large Scale 
Translocation Site serving desert tortoise translocation 
aspects of Clark County’s Desert Conservation Program.  

Bradford Hardenbrook, 
Nevada Department of 
Wildlife (Southern Region), 
5/15 

BIO14: Consider project location in desert tortoise habitat 
area and its proximity to the tortoise fencing along I-15 
corridor, between milepost 217 and milepost 221. Any 
fencing damaged or removed during construction will need 
to be repaired or replaced. 

Marci Henson, Clark 
County Desert Conservation 
Program, 5/1 

Gila monster (Heloderma 
suspectum cinctum) 

BIO15: Evaluate project impacts to any existing populations 
and suitable habitat for the banded Gila monster (sensitive 
and protected species in Nevada) for each alternative being 
considered in the EIS. Consult the Nevada Department of 
Wildlife for mitigation measures if potentially impacts are 
determined. 

Judy Hohman, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, 5/16 
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BIO16: Address possible injuries that may occur to Gila 
monsters during excavation, blasting, road grading, or other 
construction activities. Use appropriate reporting protocol 
(see them at www.ndow.org) and transfer to a veterinarian 
proficient in reptile medicine. 

Nevada Department of 
Wildlife (Southern Region), 
11/1/07 

BIO17: Include this species in the EIS/EIR analysis of 
potential impacts on wildlife. 

Bradford Hardenbrook, 
Nevada Department of 
Wildlife (Southern Region), 
5/15 

Plants 
BIO18: Documented plant observations include Penstemon 
albomarginatus (white-margined beardtongue) and 
Penstemon bicolor ssp. Roseus (rosy twotone beartongue). 

Marci Henson, Clark 
County Desert Conservation 
Program, 5/1 

White-margined beardtongue 
(Penstemon albomarginatus) 

BIO19: Address potential disruption of ecological processes 
due to construction near Roach Dry Lake, by removing the 
source of sand and wind-blown material required by the 
White-margined beardtongue. Analyze possible project 
impacts on this species in the EIS. Mitigate impact as 
appropriate. 

Judy Hohman, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, 5/16 

Native bees 
BIO20: Consider the following native bees that have been 
documented within the general study location: Agapostemon 
angelicus, Agapostemon texanus, and Ashmediella breviceps. 

Marci Henson, Clark 
County Desert Conservation 
Program, 5/1 

Migratory birds 

BIO21: Conduct land clearing or other surface disturbance 
outside the avian breeding season to avoid potential 
destruction of bird nests, or survey the area prior to land 
clearing. If nesting evidence is located, a protective buffer 
should be delineated. 
BIO22: Minimize possible impacts to migratory birds from 
construction of new buildings or structures in the Mojave 
Desert. Holes, gaps or hollow spaces in buildings and 
structures could trap birds. 
BIO23: Close gaps or narrow hollow spaces during 
construction to prevent bird entry. Also, use of solid posts is 
preferred and any exposed holes near the top should be filled 
with rivets, bolts or nuts. 

Judy Hohman, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, 5/16 

Western burrowing owl (Athene 
cunicularia hypugaea) 

BIO24: Avoid disturbing burrows that are used by owls. If 
this is not possible, incorporate recommendations in the 
pamphlet, Protecting Burrowing Owls at Construction Sites 
in Nevada’s Mojave Desert Region. 

Judy Hohman, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, 5/16 

BIO25: Include this species in the EIS/EIR analysis of 
potential impacts on wildlife 

Bradford Hardenbrook, 
Nevada Department of 
Wildlife (Southern Region), 
5/15 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Project Location Map 
CR1: The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) requires 
a legible map of the proposed project in Nevada. 

Rebecca Palmer, Nevada 
State Historic Preservation 
Office, 4/9 

Historic/ Cultural properties 
CR2: The Colorado River Indian Tribes are in concurrence 
with BLM findings of no historic/cultural properties affected 
by the project. 

Michael Tsosie, Colorado 
River Indian Tribes, 4/11 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

Cajon Pass 
CI1: This project will be the 19th, 20th, or 21st utility project 
to run through the Cajon Pass; make sure that you explore all 
reasonable options to minimize your cumulative impacts. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 
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Global Warming 
CI2: Analyze the project’s impact on global warming 
including the contribution from both construction and 
operation of the pipeline. 

Lisa Belenky, Center for 
Biological Diversity, 5/11 

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
No comments provided No comments provided 

GEOLOGIC RESOURCES 

San Andres Fault 

GEO1: Ensure that the projects is constructed using the best 
available technology to ensure the long term viability of the 
pipeline within an active fault zone. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 

GEO2: A large earthquake is expected in the near future. A 
large pipeline running through San Andreas fault is a 
concern. 

Charlotte Allison, Oak Hills 
Property Owners 
Association, 6/17 

Faults 

GEO3: Safety concern regarding faults running through 
Cajon Pass area, Lytle Creek Basin and perimeter of Lytle 
Creek Wash. 

Scott Beard, Rialto, 4/1 

GEO4: What plans are in place in the event of a major 
earthquake? 

Carl Tate, Victorville, 4/2 

GREENHOUSE GASES 

GHG 
GG1: GHG emissions for direct and cumulative impacts from 
project should be calculated and avoided, or offset through 
mitigation measures.  

Center for Biological 
Diversity, 5/11 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Contamination during 
construction 

HAZ1: Sections of open trenches left open during 
construction could result in contamination. 

Don Hadley, Rialto, 4/1 

Transportation of hazardous 
materials 

HAZ2: Consider several alternative routes in order to 
minimize the overall effect the project will have on residents 
and businesses. 
HAZ3: Need for safety and emergency measures for 
handling and transportation (e.g. shut-off valves). 

Christina Taylor, City of 
Rialto Associate Planner, 
5/13 and 6/18 

LAND USE 

Renaissance Project 

LU1: The project should be constructed in a way that does 
not negatively impact the future development of the city of 
Rialto, most importantly the Renaissance Project. 

Mike Story, Rialto, 4/30 

LU2: The new proposed pipeline is located within 350 feet of 
the K-8 site in the Renaissance Project area on Ayala. This 
route would necessitate the District to relocate the proposed 
school site elsewhere. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto 
Unified School District, 5/2 

Existing vs. New Rights-of-Way 

LU3: Define existing vs. New right-of-way (ROW) used for 
project construction. 

Keith Spencer, Las Vegas, 
4/3 

LU4: Consider a ROW on lands managed by the BLM, 
USFS and DoD. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

LU5: The National Park Service doesn’t have a legal 
instrument to allow installing an additional pipeline within 
the existing ROW, or issuing a new ROW for underground 
petroleum pipelines in Mojave National Preserve. Address 
this issue in the EIS/EIR. 

Anne Kearns, National Park 
Service, 5/19 
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LU6: Examine the impacts that the project will have on 
existing and planned land use. 

Mike Story, Rialto, 4/30 

LU7: Proposed pipeline location is incompatible with many 
of the existing and proposed uses in the City of Rialto. The 
City has several large-scale planning projects, as well as 
existing residential and commercial areas could be severely 
impacted by this project. 

Christina Taylor, City of 
Rialto Associate Planner, 
5/13 and 6/18 

LU8: The new route proposed (north on Cactus, west on 
Baseline, north on Ayala, east on Casmalia, and then again 
on Locust) could impact an existing elementary school and it 
would violate Education Code 17213. 

Joseph Davis, Rialto Unified 
School District, 6/18 

Impacts to Land Use LU9: The pipeline is not in compliance with the California 
Code of Regulation Title V, Section 14010, letter H, which 
states that the school facility or the site should not be located 
near an above groundwater or fuel storage tank or within 
1,500 feet from the easement of an above or underground 
pipeline that can pose a safety hazard. 

Lissinia Aguilar, Rialto, 
6/18 

LU10: Consider the Growth Management Chapter (GMC) 
policies related to patterns of urban development and land 
use which reduce costs on infrastructure construction and 
make better use of existing facilities. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

LU11: Address potential indirect project impacts on the City 
of North Las Vegas. 

Gregory Rose, City of North 
Las Vegas, 5/17 

Regional Development Plans 

LU12: Consider to submit an amendment of the BLM’s land-
use plan and the California Desert Conservation Area 
(CDCA) Plan. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

LU13: Consider the SCAG principles of the Compass 
Growth Visioning regarding growth, transportation, land use, 
and economic development. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

LU14: Disclose the impacts that the project will have on 
public facilities such as schools, churches, and parks. 

Mike Story, Rialto, 4/30 

LU15: Address impact on Metropolitan’s Rialto Feeder and 
facilities during excavation, construction, utilities and project 
implementation. Any design plans for any activity in the area 
of Metropolitan’s ROWs or facilities must be submitted for 
review and written approval. 

Delaine Shane, Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern 
California, 5/1 

LU16: The existing and proposed pipelines run under the 
road that fronts an elementary school and close to same area 
is a middle school. 

Charlotte Allison, Oak Hills 
Property Owners 
Association, 6/17 

Public Facilities / Conflicts 

LU17: Provide any details of known utility conflicts. Until 
an alignment is finalized: the City of Henderson is unable to 
make complete comments regarding utilities and adequate 
separation requirements. 

Stacie Welsh, City of 
Henderson, 5/15 

LU18: Las Vegas Blvd., including the portions identified in 
the project map, is an easement with underlying property 
owners. 

Stacie Welsh, City of 
Henderson, 5/15 

LU19: The new pipeline will impact and limit the land uses 
for school facilities along the proposed project route. A new 
pipeline on Cactus Avenue would severely limit land usage 
for siting new schools. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto 
Unified School District, 5/2 

LU20: Address the proximity of the project to the former 
Goodrich and Emhart (Black&Decker) / Pyro Spectacular 
property in Rialto, which may impede access to existing 
groundwater monitoring wells in the vicinity of the property. 
There are other municipal wells and monitoring wells located 

Elizabeth Haven, California 
State Water Resources 
Control Board (Division of 
Water Quality), 5/16 
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down gradient near the pipeline. 

Excavation in Residential Areas 

LU21: Address excavation authorization on Linden Avenue 
which is located in a developed residential area. 

225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 
Glafira Curiel and Maria 
Perez, 5/3 

LU22: Provide information about proposed schedule and 
locations for excavation activities. Disclose how this will 
affect access to properties during construction. 
LU23: Previous excavations in residential area have been 
stopped by Rialto communities.  

Martin and Patricia Salas, 
Rialto, 4/30 

LU24: I own land which would be impacted by this 
expansion, particularly if residential property has been built. 

Sandy Rixson, Phelan, 4/12 

Special Report 281, 
Transportation Research Board 

LU25: Ensure project does not conflict with existing laws or 
requirements; review Special Report 281: Transmission 
Pipelines and Land Use – A Risk-Informed Approach by the 
Transportation Research Board, 2004. 

225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 

TRANSPORTATION and 
TRAFFIC 

Regional Transportation Plan 
LU26: Consider the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) goals and policies that are pertinent to this project. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

Construction Impacts of Traffic 

LU27: Rialto is a linear city; ensure that the project is 
constructed in a way that minimizes the impacts to mobility 
within the city. 

Mike Story, Rialto, 4/1 

LU28: Potential significant impact on Rialto residents and 
businesses through the disruption of major routes into and 
out of the City.  

Christina Taylor, City of 
Rialto Associate Planner, 
5/13 and 6/18 

LU29: Minimize restriction to access to Las Vegas Blvd. and 
St. Rose Parkway as this is the “gateway” entry to the City of 
Henderson. Also, do not restrict or impede access to the M 
Resort (a major casino/resort). This hotel and retail 
development scheduled to open Spring of 2009. 

Stacie Welsh, City of 
Henderson, 5/15 

LU30: Notify Rialto Unified School District when the 
construction commences so that it may re-route buses and 
address issues related to “Suggested Safe Routes to School” 
as well as other transportation and safety needs that may 
arise. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto 
Unified School District, 5/2 

LU31: Project development must not restrict any of 
Metropolitan’s day-to-day operations and/or access to its 
facilities. Metropolitan must be allowed to maintain its ROW 
and requires unobstructed access to their facilities at all times 
to repair and maintain their system. 

Delaine Shane, Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern 
California, 5/1 

Roads 

LU32: We just got a new Baldy Mesa Rd, to hear Kinder-
Morgan say they would trench it and then ‘patch’ is 
unacceptable. Have Kinder Morgan widen and make new 
roads just like a developer would do if they built them. 

Annette Swords, Oak Hills, 
4/4 

Traffic Control Plans LU33: Follow all existing traffic control plans. Mike Story, Rialto, 4/1 
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Traffic Patterns 

LU34: Address the impacts that the project will have on 
existing and future traffic patterns. Include the duration of 
these impacts in your analysis. 

Mike Story, Rialto, 4/30 
Patty Salas, Rialto, 4/30 
225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 
Glafira Curiel and Maria 
Perez, 5/3 

NOISE AND VIBRATION 

Regional Goals for Quality of 
Life 

NV1: Consider SCAG policies related to the use of 
mitigation measures that reduce noise in certain locations. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

GENERAL 

Hard Copy Documents and 
Mailing List 

GEN1: Have hard copy documents available at main public 
libraries. 
GEN2: The City of Rialto would like copies of the 
PowerPoint, mailing list, and other documents. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 
Mike Story, Rialto 4/1 

GEN3: Include the City of Las Vegas on your mailing list. Shelly Accardi, Las Vegas, 
4/3 

General Support 

GEN4: Safety is one of the key issues for getting general 
residents’ support. 

Joe Ayala, Municipal 
Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 

GEN5: We want a project built safely, respecting the 
environment and the citizenry of the local governments. 

Richard Sierra Jr., Labor 
Union’s Local 783 (San 
Bernardino, CA), Rialto, 
6/18 

GEN6: If one of our signatory contractors is awarded this 
project, the labor manpower would be done professionally 
and in a safe manner. We fully support of this project. 

Terry Martin, Union 
Association Local 250 
(Rialto), 6/18 

GEN7: Our company enthusiastically supports the proposed 
expansion of the Calnev pipeline system. 

Kevin J. Tourek, Wynn Las 
Vegas, 5/16 

GEN8: LASfuel supports the proposal and believes the 
pipeline project will provide critical infrastructure capacity 
improvements. 

Jim Stevenson, LASfuel 
Corporation, 5/7 

GEN9: The pipeline expansion proposal is the right approach 
at the right time. I encourage your support of this essential 
project. 

Keith Smith, Boyd Gaming, 
5/16 

GEN10: The proposed expansion within the footprint of the 
existing pipeline seems very appropriate and the most 
expeditious way of providing the much needed additional 
capacity to our valley. 

Maurice Gallagher, 
Allegiant, 4/28 

GEN11: The project is vital in securely and reliably 
addressing the long term fuel needs of this region without 
risking the safety and environment of our community. 

Sean Higgings, Terrible 
Herbst Inc and Blue Ribbon 
Commission to Improve the 
Reliability of Southern 
Nevada’s Fuel Supply, 6/10 

GEN12: The proposed expansion is necessary to support 
both the short and long term growth of Southern Nevada and 
its environs. This is of particular importance to McCarran 
International Airport and other smaller airports owned by the 
Clark County. 

Randall Walker, Department 
of Aviation, Las Vegas 
McCarran International 
Airport (Clark County), 5/9 

GEN13: The proposed expansion will help to provide the 
additional fuel delivery capacity that our community 
requires. 

Frank Fertitta III, Station 
Casinos, 5/5 

GEN14: This important infrastructure project is critically Roberto Denis, Sierra 
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needed to ensure the continued economic vitality of our 
region. 

Pacific Resources, 5/16 

GEN15: Ms. Swords sent a formal complaint and strongly 
opposes to the Project. 

Annette Swords (via 
Michael Boguslawski, 4/30) 

GEN16: Opposed to the construction of any petroleum 
pipeline and/or facility within one mile radius of property. 

Hamid Taeb, Pleasanton 
CA, 4/17 

General Opposition 
GEN17: We believe that it will not be in our best interest to 
have Kinder Morgan install additional 16-inch diameter 
pipelines in our neighborhood to transport petroleum 
products. 

225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 

GEN18: I’m not in support this pipeline going anywhere near 
my land. My property is located on Yucca Terrace Dr., 
Phelan. 

Sandy Rixson, Phelan, 4/12 

Measures for Regional Impacts 
GEN19: Implement and monitor all feasible measures needed 
to mitigate any potentially negative regional impacts 
associated with the proposed project, as required by CEQA. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

USFS involvement 
GEN20: Involve the USFS specialists early in the process, 
paying particular attention to their input of the 19 miles of 
new construction within Cajon Wash. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 

Project Website 

GEN21: Keep current maps of the alignment on your website 
as a way of communicating with local agencies and the 
public. 

Dan Kezar, Las Vegas, 4/3 

GEN22: Where on the Internet would the scoping report be 
available? 

Kathy Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

GEN23: Request that BLM or San Bernardino representative 
make a brief presentation to the City Council to allow for 
their comments. 

Mike Story, Rialto, 4/1 

City Council Involvement GEN24: The City of Fontana has no comments or concerns 
about the project. 

Stephanie Hall, City of 
Fontana, 5/19 

GEN25: Contact the Development Service Center Manager’s 
Office to facilitate a submittal coordination meeting with all 
development related project plan review teams. 

Stacie Welsh, City of 
Henderson, 5/15 

GEN26: Rialto City Council is requesting the NOP review 
and comment period be extended 45 days. Adequate 
community outreach has not been conducted within the City. 
The meetings that have been held have not covered all of 
potentially affected areas.  

Christina Taylor, City of 
Rialto Associate Planner, 
5/13 

Community Outreach GEN27: Safety is something that the community needs to be 
aware of whenever it comes to the pipeline.  

Patty Salas, Rialto, 6/18 

GEN28: Rialto community didn’t know about the existing 
pipelines going through Linden Av. Since 1961. Provide 
more information to local communities about existing and 
proposed pipelines. 

Don Balderrama, Rialto, 
6/18 

Map of project area GEN29: Detailed maps showing construction zones not 
provided. 

Don Hadley, Rialto, 4/1 

GEN30: Provide more detailed maps showing ROW. Roy Snyder, Victorville, 4/2 
Jim Mitsch, Victorville, 4/2 

GEN31: Provide detailed and larger scale maps of project 
area. 

Dan Kezar, Las Vegas, 4/3 
Victor Fajardo, Victorville, 
4/2 

GEN32: Provide a legible map of the proposed project in 
Nevada. 

Rebecca Palmer, Nevada 
State Historic Preservation 
Office, 4/9 
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GEN33: Provide an alignment map showing a detailed route 
of the pipeline through Las Vegas Valley. We’d like the Las 
Vegas Valley magnified to determine if the route runs 
through Clark County, Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, 
Henderson, or all of the entities. 

Greg Kapovich, City of Las 
Vegas, 3/27 

GEN34: Provide a more detailed vicinity map through the 
city of San Bernardino. 

Ted Brunson, City of San 
Bernardino Municipal Water 
Department, 5/15 

GEN35: All submitted designs or plans must clearly identify 
Metropolitan’s facilities and ROW. 

Delaine Shane, Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern 
California, 5/1 

Plain language 

GEN36: Provide EIR, Safety Plan and Project Description 
written in plain language, so the average citizen can 
understand what is being said. 

Joe Ayala, Municipal 
Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 
Lissinia Aguilar, Rialto, 
6/18 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Route 66 Utility ROW PD1: Leave as much surplus space as possible in the old 
route 66 utility ROW as possible for future utilities. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 

Construction of Service Roads 
PD2: Minimize the constructions of service roads within 
Cajon Pass. This will minimize the amount of vandalism and 
illegal Off-Highway Vehicles (OHV) use within Cajon Pass. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 

Time Frame 

PD3: Define the timing of all project elements. John Koko, Rialto, 4/1 
Patty Salas, Rialto, 4/30 
Kathy Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 
Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

Related projects 

PD4: Consider two proposed aviation projects presently 
under NEPA analysis, Southern Nevada Supplemental 
Airport and the Southern Nevada Regional Heliport. These 
projects could benefit by connection with the proposed 
pipeline. 

Bradford Hardenbrook, 
Nevada Department of 
Wildlife (Southern Region), 
5/15 

Fuels PD5: How can three different fuel types pump through 
pipes? 

Don Hadley, Rialto, 4/1 

Use of Existing Pipelines or 
Retired Pipelines 

PD6: Address plans for retired pipelines. Lisa Ignacio, Rialto, 4/30 

PD7: Specify if the existing 8-inch pipeline is going to be 
held for future service. 

Terry Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

PD8: Provide information about the existing pipeline. Don Balderrama, Rialto, 
6/18 

PD9: Clarify the use of the term “idle” referred to the 
existing 8” pipeline in project description. Is it the intention 
to maintain the 8” line and bring it back to service or will 
other accommodations be made for additional capacity? 

Gregory Rose, City of North 
Las Vegas, 5/1 

Line Placement PD10: Specify exact placement of lines. Shmuel Azoulai, Victorville, 
4/2 

Proximity of Pipeline to ROW 
PD11: Please specify proximity of pipeline to existing 
transmission ROWs between the Cajon area, through 
Victorville, and into Boulder City, NV. 

Roy Snyder, Victorville, 4/2 
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Cross sections 
PD12: Provide a typical cross section of where the pipeline is 
located within the ROW and any details of known utility 
conflicts. 

Stacie Welsh, City of 
Henderson, 5/15 

Welding and testing procedures 

PD13: Welding and testing construction technologies have 
changed and improved since the 8-inch line was laid in 1961; 
if one United Association Local 250’s signatory contractor is 
awarded the project, he is confident the work would be done 
professionally and safely. 

Terry Martin, United 
Association Local 250 
(Rialto), 6/18 

Cathodic protection 
PD14: Provide information in plain language about cathodic 
protection as a maintenance and safety measure. 

Joe Ayala, Municipal 
Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 

Storm water management 
practices 

PD15: Include both pre-construction and post-construction 
stormwater management and best management practices in 
EIS/EIR. 

Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

Water quality control 

PD16: A Reduced Pressure Principle (RPP) Backflow device 
is required at service connection for domestic water service. 
Also, a double check backflow device is required at service 
connection for fire and irrigation. 

Ted Brunson, San 
Bernardino Municipal Water 
Department, 5/15 

Project design measures 

PD17: Include measures into the project design and provide 
buffer zones to avoid areas that contain drainages, wetlands, 
Waters of the State, Waters of the U.S., or blue-line streams.  

Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

PD18: Develop features that span the drainage channels or 
allow for broad crossings. 

Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

PD19: Use clear span bridges, open bottom arches, etc. to 
support the pipeline where it crosses numerous washes, 
arroyos, and streams. Use properly engineered materials with 
a system for detecting liquid and/or gas leaks and 
automatically shut-off the source. 

Elizabeth Haven, California 
State Water Resources 
Control Board (Division of 
Water Quality), 5/16 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

Need for the Project 
PN1: Identify why you need to construct the project. Edwin Lopez, Rialto, 4/1 

PN2: Make clear to the public in the EIS/EIR that the 
expansion of the pipeline is needed in large part to 
accommodate expected growth forecasts. 

Roberto Denis, Sierra 
Pacific Resources, 5/16 

RECREATION 
Impacts on Existing Recreational 
Facilities 

REC1: Identify what recreational facilities will be impacted 
by the project and quantify these impacts. 

Mike Story, Rialto, 4/30 

OHV Facilities 
REC2: Disclose any impacts to OHV facilities associated 
with project construction, operation, and maintenance. 
Particularly The Glen Ellyn OHV area east of Rialto. 

Jim Kennedy, Rialto, 4/30 

Open Space and Conservation 
REC3: Promote self-sustaining regional recreation resources 
and facilities. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

Future Recreational Facilities 
REC4: Define impacts to future recreational facilities that are 
part of current development plans such as the Renaissance 
Project. 

Mike Story, Rialto, 4/30 
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REGULATORY 
PROCESS/PUBLIC 
INVOLVEMENT 

Regulatory Guidelines and 
Consistency 

RRP/PI1: Provide an explanation of all inconsistencies 
between the proposed project and applicable general and 
regional plans for this project. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

RRP/PI2: Use a side-by-side comparison of all SCAG 
policies with a discussion of the consistency, non-
consistency and non-applicability of the policy, using a table 
format provided in 
http://www.scag.ca.gov/igr/doc/IGR_PoliciesFillinTable.doc 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

Mailing of Notices 

RRP/PI3: Ensure that you are contacting individuals that will 
potentially be impacted by the project. 

Edwin Lopez, Rialto, 4/1 

RRP/PI4: Include LASfuel in the distribution list for future 
notices concerning the CalNev pipeline project by directing 
such notices to Jim Stevenson (President). 

Jim Stevenson, LASfuel 
Corporation, 5/7 

RRP/PI5: Send all future notices, a copy of the draft 
EIR/EIS, and any correspondence to my attention at Center 
for Biological Diversity, 1095 Market Street, Suite 511, San 
Francisco, CA 94103. 

Lisa Belenky, Center for 
Biological Diversity, 5/11 

RRP/PI6: Make sure my comments are presented at any 
meetings and keep me informed. 

Sandy Rixson, Phelan, 4/12 

RRP/PI17: Consider that approval of the project where it 
could impact Metropolitan’s property should be contingent 
on Metropolitan’s approval of design plans for the project. 

Delaine Shane, Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern 
California, 5/1 

Public Involvement 

Rialto residents want the same consideration that the Desert 
Tortoise gets up about project location. 

Terry Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

Make sure that all parties involved in this project are aware 
and keep the safety of this community (Rialto). We are the 
ones who are going to live with the consequences of project 
decisions. 

Lissinia Aguilar, Rialto, 
6/18 

Disclose the project review once EIS is completed.  Lissinia Aguilar, Rialto, 
6/18 

The Colorado River Indian Tribes does reserve the right to 
intervene at a later if new or omitted historic or cultural 
information may become available that is related to the 
project area. 

Michael Tsosie, Colorado 
River Indian Tribes, 4/11 

A meeting between the San Bernardino Municipal Water 
Department and the developer may be required to discuss all 
potential conflicts and concerns. 

Ted Brunson, San 
Bernardino Municipal Water 
Department, 5/15 

Submit applicable permit applications and the associated 
application and permit fees to the District if the proposed 
Baker pump station includes pumps not powered by grid 
electricity (rated at least 50 hp). 

Alan De Salvio, Mojave 
Desert Air Quality 
Management District, 3/18 

Consider a ROW on lands managed by the BLM, USFS and 
DoD, a franchise agreement and Conditional Use Permit 
from the County, and appropriate permits from state, federal 
and local jurisdictions. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

Permits Contact the City of Henderson’s Community Development 
Department, Current Planning, to determine whether or not 
an entitlement process is necessary: including but not limited 
to: licenses, permits, fees, etc. 

Stacie Welsh, City of 
Henderson, 5/15 
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SAFETY 

General concerns about safety 
Consider community concerns about external events such as 
pipeline and human failure, machine intrusion and local and 
state agencies involvement. 

Patty Salas, Rialto, 6/18 

General concerns about safety 

Consider public safety as a major concern for project 
decision making. 

Lissinia Aguilar, Rialto 6/18 

Address community concerns about damages to life and 
property if an explosion were to occur. 

225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 

Proximity to Schools 

The pipeline cannot be built within 1,500 ft. of an existing 
school site per Education Code Section 17213. Provide 
mitigation to the Department of Education for relocating 
close to schools. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto, 4/1 

Disclose schools that will be impacted by the project. Annette Swords, Victorville, 
4/2 

Address impacts to schools and safety measures that will be 
implemented. 

225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 
Glafira Curiel and Maria 
Perez, 5/3 

Safety during construction 

Address safety procedures for construction. Anna Ulibarri, Rialto, 4/30 

Trenches too long for construction crews to fill in quickly 
could result in dangerous open areas. 

Don Hadley, Rialto, 4/1 

Adopt better practices such as identified by the CGA Best 
Practices Guide. Also the municipal workforces should 
contact Dig Alert prior excavation activities. 

Patty Salas, Rialto, 6/18 

Maintain open spaces for adequate protection to lives and 
properties against natural and manmade hazards.  

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

Minimize potentially hazardous developments in hillsides, 
canyons, areas susceptible to flooding, earthquakes, wildfire 
and other known hazards, and areas with limited access for 
emergency equipment. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

Notify the Rialto Unified School District about all potential 
safety measures to be taken during the construction process 
in order to protect its students from any potential danger. 

Anna Ulibarri, Rialto 
Unified School District, 5/2 

Pipeline protection What is Kinder Morgan doing to protect the pipelines? Patty Salas, Rialto, 6/18 

Use of safety valves and 
equipment 

Use a higher number of safety valves within National Forest 
areas due to high number of existing utilities in that area. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 

How far apart are the automatic shut-offs in case of 
emergency? How often is there maintenance? How often are 
these shut-offs checked and updated? 

Don Balderrama, Rialto, 
6/18 

Existing pipeline maintenance 

Disclose maintenance and replacements that have been done 
to safety valves in the existing 8-inch pipeline. Please specify 
if check and block valves on that pipeline have been 
retrofitted since the 1989 accident. 

Terry Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

The existing pipeline is no longer as well marked as it really 
should be. 

Patty Salas, Rialto, 6/18 

Terrorism Make sure that the project is constructed in a way that 
accounts for the heightened security concerns post 9/11. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 

Vandalism Harden or bury facilities to minimize the damaging effects of 
vandals. 

Gary Earney, Rialto, 4/1 
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Outline the applicant’s safety measures in the event of a 
pipeline rupture. Also include steps to get the pipeline 
working again. 

Douglas Gerwitz, Las 
Vegas, 4/3 

Define how local agencies will notify the applicant prior to 
construction adjacent to the project. 

Douglas Gerwitz, Las 
Vegas, 4/3 

Outline safety measures that will be implemented in the 
event of a major earthquake in Cajon Pass. 

Carl Tate, Victorville, 4/2 

Define safety measures that will be implemented during 
project construction, particularly those that deal with local 
schools. 

225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 

Identify public safety measures concerning impacts on the 
community, increased human activity in the pipeline ROW, 
and project operation and maintenance. 

Patty Salas, Rialto, 4/30 
225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 
Glafira Curiel and Maria 
Perez, 5/3 

Public Safety Plan 
Address safety issues for families and the community. Joe Ayala, Municipal 

Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 

Provide information about special protection equipment and 
support to local fire departments, so they can pass the 
information down to the community. 

Joe Ayala, Municipal 
Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 

Include information about safety measures such as pipeline 
cathodic protection in the safety reports. 
Provide information about emergency plans and procedures 
in case of tragic incidents, including coordinated actions 
between authorities, police and fire departments, school 
personnel, and communities.  
Is Kinder Morgan informing and working in case we have an 
incident at this moment? 

Don Balderrama, Rialto, 
6/18 

Include police departments in safety/emergency response 
teams. 

Kathy Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

Any increased fire risks or other catastrophic risks from 
increased pipeline size and capacity must also be disclosed 
and evaluated. 

Lisa Belenky, Center for 
Biological Diversity, 5/11 

Previous safety records and 
agencies oversight 

Explain what oversight the agencies are providing on Kinder 
Morgan’s safety records of accidents (failures and spills) in 
the local area and other states in the past. 

Terry Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

Address concerns about Kinder Morgan’s previous safety 
records and general average of accidents related to hazardous 
material transportation through pipelines, and their impacts 
on life, health, environment and properties. 

Patty Salas, Rialto, 6/18 

Project Malfunction Due to 
Natural or Other Occurrence 

Address the potential for explosions or other possible related 
issues in the EIR/EIS. 

Edwin Lopez, Rialto, 4/1 
Center for Biological 
Diversity, 5/11 
225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 
Glafira Curiel and Maria 
Perez, 5/3 
Lissina Ayala, Rialto, 6/18 

Disclose who is going to be in charge in case of a rupture in 
the pipeline due to earthquakes or movements in San 
Andreas fault. Please specify if the community need any 
special equipment for protection and disclose this 

Joe Ayala, Municipal 
Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 
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information to local fire departments. 

Provide information about residual fuel recovery after a 
tragic event such as an explosion. How soon and how much 
is retracted from the ground before it pollutes our water? 

Don Balderrama, Rialto, 
6/18 

Emergency response and public 
safety training  

Provide past and proposed dates of annual public safety 
training sessions held in Rialto, involving fire departments 
and other entities such as police departments.  

Kathy Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

SOCIOECONOMICS 

GMC Forecasts 

Address the particularly applicable GMC policies in the draft 
EIR. Reflect the most current SCAG population, housing and 
employment forecasts for region, sub region and cities up to 
2035. Review these forecast to determine compatibility with 
any Project forecasts. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

GMC Policies 

Consider GMC policies related to improving the regional 
quality of life (employment, mobility, urban development, 
lifestyles, protection of resources, noise reduction), as well as 
those related to provide social, political and cultural equity. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

Impact in properties / Income 

Address the impact on property values and community 
income. We struggle out here in Rialto to make ends meet. 
We feel like we’re a target sometimes. Other higher income 
communities would treat this a little different. 

Joe Ayala, Municipal 
Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 

Employment and training 

We’re in a recession right now; construction is heavily 
impacted at this time. This is a project that would employ 
literally hundreds of local people.  

Richard Sierra Jr., Labor 
Union’s Local 783 (San 
Bernardino, CA), Rialto, 
6/18 

Local welders working on production welds must have a five 
years’ experience. Professional associations have 
apprenticeship programs to fulfill industrial work demands. 
Kinder Morgan has the most stringent test for welders. 

Terry Martin, United 
Association Local 250 
(Rialto), 6/18 

Franchise agreements 
Pipeline construction will also require the establishment of a 
new franchise agreement with the city of Rialto. 

Christina Taylor, City of 
Rialto Associate Planner, 
5/13 and 6/18 

Project revenues and community 
benefits 

For half a century, the City of Rialto has received minor 
revenue for pipeline operation compared to the operator’s 
benefit. 

Terry Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

The company is paying only $187 a year for the franchise 
fee; it’s kind of insulting for the community. 

Joe Ayala, Municipal 
Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 

Project funding 
Please specify if the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(FERC) approved a rate increase to largely cover the pipeline 
expansion and what is funding this project. 

Terry Thompson, Rialto, 
6/18 

WATER QUALITY AND 
HYDROLOGY 

Potential spills on water 
resources 

Rialto is facing severe water quality issues and is concerned 
that the construction of a pipeline carrying hazardous 
materials will further impact the quality of water the City 
provides to its residents. 

Christina Taylor, City of 
Rialto Associate Planner, 
5/13 and 6/18 

Provide specific information on how surface Waters of the 
State and/or Waters of the U.S. will be impacted. The 
EIS/EIR needs to quantify these impacts. Discuss surface 
water disturbance and provide alternatives and mitigation 
measures. 

Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

Hydrology maps Map and delineate any wetlands and other surface Waters of 
the State and Waters of the U.S. 

Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
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Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

Take every safety precaution possible to ensure the safety of 
the Rialto aquifer, and the drinking water within. 

Scott Beard, Rialto, 4/1 

Perchlorate in Water table Rialto has had some problems with perchlorate in the wells. 
Many wells have had to close in the past without the proper 
help from private companies. Those problems set precedence 
in resident’s perception for new projects in the area. 

Joe Ayala, Municipal 
Advisory Board, Rialto, 
6/18 

Fuel tied into perchlorate Address water quality and fuels tied into perchlorate. Mike Story, Rialto, 4/1 

Scarce Water Resources EIR/EIS should address impacts on scarce water resources. Center for Biological 
Diversity, 5/11 

Stormwater and pollution control 
on-site 

Identify features for the post-construction period that will 
control stormwater on-site or prevent pollutants from non-
point sources from entering and degrading surface or ground 
waters. Consider the Low Impact Development method 
principles. 

Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

Use approved stormwater best management practices, 
develop a comprehensive mitigation plan and provide erosion 
control training for construction and maintenance staff. 

Elizabeth Haven, California 
State Water Resources 
Control Board (Division of 
Water Quality), 5/16 

Pollution Prevention Plans 

Develop of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
General Construction and Industrial Stormwater Permits. 

Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

Proximity of potable water 
systems 

The proposed 16” petroleum pipeline location must conform 
with current California Department of Health Services 
requirements with respect to proximity of public potable 
water system infrastructure. 

Ted Brunson, San 
Bernardino Municipal Water 
Department, 5/15 

Wastewater and Watershed 
Recommendations and Policies 

Consider watershed management programs and strategies. 
Consider water reclamation throughout the region where it is 
cost-effective, feasible and appropriate to reduce reliance on 
imported water and wastewater discharges. Address current 
administrative impediments to increased use of wastewater. 

Jacob Lieb, Southern 
California Association of 
Governments, 4/23 

The project requires a Federal Clean Water Act Section 401 
Water Quality Certification from the Regional Board. 

Mack Hakakian, California 
Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (Lahontan 
Region), 4/16 

Permits Any water used in the described lands shall be provided by 
an established utility or under permit issued by the state 
Engineer’s Office. Water used in construction applications is 
not exempt from seeking the appropriate waivers or permits 
from the Nevada State Engineer, even if that use is 
temporary in nature.  

Mark Sivalzlian, Nevada 
State Clearinghouse -
Division of Water 
Resources, 3/25 

Interagency coordination 

Recommend interagency coordination with the Southern 
Nevada Water Authority (SNWA) regarding adjacent 
waterlines – such as the future McCullough Lateral, Clark 
County Planning and the Clark County Sanitation District.  

Stacie Welsh, City of 
Henderson, 5/15 

Consider that because the Project will involve both the 
Lahontan Water Board and the Santa Ana Water Board, the 
State Water Board will take the lead regulatory role for the 
Clean Water Act water quality certification.  

Elizabeth Haven, California 
State Water Resources 
Control Board (Division of 
Water Quality), 5/16 
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Address perchlorate contamination imposed by project.  225 Rialto Citizens within 5 
miles of project, 5/3 

Address potential risks to the area’s water supplies due to 
placing the pipeline in an active stream channel. 

Douglas Sprague, Vulcan 
Material Company, 5/5 

Contamination 
Address potential impacts on downstream aqueducts of the 
Metropolitan Water Districts and the well field of the 
Muscoy Mutual Water Districts. 

Douglas Sprague, Vulcan 
Material Company, 5/5 

Address all site-specific and cumulative impacts to water 
quality and other aspects during project life-cycle. Prevent or 
at least minimize or compensate for adverse impacts to water 
quality through project design measures. 

Elizabeth Haven, California 
State Water Resources 
Control Board (Division of 
Water Quality), 5/16 
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PROCEEDINGS 

MS. SEEHAFER: Good evening, thank you for coming. 

I'm really happy to see you here. 

My name is Edy Seehafer, I'm with the Bureau of 

Land Management, out of the Barstow field office. And the 

Bureau of Land Management is the lead Federal agency for 

this project. So we're hosting, along with the County of 

San Bernardino, who's the lead CEQA agency. 

MS. HYKE: Yeah, I need a microphone. Karoke 

time. Carrie Hyke, with the County of San Bernardino Advance 

Planning Division. 

And thanks to the Rialto Unified School District 

for letting us have our meeting here. 

We're here to discuss potential environmental 

issues related to Kinder Morgan project, the Calnev 

Pipeline. 

So we're here to get your input on what kind of 

issues we should address in the environmental document. 

And the scoping period, we're going to say this 

many times, but it ends May 17th. There will be other 

chances, also, to provide input to the County and BLM, but 

this is a first stage in a process that we're going to 

describe. 

MS. SEEHAFER: In addition to that, we have some 

other folks up here. Rich Rotte is the Project Manager from 
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the Bureau of Land Management, so he has a lot of 

information on the technical aspects of the project 

permitting process. 

And then we have Kinder Morgan, who's the 

applicant, who is going to be letting you know about the 

technical aspects of the project and what it will entail. 

And then on the very end there, Dave is the third-

party consultant that the County and BLM have hired in order 

to oversee the NEPA and CEQA process. 

Yes. 

MR. CAMPBELL: My name is Allan Campbell, I'm with 

Kinder Morgan, I'm the Permitting Director in the Pacific 

Region. 

MR. MARX: I'm David Marx, I'm with URS 

Corporation, we're under contract with Kinder Morgan to 

design and permit the project. 

MR. PLUMPTON: I'm David Plumpton, I'm a Project 

Manager with Ecology and Environment, and we're the third-

party consultant to produce the CEQA/NEPA document for the 

project. 

MS. SEEHAFER: What we thought we would do here is 

give you a brief overview of the project. And when we're 

done giving the overview, give you an opportunity to provide 

your comments. 

I notice that we already have three cards, okay, 
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up here for people that would like to speak. 

If you would like to speak, feel free to send up a 

card. 

There's also cards, in the back, that you can make 

written comments on. In any case, you can make those 

comments. If not here, you can e-mail them to myself, at 

the BLM, or Carrie Hyke, at the County, and that information 

is in the back, or you can send them in the mail, the old-

fashioned way. 

And all we ask is that you have your comments to 

us by the 17th of May. 

And the purpose of these comments is basically to 

identify those issues that we need to address in the 

analytical process, as we determine what the alternatives 

are, what the issues we need to study in this environmental 

impact statement, environmental impact report are. 

And so if you have concerns about specific areas, 

specific issues, we'd love to hear from you now. 

I'll go ahead and turn it over to Dave -- or, 

Allan, you're starting. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Okay. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Again, my name is Allan Campbell, 

with Kinder Morgan. Kinder Morgan is the parent company of 

Calnev. Calnev is the partnership that runs the system that 
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we're talking about expanding. 

Basically, Kinder Morgan's a pipeline company that 

operates refined petroleum pipelines throughout the Western 

United States. So we move gasoline, diesel, and jet fuel 

from refining centers, to terminals where it is then 

distributed. 

We're not an oil company, we don't own the product 

that is in the pipeline. We're more, in this region, a 

transportation company. We provide a service so that a 

refinery, say, in Carson or Wilmington, down somewhere in 

the port wants to move product out to the Inland Empire, 

they'll give us a certain number of barrels and ask us to 

ship it through our pipeline system to a terminal, out here 

in the Inland Empire, where it's then distributed to 

airports, and gas stations, and truck stops. 

The system that we're talking about starts here in 

Colton, receives product from the refineries, and then ships 

that product up to the high desert and then on into Nevada, 

into the Las Vegas area. 

So delivery points along this pipeline system, the 

Calnev system, include SCLA, which is formerly George Air 

Force Base, Edwards Air Force Base, the BNSF rail yard in 

Barstow. There's a terminal in Barstow that delivers up to 

the high desert area. It then goes on and delivers to 

McCarran Airport, in Las Vegas. It goes to the Las Vegas 
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terminal, and then goes on into Nellis Air Force Base, also. 

Well, with the growth in the high desert, over the 

past couple of decades, our pipeline system is out of 

capacity or is projected to be out of capacity in just a 

couple years. 

So in order to meet the demand of the market, 

we're proposing to expand the system to allow for additional 

product delivery through our pipeline system. 

We currently have an 8-inch and a 14-inch 

pipeline. What we're proposing to do is to install a new 

16-inch pipeline, and operate the 16-inch pipeline and the 

14-inch pipeline to provide for projected growth in the high 

desert, and then on into the Las Vegas area. 

I'm going to let David Marx kind of give an 

overview of the project. 

Are you going to address kind of routing now, 

David, go through that? 

I think he's got a presentation that he's going to 

talk a bit in more detail about the project. 

MR. MARX: Thank you, Allan. URS started working 

with Kinder Morgan on this expansion project about two years 

ago. The first thing we did was look at various feasible 

ways to expand the system. 

We completed a feasibility study. And, at the 

same time, the Clark County and the City of Las Vegas had 
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commissioned a Blue Ribbon Panel, because they were 

concerned about what was happening to fuel deliveries in 

their City, in Clark County, and that with their explosive 

growth they were clearly seeing that Kinder Morgan's Calnev 

system was reaching its capacity, and wanted to make sure 

that they evaluated a whole variety of options for 

delivering fuel to Las Vegas, so that it wouldn't hurt their 

economy. 

So we ended up with a strategy that, as Allan 

indicated, suggested that building a line, a 16-inch 

diameter line, from Colton to Las Vegas was the most 

practical, most reasonable way to expand the system. 

And at that time we met with city officials, 

county officials, Department of Defense, BLM, pretty much 

all of the agencies, the stakeholders along the route to try 

and come up with a route that was as -- that could take into 

account the considerations from as many of the players as 

possible. 

And I will now -- I'll kind of walk through some 

of that routing. I'll need to step over to the computer, so 

let me give you this microphone. 

As you can see, the route goes from Colton, in San 

Bernardino County, up to Las Vegas. It's depicted by the 

green line. Just to zoom in a little bit. 

The line will start at the Kinder Morgan terminal, 
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the tank farm in Colton, pretty much run down Slover Street, 

cross Interstate 10, and then it diverts from the existing 

line -- and let me turn that on. 

The existing line currently runs up Linden. And 

in meeting with the City of Rialto, there was some 

discussion about that running up Cactus, instead of Linden, 

would be a better route because it was a more commercial 

route, less residential area. So we said, fine, this is a 

change we can make. 

The Rialto Airport Project is in this immediate 

area. The line goes right through the airport, you can 

almost see the runway here. 

If that redevelopment project moves on schedule, 

then the project will actually build right adjacent to the 

existing line. 

If that project gets delayed, we're not going to 

be in a position where we can cut through the runway to put 

in the new line, so we'll have to go around the airport, and 

that's what the green line shows. 

It then would continue up Linden, cross Lytle 

Creek and Cajon Wash to the area of Interstate 15, at the 

215 Interchange. 

It would go through Cajon Pass, following the 

existing line. Except at the request of the Forest Service 

we're diverting away from Swarthout Canyon. They did not 
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want another line to go through Swarthout Canyon. So we're 

basically paralleling, primarily, Cajon Boulevard to 138, 

following a fire road up to the existing pump station on the 

system, across the ridge, and then down into the City of 

Adelanto. 

From there the line again parallels the existing 

line, except for a small section here, in Adelanto. It 

continues across the desert floor, crosses Interstate 15 

here, at Linwood, by the outlet mall. 

And you can see that the existing -- again, we 

have to divert away from the existing line because the 

existing line, you know, has been built up around, so we 

want to be outside of the footprint of that shopping center. 

Paralleling a line south of Barstow, crossing 

Interstate 40, and the Mojave River. Continuing on east, in 

a pretty much across the desert, north of the river. 

There's another deviation from the existing line 

to avoid -- this line is actually on the other side of the 

railroad, and we looked at whether or not we could built it 

adjacent to the existing line, discovered that it would be 

very difficult to get across the railroad, in order to get 

construction equipment to the other side of the railroad. 

So the line will pretty much -- the route pretty 

much parallels Yermo Road, all the way to the end of Yermo 

Road, crosses over to the north side of 15, on its way to 
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Baker. 

The next place where the project diverges from the 

existing line is here, at the Mojave Preserve. The existing 

line is in the Mojave preserve. This is wilderness area in 

the Preserve, and the Park Service and the BLM basically 

said that's not an acceptable place to put the new line. 

So run the line north of Baker. A new pump 

station will be constructed here, north of Baker, as well. 

The line will continue east, pretty much paralleling 15 to 

the north. There's a minor diversion here at Nipton Road. 

Again, the Park Service would like us not to be in 

the Park, so we're showing an alternative route. We're 

showing the primary route, paralleling the existing lines, 

but the orange line represents an alternative route that 

keeps us on the north side of 15, out of the Preserve. 

Across the dry lake beds in Nevada, this is the 

Nevada Stateline here. The Ivanpah Airport that's being 

proposed is right in this area, this dry lake bed area right 

here. 

Again, paralleling the existing line up into the 

south end of the City of Las Vegas. 

The existing -- the new line here will be 

connected to the existing line to deliver fuel, all the way 

through Las Vegas, to the Kinder Morgan North Las Vegas 

terminal here, and a new ladder will be constructed to cross 
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the freeway and connect the new line to the airport, so that 

jet fuel could be delivered to the airport, as well. 

So that's pretty much a summary of the route. I 

don't know if you're next or it goes back to Allan. 

MR. CAMPBELL: I think it's David. 

MR. MARX: Okay. And the route -- there are nine 

D-side or construction site sheets on the wall, at the 

entrance of the room. That actually has the route shown, so 

you can kind of look at it a little bit more carefully, if 

you want. 

And, you know, certainly, I'll be more than happy 

to answer any questions about the routing after the public 

comment period, when we go into the open house mode. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Can we put back up the part of the 

project overview and the delivery locations? I'll go 

through that again, because I kind of went through it pretty 

quick. Can we go to the next slide? 

All right, so we currently have an 8-inch and a 

14-incher, as we've been talking about, that goes from 

Colton to Las Vegas. 

Go ahead. The products that are transported in 

the pipeline system, it's not crude oil. Sometimes people 

call it a gas line, but it's not a natural gas line. These 

are refined petroleum products. It's gasoline, diesel fuel 

and jet fuel. 
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The delivery points are Edwards Air Force Base, 

SCLA, which is formerly George Air Force Base. The BNS 

Barstow Yard. The Barstow terminal, which is our terminal. 

And then, you know, there's truck racks that the trucks that 

you see, delivering gasoline to your local gas station, up 

in the high desert, they come to the Barstow terminal, pick 

up gasoline and deliver to gas stations up in the desert. 

I failed to mention that it also delivers the 

Marine Corp Logistics Base in Barstow. It delivers to 

McCarran Airport. 

It goes on into the Las Vegas terminal. The same 

kind of situation, it goes into tanks, like you see over 

here on the south side of the freeway, on Riverside, it goes 

into truck racks that then, you know, deliver to trucks that 

can deliver to gas stations up in Las Vegas. And then we 

then also pump over to Nellis Air Force Base. 

Let me see the next one. Quick numbers. Current 

system capacity is about 156,000 barrels a day. Our 

projections of growth suggest that we need a system that 

will be able to go up to 200,000 barrels a day. That's what 

we're proposing. 

The system will consist of the existing 14-inch, 

and about 233 miles of new 16-inch. The 8-inch line will be 

emptied of the products that are in it, it will be filled 

with nitrogen, and it will be idled in place. 
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It won't be taken out of the ground, but we'll 

maintain it as an asset that we keep cathodic protection on 

and maintain against some potential future use. 

Terminals and pump stations that we operate along 

this system are Colton. The Colton Terminal, which is just 

down on the other side of the freeway, on Riverside. 

The Barstow Terminal. There's a pump station in 

Baker that we're going to build. We have an existing one 

there that pumps on the -- no, it pumps on the eight-inch 

line. And we're going to build a new pump station on the 

new line, on the north side of town, because the existing 

pump station sits within the Mojave National Preserve. So 

we're going to build on the north side of Baker, build a new 

pump station there. 

There's a pump station that we call Valley Wells, 

which is near Cima, and we'll maintain that. And then, of 

course, it will go into the Las Vegas terminal, as well. 

Go ahead. Let me talk about construction a little 

bit, because that's probably one of the things that you're 

interested in. 

The construction period for the project, we're 

expecting to be about a year long for us to build this whole 

233 miles of new system and configure it as we're proposing. 

The construction at any individual place is 

probably three to four weeks kind of timeframe. 
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In cities, what you're typically see is you'll 

have a number of separate crews come through. First, you 

have survey crews that come through and mark where the 

line's going to be. Then we have crews that come through 

and cut the pavement, crews that come through and do 

trenching. 

The trenches, of course, in populated areas, will 

be covered at night or otherwise protected. If they're in 

streets, of course they're covered with plates when we're 

not working on them. 

In other areas, we'll have other kinds of 

protection so that we don't have an open trench hazard. 

Then you'll have crews that come and lay out the 

pipe, weld up the pipe, lower it into the trench, backfill 

around the pipe, compact and repave if it's in streets. 

We've got some pictures on the two boards back 

here. Typically, when we talk about pipeline construction, 

we think about cross-country crews, which sort of have one 

way of operating, and then city-build crews, which are kind 

of smaller and they move a lot slower in terms of miles per 

day. 

But typically, in any one place, you know, the 

disruption's probably on the order of a three- to four-week 

kind of timeframe. 

I'd encourage you to take a look at some of the 
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pictures to kind of get a feel for what we're talking about. 

All right, I'll turn it over to David. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Okay. thank you, Allan. 

Well, we've heard about what we're doing, how 

about a little bit about why we're here. 

The purpose of public scoping is so that we can 

provide you a description of the project, rough time tables, 

construction methodologies, and the like, so that we can 

then get feedback from you, based on your new understanding 

of the project. 

This interval, as others throughout the process, 

are administratively mandated so that you can provide your 

feedback to help inform this project. 

We'll then use your feedback to help focus the 

environmental analysis. 

In terms of the environmental review, this project 

is being done pursuant to the National Environmental Policy 

Act, and for which the United States Bureau of Land 

Management is the lead agent. 

It's also being done to satisfy the California 

Environmental Quality Act, for which the County of San 

Bernardino is the lead agent. 

The actions that will be undertaken for this 

project, or that are proposed for this project, that 

actually trigger involvement by these agencies, include the 
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need for a right-of-way grant to traverse property that's 

administered by the Bureau of Land Management. 

And also the need to amend the BLM's California 

Desert Conservation Area Plan. 

In terms of the County, we need a conditional use 

permit for the project, as well as a franchise agreement for 

pipelines crossing lands administered by the County. 

In terms of NEPA and CEQA, there's several 

objectives that we have. These are just a few of them, but 

it provides a good overview of the process and where the 

public fits in. 

Really, the idea is to identify key issues to help 

us to focus the environmental analysis. And another source 

of public input is identifying a reasonable range of 

alternatives to the proposed project, to also be included in 

that analysis. 

This is all geared towards presenting in an 

objective manner and disclosing environmental impacts that 

are associated with the proposed project, as well as the 

alternatives, themselves, to that project. 

Everything is geared towards identifying those 

impacts, so that we can propose mitigation measures, where 

needed, to avoid having that impact, or mitigating those 

impacts that are deemed to be significant. 

Everything is intended to help inform the Agency 
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decision-makers. This is ultimately a decision document. 

And, lastly, to encourage public participation in 

this whole process. 

There's roughly six stages that we'll proceed on 

when conducting the environmental impact statement, 

environmental impact report. Again, this is a joint 

document, intended to satisfy the requirements of both NEPA 

and CEQA. 

When doing a joint document, it's not like two 

separate documents we'll be doing, it really -- it works to 

the higher standard of either agency. 

The first stage is the notice of intent, pursuant 

to NEPA, and notice of preparation, pursuant to CEQA. That 

really starts the process. 

This went out March 14th, which really started the 

scoping period. This is the first public scoping meeting. 

Tomorrow we'll be in Victorville. The day after, Thursday, 

we'll be in Las Vegas. 

There's a 15-day, 15 calendar day interval before 

the meetings are held and afterward, for public comment. 

After the closure of the scoping period, we will 

begin to draft the joint environmental document. This is 

expected to be available in the fall of next year. 

More on the contents of the environmental document 

a little bit later. But, briefly, this describes the 
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project, the environmental setting in which the project's 

proposed. It describes the alternatives. Environmental 

consequences to those alternatives, it provides a disclosure 

of impacts mitigations. 

Again, more on that later, but that's the contents 

of the draft joint document. 

When the draft is prepared we again -- it will be 

circulated for a public comment period that includes an 

interval of 90 days. And we'll have more detail on this as 

well but, again, this is a time for the public to review and 

comment on this document, the draft joint document. 

This review feeds into the final EIS/EIR, which is 

expected in the spring of 2009. What happens in the final 

is that a summary of response to the draft document, 

responses to the draft are included, as well as a response 

to the comments that were received on the draft. 

AUDIENCE MEMBER: You must mean spring of 2010. 

MR. CAMPBELL: No, it's really fall of 2008 that's 

the --

MR. PLUMPTON: Oh, look at that. Nice catch. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Fix that for tomorrow. 

MR. PLUMPTON: We will have to, we'll make a note. 

Thank you. 

After the final is completed, the BLM will publish 

a record of its decision, and the County will publish a 
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notice of determination. This follows a 60-day interval 

that includes a 30-day protest period and a 60-day 

Governor's review. 

A little bit more about the public participation 

process that's administratively embedded within the 

preparation of this joint document. 

Again, you know, it begins with the public scoping 

process, and scoping just involves providing the information 

that's available on the proposed project, at this point, to 

the public, to begin getting feedback. 

Key issues, key concerns help to devise 

alternatives to the proposed project, helping to formulate 

mitigation measures that may not have been identified 

otherwise. There's several reasons to hold public scoping 

and this is the initial phase. 

This began when the notices went out in the local 

newspapers to affected landowners, other stakeholders, 

State, local and Federal governments. This notice was also 

published in the Federal Register and delivered to the State 

clearinghouses in both California and Nevada. 

We also held a series of agency meetings with 

affected agencies, and interested agencies, to get their 

feedback, as well. 

Now, this all feeds into the draft EIS/EIR. A 

Scoping Summary Report will be prepared after this initial 
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round of public scoping meetings. 

More on the draft EIR can be found there, as well. 

It's available as you entered, so that if there's any 

questions about that, there's a little bit more details 

available there. 

But this tells a little bit about the contents of 

the draft EIS/EIR. Again, a description of the proposed 

action and alternatives, an analysis of the environmental 

impacts, and provision of mitigation measures. I think this 

is pretty well self-explanatory. 

The public comment period that happens after the 

draft is prepared, again, is an opportunity for the public 

to provide feedback on the draft, itself, and help shape the 

final environmental document. 

Again, notices will be mailed. The document, 

itself, will be mailed and circulated. Another round of 

public hearings, I believe three are planned, will happen 

during the draft phase. 

And again, the final environmental document will 

include a summary of the comments that were received, as 

well as the response to those comments. 

In the end we have, hopefully, a final EIS that 

satisfies the needs of NEPA, and an Environmental Impact 

Report that goes to the County for CEQA purposes. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Dave, if I can just jump in. As 
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far as BLM is concerned, right now we have a proposed action 

from the applicant. They've taken into consideration some 

of the preliminary feedback from the agencies. We haven't 

yet heard from the public. 

When we get all of your feedback and when the 

analysis is complete, then the agency, the BLM will identify 

a preferred alternative. 

So this is the applicant's initial proposal. We 

won't identified our preferred alternative until before the 

draft EIS is released, when we have the results of both 

public comment and the analysis. 

And so you will get from us, in that draft EIS, 

our preferred alternative. Then you'll have another 

opportunity to comment on that and to provide additional 

information that we may have overlooked, or any other 

information that otherwise might affect our selection of an 

alternative. 

And then, when we release the final EIS, it will 

include those additional comments and we will identify a 

proposed alternative. 

And then based on that final EIS, and anything 

that comes in the subsequent protest period, the field 

manager for our office and the County's Board of Supervisors 

will make a decision. 

So in terms of our decision-making process, we're 
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at the very beginning. And a lot of what we have to say 

will come after your public comment period and after we get 

the results of biological surveys, geophysical surveys, 

archeological surveys, any other sorts of information that 

might indicate whether this project should move forward and, 

if so, along what alignment. So I just wanted to clarify 

that. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thank you, that's a good 

clarification. 

Do you want to conclude on public comment, we go 

straight from here to speaker notes? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Sure. Unless you want to? 

As far as public comments, we have three cards so 

far, I'm happy to start with those. Again, if you don't 

feel like getting up in front of a microphone, don't be 

discouraged, we take comments in all shapes, and sizes, and 

forms. And as long as you can get them to us by May 17th 

that actually -- we're not going to not listen to your 

comment if it's not submitted by May 17th, but that helps us 

in terms of before we ever start our analysis we like to 

have a full spectrum of issues that might feed into 

alternatives. 

And so the sooner you can get us information, if 

you can meet that May 17th deadline, then when we start our 

analysis, we're not missing some key information that you 
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might be able to provide to us. 

Yeah? 

MR. SPRAGUE: In terms of comments, do we comment 

to both the County and --

MS. SEEHAFER: Either/or. 

MR. SPRAGUE: And that will go into both 

processes. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yes. 

MR. ROTTE: We talk to each other. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Weekly. Sometimes daily. 

Yeah, you want to say that again, for the record? 

MR. SPRAGUE: I'm sorry, this mike? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Just give your name and ask your 

question. 

MR. SPRAGUE: Yeah, Doug Sprague. I just want to 

make sure that the comments that we submit go to one agency, 

they would go to both agencies to figure into both 

processes? 

MS. SEEHAFER: That is definitely the case. 

MR. SPRAGUE: Okay, thank you. 

MR. ROTTE: And will copy the other agency. If we 

receive it, we'll provide it to Carrie, and if Carrie 

receives it, she'll provide a copy to us. 

MR. SPRAGUE: Okay. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And at the end of the scoping 
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period, we will prepare a scoping report that includes all 

of the input that you've given us, so you will be able to 

see that scoping report on the BLM website, the County 

website. So you will be able to take a look at that, and if 

you see something in there that you don't agree with, raise 

your hand. 

But our intent is there to let you see what kind 

of input you gave and how we're translating that into issues 

we're going to look at in the document. 

MR. ROTTE: Do you want to do the advisory? 

MS. SEEHAFER: No. 

MR. ROTTE: Okay. I'll just kind of -- and I'm 

not going to get the wording correct, but advisory is 

because we're the BLM, we're a public Federal agency, and 

we're subject to the Freedom of Information Act request. If 

you provide us your name, address and contact information on 

a comment, we may not be able to withhold that information, 

if somebody requests all comments and commentors and a 

Freedom of Information Act request. 

At a minimum, we need some way to identify you. 

It can be Fred, Fred I. But if you do provide us your name 

and address, we may have to give that information to 

somebody that requests it under the Freedom of Information 

Act. 

MS. SEEHAFER: In all cases --
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MR. ROTTE: But there's some more formal wording 

for that. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And in all cases, if you represent 

an organization or if you say you're representing an 

organization, or a company, you're subject to -- your 

information is subject to release. 

Let's go ahead and start with the comments, then. 

You want to read it off? 

MR. ROTTE: Well, these are speakers. And I may 

have shuffled these. 

I'm going to say this wrong, Anna? 

MS. ULIBARRI: Ulibarri. 

MR. ROTTE: Okay. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Say it again for the --

MS. ULIBARRI: My name is Anna Ulibarri, I'm 

representing the Rialto Unified School District, I'm the 

Director of Facilities. 

And I'm here to just basically touch bases. I'm 

sure you're aware that we cannot built schools within 1,500 

feet of a pipeline, and that's per Ed Code Section 17213. 

So we have some real concerns about the locations 

of the pipeline. A concern that now that I just heard that 

we will have an 8-inch pipeline on Linden, a 14 and 16 on 

Cedar -- or, excuse me, on Cactus. And so that kind of 

prohibits some of the areas of where we may, in the future, 
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be able to build schools. 

But in addition, I would also like to address that 

any location, because you will be moving in some close 

proximities of current, existing schools, our request is 

that you do not locate that pipeline within 1,500 feet of 

any of our schools. Security issues. 

And although the existing schools are already 

there, we would have to provide some kind of mitigation to 

the California Department of Ed, should you relocate close 

to us. 

So that's our concerns and our comments. We will 

be addressing that through the EIR, we'll submit our school 

map and the locations of the schools, so that you can 

identify them. 

And our request is for you to carefully consider 

keeping that as far away from our schools as possible. 

Also, you're aware, we do have a school sited in 

the Renaissance project, so we'd like to make sure you stay 

clear of that. We've been working with Lewis on siting 

that. 

So those are just some of our requests. We'd like 

to be updated and informed. And as you're aware, the 

protocol for our stage one, two, and three pipeline studies 

have become very complicated, and I don't want to have to go 

down that process for existing schools. 
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So if you can help us out, we would appreciate 

that, and we will address that during the comment period. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And then is this your -- are you 

going to be the primary point of contact, so we can just use 

that information? 

MS. ULIBARRI: Yes, I will be, yes. 

MR. ROTTE: And we have her information. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Okay, great. Thank you. 

MS. ULIBARRI: You're welcome. 

MR. ROTTE: And I'm probably really bad with 

names. Gary Earney? 

MR. EARNEY: Thank you. I'm Gary Earney, and I'm 

here tonight as a private citizen. However, I'm relying on 

25 years of experience working with the U.S. Forest Service, 

managing the Cajon Pass Utility Corridor, and all the 

utilities therein. 

There are 20, plus or minus, utilities out there 

and they all net down to a width of about one mile at Blue 

Cut. And I'm going to have fun here, because this is my 

first time to be on this side of the podium in 37 years, and 

I won't have to do any work after tonight. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. EARNEY: I have eight brief comments, which 

I'll follow up in more detail on a written input. 

First of all, I'd like to ask that when you go 
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through the National Forest area you use a much higher 

number of safety valves than you would otherwise. That's 

because of the cumulative impact on Cajon Wash from those 20 

plus or minus utilities. That cumulate impact comes from 

normal runoff, and rain, and storm events from the railroad 

debris, highway debris, et cetera, et cetera, crashes on the 

railroad and on the highway. And you can imagine how all 

that stuff eventually gets into Cajon Wash, where we have 

T&E species and sensitive species. 

Also, you may not know this, but Cleghorn Canyon 

is a proposed research natural area for the Forest Service. 

RNAs have a higher level of protection than wilderness areas 

do. Cleghorn Canyon was chosen as an RNA primarily because 

it is a critical wildlife linkage through Cleghorn Canyon, 

down across Cajon Wash. So any damaging affects to Cajon 

Wash impact the viability of that crossing area. 

My second concern deals with crossing the San 

Andreas Fault. Most of the utilities we have out there, 

now, were not constructed with long-term viability and earth 

movement in mind. There are techniques, nowadays. For 

example, bedding your pipeline in sand, et cetera, such that 

the pipeline pops out in any earth movement, as opposed to 

having it shear or break. 

I'm not an engineer, I don't know all the details 

of that. I know the technology is out there. Using that 
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kind of technology in conjunction with increased safety 

valving in sensitive natural areas can help us all out in 

the long run. 

My third point deals with vandalism. As 20-year 

law enforcement officer in Cajon Pass, I dealt with a lot of 

different types of vandalism. This was prior to the age of 

metal thieves. 

I would encourage you to harden your facilities 

and bury them, if you can. 

This leads into some terrorism concerns. Within 

one or two hours of the 911 attack, as a law enforcement 

officer, I was critically aware of what damage could be done 

in Cajon Pass. And I won't say any more in a public forum, 

but I'm sure you're sensitive of that. 

My fourth concern deals with space in old Route 

66. I would ask that you install your facilities in a 

manner that leaves as much surplus space in the old road bed 

as possible, for future utility users. Eventually, we're 

going to have a real bottleneck problem in Cajon Pass with 

utilities, at least in the next 50 years. And to the extent 

that you can help us out there, that's going to help 

everybody in the L.A. Basin. 

My fifth concern deals with maintenance. I'm not 

quite sure what kind of maintenance access roads you're 

going to have. You don't have any right now, generally, for 
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your 8- and your 14-inch line. 

But relative to the law enforcement experience 

I've had there, and the vandalism issues, any minimal visual 

attraction or physical accessibility that you provide is 

going to draw illegal OHVs, vandals, metal thieves, yackity-

yak. And that kind of activity is very concentrated in 

Cajon Pass, much more so than I would think it is in the 

high desert. 

I would also ask you to coordinate your spraying 

activities with the U.S. Forest Service, so that the sprays 

that you use for herbicides, et cetera, aren't detrimental 

to the flora and fauna up there. 

My sixth concern deals with having hardcopy 

documents available at main public libraries, instead of 

having the public comment electronically. I'm sure you'll 

do that, but that's just a gentle reminder. 

My seventh comment deals with involving the U.S. 

Forest Service and their specialists, and paying particular 

attention to what they have to say regarding the 19 miles 

that your pipeline will follow in the National Forest. 

Actually, it will be less than 19 miles because you're not 

jogging over to Swarthout. I didn't know that until 

tonight. 

My eighth and final comment deals with visual 

impacts. For 25 years I had a program of requiring 
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utilities to dye concrete, et cetera, et cetera, such that 

things blended in to the environment better. 

We have a pretty stringent visual management plan 

for Cajon Pass, as part of the San Bernardino National 

Forest Management Plan, and that helps preserve the scenic 

beauty for the public that travels up and down the pass. 

One final thought is that if you're going to be 

the 19th, 20th, or 21st utility out there, the issue of 

cumulative impact is really critical on the National Forest 

environment, and I ask you to do everything you can, within 

reason, to minimize your impacts. 

I know things are not a hundred percent 

mitigatable, but if we can do things that are within reason, 

I'd appreciate that. 

Thank you for your time, I appreciate it. 

MR. ROTTE: Although they're not here, Jason 

Collier, with the Forest Service, the Forest Service is a 

cooperating agency. And from an agency point, we've been 

working with Jason Collier, of the San Bernardino National 

Forest. 

MR. EARNEY: Thanks. I hired Jason and trained 

him, I'm pleased to hear that. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. ROTTE: Good, I hope you have confidence in 

him? 
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MR. EARNEY: I do. 

MR. ROTTE: And we're also working with the U.S. 

Marine Corp, they're cooperating -- they've chosen to be a 

cooperating agency, and Sharon Ott is with the U.S. Marine 

Corp, and that's the Nebo and Yermo Annex of the Marine 

Base, out by Barstow. 

I just thought I'd let you guys know that we are 

participating with and we have other Federal agencies that 

are cooperating. 

MR. EARNEY: Thank you. 

MR. ROTTE: Now, Scott, and I think it's Beard? 

MR. BEARD: Yes. 

MR. ROTTE: Okay. 

MR. BEARD: Hi, my name's Scott Beard, I'm with 

Beard Realty, here in Rialto. I'm a consultant for both 

Lytle Development and LHR, both their projects. 

I'm sure Lytle will comment extensively. I know 

you guys have met with them regarding the crossing across 

the Lytle Creek Wash. 

However, one of the concerns that we share at LHR, 

along with Anna, is the leaving this 8-inch line in Linden 

Avenue which greatly -- well, in fact, it just about 

eliminates our ability to place a school on the renaissance 

project, and we'd really like you folks to revisit moving 

that line across the airport properties, if there's any way 
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to accommodate that. Not only from a development 

perspective but, also, it will prevent us from 

eliminating -- from placing a school on that site, anywhere 

within the Rialto Unified School District. 

As a long-time resident of Rialto I'm concerned, 

as you folks are aware, we've had pretty extensive issues 

with perchlorate in our water table. We have an extensive 

water table underneath Rialto, extensive aquifers. And, you 

know, we have additional concerns as you expand this 

pipeline, and would hope every safety precaution could be 

taken to assure a continued smooth operation as you've had 

for many years, decades through Rialto. 

A lot of people don't even know that the Linden 

pipeline exists. But it's a concern that's ever-

increasingly on our minds. The City has spent in excess of 

$20 million, so far, to try and bring the polluters to task. 

We're obviously concerned that a pipeline breakage 

would create a huge problem for us with our water supply. 

And in addition to that, any disturbance that gets created 

around the existing pollution areas, which I don't think you 

guys are going through, adds some additional concern, as 

that seems to be what sort of triggered this perchlorate 

issue to begin with. 

The other issue, of course, is the earthquake 

faults that run through the Cajon Pass area, Lytle Creek 
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Basin, down along the golf course, and that entire perimeter 

of the Lytle Creek Wash. 

We would again hope that you would make the 

appropriate construction requirements that would deal with 

the safety issue there. 

One question I had, you said if the airport 

project was delayed you would be forced over to Ayala. My 

understanding was the City had asked you to go down Ayala. 

If the airport project isn't delayed and is on 

your timeline, what does that mean? I mean, are you going 

to --

MR. CAMPBELL: In talking -- we've met with Lewis, 

we've met with the City. You know, it's been a little bit 

back and forth in terms of preferences. Frankly, we're open 

to either one. 

We're prefer to have the new pipeline adjacent to 

the 8-inch through the airport. And I think Lewis has kind 

of -- I think it works within their development, at least 

the most recent ones that I've seen from them. 

So we're talking with Lewis, and we're talking 

with the City, as well. Really, we're open to either of 

those alignments. 

MR. BEARD: All right. Well, the question then 

becomes if we align it on Ayala, will you take out the 8-

inch line going through the airport? 
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MR. CAMPBELL: We are not planning to take the 8-

inch line out. 

MR. BEARD: Is that something that's completely 

off the table? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, that's not part of our 

planned project, but you can certainly make that as a 

suggestion. 

MR. BEARD: That's actually all my comments, I 

just wanted to throw those on for the record. Thank you. 

MR. ROTTE: Mike Story, City of Rialto. 

MR. STORY: Okay, I'm Mike Story, I'm the Director 

of Development Services for the City of Rialto. And a 

number of you I know and have met with on occasion to go 

over this stuff, especially with Carrie, and everyone with 

Kinder Morgan and everything. 

So we'll be making, obviously, formal comment 

regarding this. But just to get on record and to make 

sure -- my role is to make sure the information gets out 

accordingly, the pieces that are going through Rialto, and 

the community is aware of what's going on with it. 

You can blame me or make me accountable for it, 

I'm the guy that called the Sun Newspaper to make sure there 

was an article in the paper, to make sure there was some 

notification with it, and we just want to make sure that 

there's proper notification to deal with that. 
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Obviously, all of the areas that have been 

identified to be look at in the environmental are very keen. 

We'll be making, obviously, formal comments to those items. 

You'll get more of a generic version of it for the notice of 

prep but, obviously, when we get to the EIR, the draft 

document, we'll make more specific comments. 

Just to highlight tonight, the key ones with us is 

obviously with land use, as you've heard this evening. 

Obviously, with schools, with the Renaissance project at the 

airport, Lytle Creek, how that's going to impact Rialto in 

the future. 

I mean, we're already being impacted by the 

economy and everything that's going on now. We don't want 

to see anything like that continue, even something that's as 

important as the pipeline through the City of Rialto, and 

then through into Nevada. 

Second, the thing that we're concerned about is 

transportation and traffic. I mean, how is this going to 

impact the ability of our residents and our business people 

to move around, and how that's going to really impact our 

streets. I know it says you can get stuff done within a 

month, or whatever that is, but it's very difficult for 

people to get -- we're a very linear city, how to get 

through the community to make that stuff happen. 

So traffic, and how that's going to be done with 
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lane closures or, you know, traffic control plans, or 

whatever that might look like and how we can coordinate 

those efforts. 

And just as was mentioned regarding water quality 

and stuff. You know, any time we talk about jet fuel, or 

any type of fuel, it always gets tied into perchlorate, and 

we're dealing with some really significant issues, 

obviously, with that particular thing that we've had to deal 

with. 

So some things that I just want to put on the 

record tonight is if we could, at the City, or maybe some of 

the people we can get a copy of the Power Point 

presentation, itself. If we can get a copy of that, so we 

can share with people that come into the City, and with our 

City staff. 

Also, a copy of a notification of who gets 

notified of this. I mean, not just in the newspaper, or 

however it might be, but what property owners, how we can 

recommend how to contact the people that are along that 

alignment and need to be made aware of what's going to be 

happening. 

And finally, at the request of my City Council, 

which I wish they could be here tonight, but they're in a 

meeting down, about a thousand feet south of me here, and 

none of them could be here. 
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So they sent me up here and I still got to go back 

there and make another presentation. 

So if you could, or someone from the County, or 

BLM, or Kinder Morgan could come and make a brief 

presentation to our City Council, of this project and what's 

going on, and make them aware of it, and so they can make 

some comment. 

I know that's not -- that's a little bit above and 

beyond, but after some of the discussions we've had with 

Kinder Morgan and things, I think that would be a good faith 

effort and a good gesture to be able to come and do that, 

and we can arrange a time to be able to do that. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Well, that's great because the 

answers are yes, yes, and yes. 

MS. HYKE: Always. Can we call you, Mike, about 

setting the meeting up? 

MR. BEARD: Yes, I'm the contact person. I may 

have another staff person working on it, but I'll be the 

main contact because I've been the one meeting with the 

people regarding it. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And I'll work with Dave to get you 

a copy of that Power Point presentation. And we're actually 

putting together a map of everybody who got the 

notifications now. So when we have that, we'll get that to 

you. 
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MR. ROTTE: And during the scoping period, we're 

planning on coming back to Rialto, again, for some other 

reasons, to maybe we can incorporate the briefing to the 

Council at the same time, and time it, and come back and 

we'll just have a big party. 

MR. BEARD: Okay, very good. Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Does anybody else have any 

comments, that didn't have a chance to make out a comment 

card? 

MR. HADLEY: Yeah. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Come on up. 

MR. HADLEY: I filled out the form up there, but I 

don't know what happened. 

Okay, my name is Don Hadley. I'm a resident of 

Rialto, so I'm concerned of where the pipeline, et cetera, 

is going to be. And one of the things I haven't really seen 

in here is a detailed map of the City of Rialto, showing 

where the construction will be. Is that going to be 

available, so we would know that? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, we can make that available. 

There's one on the wall or --

MR. HADLEY: Just for Rialto, for the City of 

Rialto. 

MR. CAMPBELL: There's on up here of the City of 

Rialto, and I think it shows pretty clearly on one of those 
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back there. 

MR. HADLEY: I'd like to have one that I can 

understand, like the streets where it --

MR. CAMPBELL: Sure, we can talk about that, we'd 

be happy to do that with you. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay, I would like to have that. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah. 

MR. HADLEY: The other thing I'm concerned about 

and I don't quite understand, you have an existing pipeline 

through that, now, at eight inches. And are you going to 

put the new one parallel to that old line all the way 

through? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Generally, yes, except at places 

where, in talking with the City, or other stakeholders, they 

have requested that we move away from it. 

We spent a lot of time evaluating whether we want 

to put the new one parallel to the existing one in Linden, 

but in talking with the City, the suggestion was made that 

maybe Cactus would be a better alignment because it's wider, 

not as many residents as driveways enter Cactus, as do 

Linden. 

Our perspective is, you know, Cactus is probably a 

little easier construction because there's more width but, 

you know, frankly, either one's probably okay with us. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay. Out of curiosity, why are you 
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going to eliminate the old pipeline, why not continue to use 

that so you'll have an extra amount of fuel that you could 

pump through? 

MR. CAMPBELL: We don't need that capacity right 

now. 

MS. SEEHAFER: The other thing is that the right-

of-way for that line will be ending in the reasonably 

foreseeable future, and for them to get that renewed, it 

would involve a substantial amount of work just based on 

when it was put in. 

And so by idling it, getting the material out of 

there, then it's no longer an issue in terms of fuel. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay. Is that another reason that 

you're not putting the new line adjacent to the old one, 

then, because that --

MS. SEEHAFER: Not specifically, no. 


MR. HADLEY: Okay. 


MR. CAMPBELL: You know, I should say that once we 


put in the new line, the 16-inch and the 14-inch will have 

adequate capacity, and we don't think we'll need the 8-inch 

line. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay. From a construction stand 

point,when you're going through the City of Rialto is my 

main concern, do you have limits as to what length that 

you're going to be putting in? I mean, you're not going to 
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deal up five miles of trenching at the same time, you're 

going to dig it up, fill it, put the line in and fill it up 

in short sections, so we can not have it contaminated up 

there? 

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, it will be -- it will be 

a progressive thing where pavement will be cut, trenches 

will be made, and they'll cover it up. They'll come in and 

they'll do a block or so, and then they'll move on. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay. 

MR. CAMPBELL: The crews kind of move -- the way I 

think of a pipeline crew, it's like an assembly line, but 

the crew moves and everything else stays still. As opposed 

to, you know, a factory, the factory stays still and 

everything comes through it. 

MR. HADLEY: Yeah, so they can go through an 

area --

MR. CAMPBELL: You have about four or five crews 

and they move one after the other. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Okay. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay, yeah, it -- oh, I'm sorry. 

MR. CAMPBELL: That's kind of the way that works. 

MR. MARX: And the other thing that I wanted to 

point out is that the construction of this pipeline, for all 

intents and purposes, will not be any different than a water 
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line, a sewer line, or any other utility that's constructed 

in the street. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay. 

MR. MARX: I mean, you'll see the exact same kinds 

of equipment, the exact same crews, the exact same timing 

for any other infrastructure project. 

MR. HADLEY: I asked that, I'm a retired safety 

engineer of some 20 some years. And I had seen situations 

in the past where they would dig a line, whether it be 

draining or whatever, and they were going longer than they 

could quickly close up the back part, and you had an 

extended open area where it was dangerous. So that was my 

concern for that. 

MR. MARX: We don't envision that, no. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay, final thing. The three 

different types of fuel that you're going to be pumping 

through there, how can they do that? How can they do diesel 

fuel and then, okay, we're going to shut that off, now we're 

going to put gasoline, now we're going to 

put -- how do you do that? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, you know, what happens is the 

shipments of an individual product are pretty -- you know, 

it's a pretty large shipment, say, of diesel fuel that they 

want to move, so it might occupy several tens of miles of 

the pipeline system. 
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If it's then followed with gasoline, it might have 

several tens of miles of gasoline. So the area where they 

mix is actually pretty small. 

When it gets to the terminal, we open the valve 

that goes to the diesel tank. When it starts to get into 

the mixing area, it goes to another tank that we call the 

trans-mix tank. 

And then, when it gets to the gasoline, we open 

the valve to the gasoline. 

So on a percentage basis, the mixing area's very 

small. And that material then gets transported and recycled 

into fuels again. 

MR. HADLEY: Okay. 

MR. CAMPBELL: So it's a small amount of loss 

overall. 

MR. HADLEY: Yeah, I couldn't understand how you 

could not contaminate the fuel that was already there, you 

know, in getting it through there. 

Okay, thank you very much, appreciate it. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Thank you. Anybody else have some 

comments? 

MR. LOPEZ: My name is Edwin Lopez, resident. I 

was just wondering, and you answered the question for this 

gentleman, about the different types of fuels that would be 

used. 
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So just to be sure, it's going to be two different 

pipelines, one of which is --

MR. CAMPBELL: There's a 16-inch that -- the 

proposed project is a new 16-inch that will be put in, and 

the 8-inch pipeline will be idled. 

The 14-inch pipeline takes a different route along 

the railroad, and doesn't go up the Linden alignment. 

MR. LOPEZ: Okay. 

MR. MARX: So, basically, the 8-inch and the 14-

inch line are there now. The 8-inch was constructed in the 

1960s. The 14-inch line was constructed in the 1970s. And 

we're proposing a new, 16-inch line, generally paralleling 

the 8-inch line. 

MR. LOPEZ: So a new 16 line, not touching the 8-

inch or the 14-inch at all? 

MR. CAMPBELL: We'll take the 8-inch, we'll idle 

the 8-inch, so the 8-inch won't be in service. We'll have a 

14-inch line, that's existing, and we'll have a new, 16-inch 

line. 

So we'll still have two lines. We have two lines 

now, they're 8 and 14. We'll have two then operational, it 

will be 14 and 16. 

MR. LOPEZ: Okay. And my next question is, is 

this something that's really necessary? Was it proposed by 

you or was it requested by State agencies or local agencies? 
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MR. CAMPBELL: You know, it's based on our 

projections of the growth of the market. And certainly, in 

the Las Vegas area, they were concerned enough that the 

County had what they called a Blue Ribbon Commission on 

their security -- or not the security, but their ongoing 

growth of their fuel needs, both at the airport and within 

the community. 

So it's pretty widely recognized that there's been 

a lot of growth up there. 

Those kind of issues will actually, I think, be 

addressed in the purpose and need portion of the EIR/EIS. 

MR. LOPEZ: And the next thing is what is being 

done to reach out to the residents to let them know about 

what's going on? Is enough notices being passed out, I 

mean, besides newspaper articles and -- for future meetings, 

will residents know exactly what's going on? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yes. And, basically, what our 

strategy is to notify the folks along the alignments, and 

then also publish in papers, and on our websites, and in the 

Federal Register for other folks that may not be located 

along the alignments, but are interested because they have 

issues associated with the alignment. 

And so that's our basic strategy. And because we 

know that folks here, in Rialto, have a lot of concerns that 

they've raised with us, we're going to be coming back to 
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Rialto, too, and we probably will tie that in with the, 

hopefully, the briefing with the City leaders. 

But that's our strategy. And if, for some reason, 

we've missed somebody that you know about, you know, our 

mail lists are not perfect, and we're more than happy to get 

feedback from anybody that didn't get a notification. 

Because sometimes, you know, we have old addresses or 

somebody just doesn't get noticed. But that's why we're 

coming back. 

MR. LOPEZ: Okay. Yeah, just because, you know, 

there's residents who may not live right on Cactus, they 

live maybe two, three blocks away from it and, you know, 

there's safety issues. I don't know if that will be 

addressed in the EIR in terms of potential -- potential for 

explosions or anything of that sort. 

You know, I don't -- you know, the last thing the 

residents want is a huge explosion going on. So that's it. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Thank you. If that's it for the 

public comment, I just -- oh, come, come, come. 

MR. KOKO: Good evening, my name is John Koko. 

I'm actually here as a developer, representing a landowner 

for a piece of property in Victorville. 

I know that tomorrow there's a session going on 

but, unfortunately, I'm not going to be able to attend, so I 

thought I'd take the opportunity and address a couple 
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comments and concerns. 

Is there a way we can pull up the Victorville 395 

corridor on that, on the Power Point? I know you guys 

had -- there was a map. 

MR. ROTTE: Dave Can. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah, he can do anything. 

MR. ROTTE: Sorry, David, but I know you can. 

MR. KOKO: Well, while he's doing that, a couple 

of concerns from the landowner's perspective. We have 

roughly about a nine-acre parcel off of Highway 395. One of 

the questions that have been asked was --

MR. PLUMPTON: 395 and? 

MR. KOKO: This would be Victorville, Adelanto. 

MR. ROTTE: He means what's the cross street? 

MR. PLUMPTON: What's the cross street? 395's 

pretty big. 

MR. KOKO: Oh, the cross street would be -- yeah, 

excuse me, Luna. Luna would be the nearest, between Luna 

and Dos Palmas. 

Right where your icon is would be the general 

location. 

MR. ROTTE: Oh, so you're right in there? 

MR. KOKO: Yeah. Yeah, see there's the 18, just 

go further south. Right -- right there. Okay. Or, 

actually, it's the parcel just south of that, but general 
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location. 

With Cal-Trans, one of the questions we're asking 

internally is what's the relationship with that agency and 

how are you guys dealing with acquisition of right of way, 

if it is required for this proposed 16? 

And has there been a design or a schematic plan 

showing, you know, what additional right of way will be 

required for that section? 

MR. MARX: We are right now, as has been mentioned 

several times today, we're in a very preliminary stage of 

the project. We've basically developed the route based on 

the feedback that we got from various public officials, and 

agency officials along the way. 

The normal process that we would go through is 

that once the route moves into a detailed engineering phase, 

which is going to happen, probably, in the next two to three 

months, we will actually file an application to Cal-Trans 

for any crossings, or any longitudinal encroachments that 

are desired or required for the project. 

And the full, detailed design and engineering 

sheets that would typically be part of any project, or any 

Cal-Trans project would be developed for those applications. 

You know, that being said, we certainly are --

because we haven't started detailed engineering at this 

point, we would like very much to meet with any developers 
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along the way, as well as we'll have preliminary discussions 

with Cal-Trans before we actually file, to make sure that we 

engineer an area, the route in an area, the pipeline in an 

area that the Cal-Trans is happy with and, to the extent 

possible, that the adjacent property owner is also happy 

with. 

We know that there are various setbacks in both 

the City of Victorville and the City of Adelanto. Putting a 

pipeline in a setback is a great place to avoid impacts to 

the development to the property, it keeps it out of Cal-

Trans' right of way. 

So that's kind of the ideal location, especially 

if a property hasn't been developed, yet. 

But again, I'm glad you're here today, I'm glad 

you brought that question up, because we'd love to have the 

opportunity to work with you to develop a design that 

works -- works well for Kinder Morgan, works well for you, 

and works well for Cal-Trans. 

MR. KOKO: When dealing with Cal-Trans, will there 

be an expedited process? Because I know on the development 

side, when you're dealing with agencies such as -- you 

know,that magnitude, and especially Highway 395, there can 

be a delay process? 

And the reason why I'm asking is I am in the 

development business so, obviously, in the sense of time 
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schedule for construction and/or in the event that, you 

know, I want to procure a sale, those become a factor on my 

end. And whether or not the -- obviously, the right of way 

acquisition and, of course, with the depth of the pipe. 

You know, with the utilities that we have to run, 

as far as tying into local sewer, water infrastructure, 

that's definitely a concern of mine. 

MR. MARX: Yeah, we -- because we're the -- you 

know, in April of 2008, and we're looking at construction 

about two years from now, we're not envisioning that we 

would need an expedited process through Cal-Trans. 

If the route changes through the environmental 

process, again, the County and the BLM are going to have a 

lot to say about whether or not the route that Kinder Morgan 

has proposed is the route that they're actually going to 

approve. 

And so if there are changes to the route that will 

require us to do re-engineering of a new area then, at that 

point, we actually may need the expedited process through 

Cal-Trans. But right now we're not really envisioning that 

that will be necessary. 

MR. KOKO: Okay, so the way my understanding it 

right now is it's just a preliminary line as to where you 

guys would like the dedication to be. As far as schematics 

on depth, as far as crossings, that's about a year, year and 
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a half out in design, so to speak? 

MR. MARX: Not quite that far. I think we'll 

start the detailed engineering within the next two to three 

months. 

MR. KOKO: Oh, okay. 

MR. MARX: So, you know, in areas where after 

scoping, and after E&E does their agency meetings as part of 

the scoping process, we'll have some sense as to whether or 

not there are areas of the route that seem to be stable, 

where there doesn't appear to be any protests, there aren't 

any issues, and we'll start engineering those areas of the 

project first. 

MR. KOKO: Will there be a way for me to observe 

those drawings prior to a final approval? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Do you mean the routing? 

MR. KOKO: Well, I'm more interested in the final 

construction plans. You know, once again, that's one of my 

concerns because I am faced, right now, according to my 

engineer, with some crossing issues. 

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, what I would suggest is 

that we talk -- yeah. What I would suggest is that we talk 

afterwards. I'd be happy to give you my card and, you know, 

I can hook your engineers up with our engineers. There's no 

problem there, we like to talk to people in advance to make 

sure that we're making -- you know, dealing with all our 
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respective issues and try to engineer that well. 

So, I mean, it kind of depends on the particulars 

about the development that you're talking about, and how far 

along you are on your engineering, and kind of what you can 

show us about your engineering. 

We want to design our route so it impacts you to 

the least, and we want to design our route so that your 

project impacts us to the minimum. 

So the best thing for us to do is probably share 

cards and then hook up for a meeting between our engineers. 

MR. KOKO: Okay. And one of my last questions 

were concerning to your bullet point that you guys passed 

out here, I think it's the fifth one. 

There's indication that KMP invested $25 million, 

and that would be for system upgrades to meet projected 

energies through 2010. What happens after that? 

MR. CAMPBELL: What happens after that is if the 

market demand continues to increase, our pipeline system's 

out of capacity and it will have to be transported by truck. 

MR. KOKO: Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: David, did you want to --

MR. PLUMPTON: Just a quick point. Anybody, who 

wants to, can be added to the mailing list to ensure that 

they get copied on all future notifications. 

And another, as Edy mentioned, and as I mentioned 
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a little bit, part of the reason that we hold public scoping 

meetings is to build an administrative record for the 

project. And an important part of that record is a way to 

identify the people making the comments. So that at the end 

of the line, nobody's comments are omitted. 

Accordingly, I'd like to get a speaker card from 

Mr. Hadley, Mr. Lopez, and Mr. Koko, if possible, just so 

that we can maintain a complete admin record for this 

project. Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Okay. Well, that pretty much wraps 

up our public comment session. You know, I want to really 

thank you guys because you made some really pertinent 

comments relative to this area, in particular, and things 

that I didn't know about. So I really appreciate your 

coming out, taking the time to do this. It really helps me, 

as an Agency representative, to know the specific concerns 

that you have and to get those on the record. 

That's not just an administrative record, that's 

the decision -- the record that forms the basis for my field 

manager's decision. 

So I really appreciate you giving that input now, 

rather than after there's a draft document out, and we've 

already done a lot of surveys, because it helps us to take 

those things into effect at the earliest possible time. 

So I really do appreciate you coming and taking 
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the time to do this. 

This will not be your last opportunity. If you 

have given us a card with your name and address, you will be 

on the mailing list. 

If you've received a card in the mail, you're on 

our mailing list. 

If you have not, please add your name to be on the 

mailing list, if you'd like to continue to receive 

information. 

And we will be posting, like I said, the scoping 

document on the BLM website. We will be posting additional 

information from collected data on that website, to the 

extent we can. There's certain things we don't release, 

like archeological information. 

And then we will be looking forward, hopefully, to 

hearing from you, too, when the draft document goes out. So 

please stay in touch, and take a look at the document, when 

it does come out, and make sure that we have responded to 

your comments and your concerns, and in a way that you feel 

is appropriate. 

Carrie? 

MS. HYKE: Sure. And on your way out, please take 

a look at the boards, we'll have all the experts here to 

help answer any questions, and additional information that 

you need, let us know and we'll get it to you. 
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Anybody else have anything to say? Great. Thanks 

again for coming, and please come and take a look at what's 

here. 

(Thereupon, the April 1, 2008, Public 

Scoping Meeting of the Bureau of Land 

Management was adjourned at 7:43 p.m.) 

--oOo--
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PROCEEDINGS 

MS. SEEHAFER: Good evening, everybody, welcome to 

the public scoping meeting for the Calnev Expansion 

Pipeline. 

And my name is Edy Seehafer. I'm with the Bureau 

of Land Management, out of the Barstow Field Office. BLM is 

the lead Federal agency for this proposal. 

And so you can direct any comments or questions to 

me, if you'd like. 

There's also some other important people up here, 

including in the County, and so --

MS. HYKE: Hi, I'm Carrie Hyke, with the County 

Advanced Planning Division, and the County and the BLM are 

working together, jointly, on the environmental document. 

And both of our contact info is on the sheets, on 

the table there. 

Also Rich Rotte, from BLM, is right-of-way agent 

and Project Manager. 

And then we have Allan Campbell, from Kinder 

Morgan. He's representing the applicant. 

And --

MR. PLUMPTON: David Plumpton. 

MS. HYKE: David Plumpton. I was thinking of Dave 

or David. He's our third-party, independent consultant, 

project manager with a firm called Ecology and Environment. 
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And also, we have David Marx, from URS 

Corporation, representing the applicant. 

So what we're here today for, the scoping meeting 

is to find out what kind of environmental issues you think 

we should address in the Environmental Impact Report. 

MS. SEEHAFER: So to start it off, I guess, our 

overall plan is to give you a presentation. We're going to 

start with the applicant, just explain a little bit more 

about the project and, hopefully, answer some of the 

technical questions that might be on your mind. 

And then we're going to turn it over to the third-

party consultant, that the County and the BLM have hired in 

order to assist us in the preparation of the EIS, to talk 

about process. 

Just as a sort of added emphasis, I'd like to let 

you know that we're asking you to get comments into us by 

May 17th. It's really helpful to us to have the comments in 

before that time, because that's when we begin to get 

together and to talk about alternatives. 

And your issues and your concerns feed into those 

alternatives. So I certainly welcome any feedback you give 

us after that time, but we'll be starting the analysis once 

we sit down and look at what are reasonable and feasible 

alternatives. 

So the sooner you get your comments into us, if 
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you can get them in by May 17th, then they will definitely 

be considered in terms of not only issues to be addressed 

but, also, alternatives that we should be looking at. So 

that will be really helpful to us. 

And I do thank you all for taking the time out of 

your busy schedules to be here. I know it's something that 

you don't need to do, but it really is helpful to Carrie and 

I to know what things will help us in terms of focusing the 

analysis and identifying what should be the BLM preferred 

alternative. 

Right now, what you're going to hear Allan talk 

about is the proposal from Kinder Morgan. 

And we will not make a determination of a 

preferred alternative until we're ready to release the 

draft, after we've gotten your feedback, and after a lot of 

the analysis has been performed. 

Right now, people are out doing surveys of various 

sorts. That will help us provide information to our 

decision maker, who's represented in the back there by 

Mickey Pullman. Raise your hand, Mickey. 

And so that will help us provide him information 

so that, from the BLM's perspective, we can identify a 

preferred alternative that you will be able to take a look 

at before the draft EIS goes out. 

So without further ado, I'll turn it over to 
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Kinder Morgan. 

MR. ROTTE: The administrative parts? 

MR. CAMPBELL: We'll get back to that. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, my name is Allan Campbell. 

I'm Kinder Morgan's Director of Project Permitting in the 

Pacific Region. 

The project is the Calnev Pipeline Expansion. 

Kinder Morgan is the parent company for Calnev Pipeline. 

The Calnev Pipeline system is the way that refined 

petroleum products are delivered to the high desert of 

California and over into Southern Nevada. 

Our pipeline system starts down the hill in 

Colton, comes up through the Cajon Pass, comes through the 

Victorville/Barstow area, and then goes on to out past Baker 

and on into Las Vegas. 

We'll get into kind of some detail of it, but I'm 

just going to give you a real quick overview of the company 

and kind of what we're here about. 

David will talk about the routing. And then I'll 

talk about some more specifics about what we're building and 

the construction process. 

So Kinder Morgan is a pipeline company. We're not 

an oil company, we don't own the product that's in our 

pipelines. We're more of a transportation company in the 
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Pacific Region. 

The refineries, in the L.A. area, give us X many 

thousand barrels -- you know, a certain number of thousand 

barrels of gasoline or diesel fuel, and they ask us to move 

it through our system to, say, Barstow, or Las Vegas, or 

move jet fuel to Edwards Air Force Base, or something like 

that. 

So that's what the system does, it's sort of a 

transportation system for refined petroleum products. 

Pipelines are probably -- well, far and away, the 

most efficient and safest way to move these kinds of 

products, which our economy and all of us depend upon in our 

day-to-day lives. 

So what the project is about is the existing 

system was built in the early sixties, and in 1970. There's 

an existing 8-inch line and a 14-inch line. The 8-inch line 

was laid in the early sixties, the 14-inch was laid in the 

early seventies, okay. 

Over the years the Calnev Pipeline, and then after 

they were acquired by Kinder Morgan, we've added additional 

pumping to those pipelines to increase their rates. We just 

finished a project, a year or two ago, to add some 

additional pumps. But the bottom line is those pipelines 

are now out of rate, we cannot increase the pressure or the 

throughput on those pipelines any more to meet increased 
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demand. 

Our projections, working with folks out in Las 

Vegas, and looking at trends over the last decade or so, 

suggest that, you know, this area's going to continue to 

grow. And as it grows, there's going to be a continued need 

for refined petroleum products, gasoline, diesel, and jet 

fuel, so we need to increase the capacity of our system. 

So that's what we're here talking about, we're 

talking about laying a new, 16-inch pipeline from Colton to 

Las Vegas, that will meet the needs of the high desert of 

California and Southern Nevada for decades to come, 

basically. 

So what I'm going to ask David to do is do an 

overview of the routing of this new, 16-inch pipeline, at 

least what we're proposing the routing to be. 

And then I'll talk a little bit, again, about some 

specifics of the project and a little bit about what the 

construction will look like. 

So I'll let David talk about routing. 

MR. MARX: Okay, thank you, Allan. 

And before we actually get into looking at the 

maps, I just wanted to indicate that, as shown on this 

slide, the Kinder Morgan's pipeline system delivers fuel, 

jet fuel, diesel fuel, and gasoline to Edwards Air Force 

Base, to SCLA, Southern California Logistical Airport, 
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formerly George Air Force Base. The BNSF Barstow yard, for 

their equipment. The Barstow terminal, which has a truck 

rack, it's a place where the large tanker trucks pull in and 

fill up with gasoline, to then deliver it to the individual 

service stations. It delivers it to the Marine Corp 

Logistics Base in Barstow, McCarran Airport, in Las Vegas. 

That's Las Vegas International Airport. Kinder Morgan's Las 

Vegas terminal, where they also have a truck rack. Again, 

filling tanker trucks to deliver gasoline to gas stations in 

Las Vegas. And Nellis Air Force Base. 

On this -- on this presentation, Kinder Morgan's 

existing 14-inch line is shown in blue, the 8-inch line is 

shown in red, and the proposed route for the 16-inch line is 

shown in green. 

Kinder Morgan hired URS about two years ago to 

start a feasibility study for an expansion of their system, 

when they were projecting that their existing two lines 

would reach maximum capacity, with all the pumping possible 

on -- the addition of all pumping possible on the system by 

around 2010-2011. 

We met with various stakeholders, Federal 

agencies, State agencies, cities and counties, to talk with 

them about the project, the current lines, whether or not 

they wanted us to follow the current lines or not. 

In some cases we got feedback that said stay along 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



 

 

           

 

 

           

 

           

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

           

 

           

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                 8 

the existing -- you know, we don't want another pipeline 

corridor, stay along the existing lines. 

In some cases we got feedback that said, no, 

there's too much encroachment on your existing lines, we 

want you to move somewhere else. 

And I'll kind of walk through those as we go 

through the presentation of routing. 

The project will start -- it's running slow today. 

The project will start in the Rialto/Colton area. For those 

of you that are familiar with the Rialto/Colton area, Kinder 

Morgan, and a number of other entities have tank farms down 

here, just south of Interstate 10, just to -- you know, 

between 15 and 215. 

And as you can see, the 14-inch line comes up 

through the City of San Bernardino, along the Cajon Wash. 

The 8-inch line goes pretty much straight up 

Linden, through the City of Rialto. 

This is one location where Linden Street is fairly 

congested, now, and the City of Rialto actually suggested 

that we move and route the new line up Cactus Street, 

instead, and that's what we show on the map. 

The next change happens where -- and I should 

mention that the bright orange lines are potential 

alternative routes for the pipeline project, that various 

individuals have suggested during the process. 
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The city, basically, also is planning to close the 

Rialto Airport, as many of you may know, and this will be 

redeveloped. 

And as you can see -- let me see if I can blow 

this up a little bit bigger. The existing line goes right 

underneath the runways, they built the airport on top of the 

pipeline. And, obviously, we can't cut through runways to 

put in the new line, to stay parallel. 

So if the airport is actually shut down and that 

project stays on track, we will parallel the existing line 

because the runways will be gone. 

If the Rialto Airport Redevelopment Project 

doesn't, then we'll go around the airport, as shown on the 

green line. 

After that, the pipeline leaves the -- the route 

would leave the City of Rialto, cross Lytle Creek, cross 

Cajon Wash, and then work its way through the San Bernardino 

forest, and then down into the City of Adelanto, pretty much 

down Baldy Mesa Road. 

Then it would parallel Highway 395 in one shoulder 

or the other. You know, that would be based on detailed 

engineering, as we move into the detailed design phase of 

the project. 

Cross the Mojave River. Again, paralleling 

the -- primarily paralleling the existing lines. The purple 
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lines are access roads that will be graded and improved so 

that the construction equipment can get to the right of way, 

and the trucks can deliver product -- or the trucks can 

deliver pipe to the right of way. 

The route, again, paralleling the existing lines, 

goes across the desert. It crosses 15 here, at Lynwood, 

south of Barstow. It crosses 40. 

Paralleling 15, the first location where we divert 

significantly from the existing lines is you can see the 

blue line, and the red line is underneath it, that's why you 

can't see it, south of 15, this is now the Mojave Preserve, 

and this is a wilderness area in the Mojave Preserve. 

Both the BLM and the Park Service, when we met 

with them a year and a half ago, said, you know, we're not 

going to let you put -- do any new construction in the 

Preserve. 

So we basically came up with an alternative route 

in the Baker Area, that will bypass the Mojave Preserve. We 

have two routes, you know, into Baker, and then one route 

out of Baker, that we've identified as potentially viable 

routes. 

Paralleling the 15, you know, we reconnect to the 

existing rights of way for the two existing lines at this 

location, paralleling them to the Nipton Road area. 

Okay, and at the Nipton Road area, again, the 
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green line would be in the Preserve, the orange line would 

be a route outside of the Preserve. So both of those 

alternatives are on the table. 

We would then go through the dry lake complexes in 

California and Nevada, again paralleling the existing lines. 

Up Las Vegas Boulevard, cross 15, again on Cactus Street in 

South Las Vegas, and then straight up, paralleling the 

existing lines to a facility on the Kinder Morgan system 

called the Bracken Junction. 

The aqua line would be a new lateral that would be 

constructed to the Las Vegas Airport, to deliver jet fuel to 

the airport. 

So that, in a nutshell, is the route. We'd be 

more than happy to answer any questions about that after the 

public comment period later, this evening. 

MR. CAMPBELL: So construction. We're envisioning 

the permitting process taking about two years. We just 

started our NEPA and our CEQA process with the BLM and San 

Bernardino County. 

So our kind of plan is for us to be ready to start 

construction in early, you know, February, March, maybe, 

2010. Take about a year to build the whole thing start to 

finish, do the pump station work and so forth. And it will 

be in service early 2011. 

But just to go back one bit, if you would, David? 
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Just to kind of give you another quick overview and just 

restate kind of what we're doing, the current system has a 

capacity of about 156,000 barrels a day. That's what the 

market up here uses, throughout the high deserts, the air 

bases, the greater Las Vegas area, McCarran Airport, out 

there in Las Vegas, Nellis Air Force Base, so forth and so 

on. 

What we're proposing to do is lay about 233 miles 

of new 16-inch, from Colton out to Las Vegas. Use, rather 

than what we have currently, with an 8-inch and a 14-inch 

line, we'll have a 14- and a 16-inch line. 

The 8-inch line will be idled, is what we call it. 

We'll push the product out of it, we'll run a number of 

cleaning pigs through it to swab the product out of it, and 

then we'll lay it up with nitrogen. We'll put nitrogen in 

it under, you know, a moderate positive pressure. We'll 

maintain that pipeline as an asset against possible future 

use. In some communities they've been used for grey water, 

in some places they've been used to blow fiber optics 

through them. 

With all the bio-fuels work that's going on out 

there in the world, there's a possibility that at some point 

that line might be used for ethanol transport, or bio-

diesel. There's a lot of developments as, undoubtedly, 

you've been reading. 
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So we'll maintain that. Our plan is not to use it 

for refined petroleum products, but it would be there if 

necessary. 

So the Calnev system after the project would be a 

14-inch line and a 16-inch line. 

The capacity of the new system, with the pumps 

that we would put on initially, would be about 200,000 

barrels a day. Okay, so we increase the capacity from about 

156 to 200, that will carry us until maybe 2015, 2016, 

depending upon growth rates. Then in the future, if we 

needed to, we'd add additional pumps at different locations 

to increase the rate further. 

As I mentioned, the 8-inch line would be idled in 

place and maintained. 

Places that we would be doing work in our 

terminals or pump stations, we'll have some work down at the 

Colton terminal, which is an existing facility. We'll have 

work at the Barstow terminal, which is also an existing 

facility. 

We have a pump station in Baker that will continue 

to operate, but we'll need to make a new pump station 

because the pipeline, as David showed, is going to be other 

on the north side of town. So we're going to need a pump 

station at that location. 

We have a location called Valley Wells, which is 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



 

 

 

           

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                14 

near Cima, that will continue to operate. And then, of 

course, the Las Vegas terminal will also continue to 

operate. 

I mentioned construction would take about a year. 

I kind of want to give you a feel for what it looks like. 

We've got some boards back there that I encourage you to 

take a look at, that show pictures of pipeline construction. 

Generally, you think about pipeline construction, 

two main kinds of crews. We've got what we call the cross-

country crew, which works in fairly open areas. And, you 

know, they can build considerably faster than the other kind 

of crew, which we call the city-build crew. 

But they're basically pretty similar in the way 

that they operate, it just has to do with the spacing and 

the types of equipment that's used. 

So, you know, if we think about what the city-

build crew looks like, what you see is a series of different 

kinds of work crews come through one location over a period 

of maybe three to four weeks, in order to build the pipeline 

at any one location. 

Now, I'm excluding from that the survey work that 

probably some of you folks have been contacted by our 

project team about getting access for environmental surveys, 

and so forth. I mean, obviously, the surveys take place in 

order to feed into all these documents. 
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But the way the construction takes place is first 

we have a survey crew come out and mark the line. If we're 

in the city area, we have a pavement crew come out and cut 

the pavement. If we're in a cross-country area, we have a 

right-of-way crew come out that clears the vegetation and 

levels the right-of-way so that the rest of the crews can 

work safely on the landscape. 

We then have a trenching crew that comes through, 

digs the trench. A stringing crew that comes through, they 

lay the pipe next to the trench, off the pipe trucks. 

We have the welding and x-ray crew come through. 

The come through and weld the pipe up. The x-ray crew comes 

right behind and every joint on the pipeline is x-rayed, and 

it has to meet certain standards or it's got to be cut out 

and redone. 

Then we have a lowering in-crew that comes, and 

you see pictures of the side booms that lift the pipe and 

lowers it down into the trench. 

We have a backfill crew that comes in and 

backfills the trench. In city areas we then have a paving 

crew that comes through. 

Then the last thing we do is we have hydro tests 

come through. They take segments of the pipeline, fill it 

with water, pressure it up to a certain amount over the 

authorized pressure that we're going to be operating at, and 
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have to hold it for a certain period of time to prove out 

the welds again, that have all been x-rayed, and prove out 

that that pipeline can hold that pressure. 

Okay, we drain that out and then we're ready to 

operate. 

Materials. I'm frequently asked what the 

pipeline's made of? It's made of high-strength steel. It 

has what's called -- will have what we call fusion-bonded 

epoxy coatings on it, that isolate that steel from the 

environment. The joints are all coated, also, so that the 

idea is to prevent corrosion of the pipeline by having it 

coated and isolated from the soil. 

It's also placed under cathodic protection, which 

impresses an electrical current on it to discourage 

corrosion. 

So that's kind of an overview of the construction 

process and a little bit about the materials. 

I'll be available after the meeting, happy to talk 

to you about it, happy to answer questions. 

I think, Edy, you were going to talk about process 

now, right? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Actually, I'm going to turn it over 

to David to talk process. 

MR. PLUMPTON: All right. Once again, my name's 

Dave Plumpton. 
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And we know a little bit about the project, now, 

why are we here. The purpose for tonight is to provide you 

an overview of the project so that we can then solicit your 

comments. 

This is really an administratively required 

portion of the environmental process, so that we can hear 

your concerns on key issues, critical areas with respect to 

this location, and what you know of the area. It really 

allows us to channel your feedback into the project, to the 

inform later stages. 

Next slide, please. 

The project's being done -- the environmental 

review's being done pursuant to the National Environmental 

Policy Act, for which the U.S. Bureau of Land Management is 

the lead agent. 

It's also subject to the California Environmental 

Quality Act, for which the County of San Bernardino is the 

lead agent. 

The actions that are being proposed, that trigger 

these two agencies' involvement, include a right-of-way 

grant that passes the -- for lands that are administered by 

the Bureau of Land Management, that the project will cross. 

And also, an amendment to the BLM's California Desert 

Conservation Area Plan will be needed. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Actually, let me just jump in 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



 

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

           

           

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                18 

there, I didn't get a chance to talk to you before the 

meeting. Actually, based on their reassessment of the area 

around Nipton, we may or may not need a plan amendment for 

this project. Because throughout the California Desert 

Conservation area, including this area here, we have 

designated utility corridors. 

And at the time that they brought this project to 

us, initially, because they would have to do the rerouting 

around the preserve, they would not be able to stay within 

that utility corridor, so a plan amendment was required. 

Now that they've looked at the proposal a little 

closer, and they think that they can engineer very close to 

the freeway on the north side, we actually may not need a 

plan amendment. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thank you. 

The county's involvement is triggered by the need 

for a conditional use permit, and also a franchise agreement 

for pipelines that cross county administered lands. 

Again, this is a joint environmental analysis to 

satisfy the requirements of both NEPA and CEQA. And 

generally, you know, for a quick overview of that, the idea 

is to provide key issues, critical issues to focus the 

environmental analysis, to identify a reasonable range of 

alternatives to analyze, in addition to the proposed 

project, to provide an open disclosure of probable 
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environmental impacts, and their significance, so that we 

can identify ways to avoid those impacts, or to mitigate for 

those that are deemed to be significant. 

And this is really all geared towards informing 

the process and encouraging stakeholder participation. 

There's really six steps that the process will 

take. A notice of intent, to satisfy the requirements of 

NEPA, for the EIS, and a notice of preparation to satisfy 

CEQA requirements, for the EIR, was circulated. 

This describes the project and is mailed to 

affected landowners, other stakeholders, local, State, and 

Federal agencies. A copy is published in the Federal 

Register and circulated to the state clearinghouses in both 

California and Nevada. And that really starts the process. 

The scoping period then began. We held the first 

public scoping meeting in Rialto last night, and we'll be in 

Las Vegas tomorrow, conducting a similar meeting to the one 

being held tonight. 

At the end of scoping, a scoping summary report 

will be generated that essentially summarizes the comments 

that are received to this point, which feeds into the draft 

environmental document which, again, is a joint EIR/EIS. 

This is expected for completion this coming fall, 

at which time another round of public hearings will be held, 

this time to review the draft document, itself. 
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And I don't know if you want to comment, Edy? At 

that time the Bureau -- you want to comment about preferred 

alternative. 

MS. SEEHAFER: I think we have a slide on it now, 

but --

MR. PLUMPTON: Oh, okay. All right, well, I don't 

want to get ahead of myself, then. 

But again, there will be another round, probably 

three, at least, public meetings to discuss the draft 

document. At that time, we'll begin work on the final 

environmental document, which summarizes comments received 

on the draft, and also provides a response to those 

comments, as part of the final environmental document. 

At that point a record of decision will be 

published by the Bureau of Land Management, as well as a 

notice of determination by the County. And that comes after 

a 30-day protest period and a 60-day Governor's review 

period. 

So you can see, and there's a graphic showing 

this, possibly a little bit easier to read, in the back of 

the room. But this really highlights the intervals where 

public participation comes into play. 

On the left you see the scoping meetings. Again, 

we notice the meetings to the potentially interested public, 

local newspapers, mailings to landowners and the like. 
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In addition, we held agency meetings to discuss 

with Forest Service, with Park Service, and the like. 

This all feeds into the draft EIR, as I said, and 

the draft has several components. You know, we review the 

affected environment. We review a project description. 

Describe the project and the alternatives. 

Environmental consequences of the proposed project 

and alternatives. We disclose impacts and provide 

mitigations for those impacts. 

Again, there's more detail in the back of the 

room, if that's not real readable. 

So to quickly recap again, the public scoping 

meeting has an element after the draft has been prepared for 

the public to comment on. 

And the response to those comments -- and maybe 

this is worth a little extra explanation. The public 

comments that are received on the project become part of 

what's called the administrative record for the project. 

That stays with the project for life. And it's a way to 

ensure that comments received on the project are actually 

collected, read, and responded to. 

So that's one of the reasons we have the speaker 

cards and the comment forms. More on this later. But any 

way that you want to make comment on the project, whether 

it's making a comment verbally tonight, filling out a 
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comment form and mailing it in, sending in an e-mail, faxing 

the form in, there's several ways that it can be done. 

But, again, this all comprises the administrative 

record for the project, which is why the extra information's 

needed. And I know we're going to talk about that a little 

bit more. 

Lastly, we have a final EIR/EIS that satisfies the 

requirements of NEPA/CEQA, and anything else that's required 

under either of those laws. For example, the amendment to 

the plan, if that ultimately is needed. 

Do you want to talk about the BLM process, Edy? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Okay. I may have mentioned this, 

and if you have not already done so, and if you're 

interested in speaking tonight, please feel free to get up 

and get a speaker card. 

But basically what we'll do, after the close of 

the scoping period on the 17th, is we will compile a scoping 

report. That scoping report is more than a summary of the 

comments, it's also our evaluation of those comments and how 

we're going to work those comments into the analysis. 

And so you'll get an opportunity to see, you know, 

how those are feeding into the analysis. That's a big part 

of what will follow, which is that and the actual 

environmental analysis will lead to the Bureau and the 

County actually, together, making a decision on what the 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



 

 

           

 

 

           

 

           

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

           

 

 

           

 

           

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                23 

preferred alternatives are going to be for various segments 

of this pipeline. 

So the sooner that you -- as I mentioned before, 

the sooner you can provide us input, the better we'll be 

able to incorporate it into that draft analysis. 

And before the draft EIS/EIR comes out, we will 

have identified a preferred alternative for the agencies. 

After the draft comes out, you'll have an 

opportunity to provide input on that draft EIS/EIR, in case 

you didn't feel like your input got adequately incorporated, 

or there's some parts of the analysis that you felt were 

overlooked, something that didn't get adequately analyzed, 

that's your opportunity to provide input on that. 

And then a final EIS comes out -- sorry, EIS/EIR. 

And that will include the agency proposed action, as well as 

the alternatives. 

Before, when the draft comes out, we're just going 

to have several -- whatever the alternatives are, and what 

we believe is our preferred alternative for the agency. 

So just to sort of let you know how this -- your 

feedback to us works into this. 

And we will be continuing to talk to other 

interested agencies, some of this goes through the Forest 

Service, we're talking to the Forest Service. Some of this 

goes through the Marine base, we're talking to the Marine 
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base. 

We have local jurisdictions that this affects and 

so, definitely, we will be having follow-up briefings with 

them, too, to make sure that we're hearing both the local 

and other agency perspectives on this. 

So I just wanted to let you know that we will be 

taking whatever you give us before we come up with our 

preferred alternative. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Again, May 17th is when we'd like 

to get your comments back. So it's the 2nd or 3rd today, 

the 2nd. So if for some reason you need to get some 

comments in, and you're not able to meet that May 17th 

deadline, contact Carrie or I. 

And if you want to make your comments, you can 

make them to either of us, Carrie at the County or --

MS. HYKE: We share. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah, we share. Yeah, if you send 

them to me, she sees them. If you send them to her, I see 

them. Because we both have to be informed in the decision-

making process. 

So that's basically it for me. Did you want to 

say anything in terms of wrapping it up? 

MS. HYKE: Well, as Edy already mentioned, there's 

comment cards on the back table. We want to get your name, 
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and so on, for the scoping report. 

Did you want to talk about the Federal thing? 

MR. ROTTE: It's on the card. 

MS. HYKE: It's on the card. 

MR. ROTTE: It's on the speaker card. 

MS. HYKE: If you don't want to put your address 

down, you don't have to. Basically, that's the upshot of 

it. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah. 

MS. HYKE: We have plenty of time for everybody, 

so we're going to call your name when we get the slips. And 

there's comment forms. If you want to take them away and 

write further, fine. You've got until May 17th, so plenty 

of time. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Does anybody have any -- has 

anybody put in a speaker card or would anybody like to 

formally speak? 

MR. AZOULAI: To ask you questions? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Sure. Come up to the microphone so 

it gets in the official record. 

MR. AZOULAI: Can you be more specific about the 

passage of the line between Baldy Mesa and 395? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yes. 

MR. AZOULAI: Please? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Bear in mind this is our proposed 
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route. 

MR. ROTTE: What David's doing now is he's 

bringing it up on the screen up here, so watch the screen. 

And if he needs to zoom in more, he can do that. I've seen 

him do this, he does it really well. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, jinx it now. 

MR. ROTTE: He might show you where your car's 

illegally parked. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. MARX: Okay, so basically -- basically, you 

can see we come down Baldy Mesa Road, to Bear Valley Road, 

and then up 395. I don't know if there's 

anything --

MR. CAMPBELL: Scoot over. So, basically, we're 

going to follow the existing lines. If your house, if 

there's panels on the street that you live on, the new 

line's going to go there. That's what we propose. Which 

side of street it's on, I don't know. 

There is one place up here, David, where one of 

the lines diverts. It's a little different. 

MR. MARX: Right. There's --

MR. AZOULAI: It's on the north side. 

MR. MARX: Yeah, we don't -- we don't know why, in 

1973, when the line -- basically, the red line is the line 

that was built in 1961. And in 1973, when Kinder Morgan, or 
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then Southern Pacific Pipelines, came through to build the 

existing 14-inch line, they decided that it was better to go 

this way around the block instead of following the line. 

And there's no one left from Southern Pacific Pipeline that 

we can talk to, that we can find, who knows why that was 

done. So it's a little bit of a mystery to us. 

You know, that was the company that operated the 

system, you know, I think it was two ownerships before 

Kinder Morgan actually bought the company. 

So, again, we just don't know why. But as Allan 

said, the panels on Bear Valley Parkway are the -- you know, 

we're likely going to be on the same side. 

Let me talk a little bit about what the detailed 

engineering will consist of. Once the BLM selects their 

preferred route, and they say, yeah, this is the route that 

we think that we could permit, environmentally, and the 

County says the same thing, then part of the detailed 

engineering is to pull all the plans for the utilities, for 

all the cities, to identify where the storm drains are, 

where the fiber optics, power lines, gas lines, water lines, 

sewer lines are, and come up with locating the new line in 

that street, in a location where we'll minimally disrupt the 

utilities, themselves, minimally disrupt individual's 

connections to those utilities, and keep Kinder Morgan's 

lines as close as possible to each other. 
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That's a lot of homework that we have to do before 

we decide whether or not the pipe's going to be in the 

center of the street, on the right side of the street, on 

the left side of the street. 

And we don't want to spend that effort and do that 

work if the BLM and the County say -- as part of the 

environmental process say, no, we really don't want you to 

go down Bear Valley, we would really have you go down Main 

Street. 

So that's kind of why we don't know -- quite know 

the answers to those questions, yet. 

MR. AZOULAI: Okay, thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And also, you can certainly, if you 

have a preference, you know, put that -- provide a comment 

to that effect and say, you know, I live here and I don't 

want to see this in this particular place, and this is why. 

MR. AZOULAI: We're in Nevada. 

MR. ROTTE: Well, we're going there, too. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah, we're going there tomorrow. 

MR. ROTTE: We'll be there tomorrow night. 

MS. SEEHAFER: But, certainly, that would be a 

very legitimate comment. We like it, if at all possible, if 

you can provide your APN number, so that we get the right 

spot. 

MR. ROTTE: The APN number is the assessor parcel 
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number or the lot number that you pay your property tax on. 

And that way it's really easy for us, if you say I don't 

want it right next to my lot there, the current line's 

across the street and I'd like to see the new on there, if 

you give us your APN we know exactly where you're at. 

MR. AZOULAI: I want it next to mine if I have a 

faucet. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. ROTTE: Just make sure you turn it on when 

they're running gas and not diesel, that might not be good 

for your car. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. ROTTE: And to me it looks like WT Copper. It 

looks like two "Ps." 

MS. SEEHAFER: Coffee, Coffer? 

MR. ROTTE: He just handed it to me. You wanted 

to speak? 

MR. MARX: He's the only person who's filled one 

out. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah, maybe they just left. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Got their question answered. 

MR. ROTTE: Okay, so I'll just real briefly, on 

the speaker cards we have a little -- it's like a Public 

Privacy Act notice. 

Because we are a Federal agency and we're subject 
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to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act, if you 

give us your name and address on a comment card, we can't 

guarantee that we can keep it private if somebody requests 

copies of all the comments that were provided. Under the 

Freedom of Information Act we will be required to, in some 

cases, disclose that information. 

So we may not be able to keep that information 

private. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And in all cases, if you represent 

an organization, or an agency, your information is released. 

MR. ROTTE: And if you want our names or office 

address, you can go to the BLM internet site, we're all on 

there. 

MS. SEEHAFER: You can track us down. 

MR. ROTTE: It is the phone number at my desk, you 

don't get one of those --

MS. SEEHAFER: Press one, yeah. 

MR. ROTTE: -- you know, press one things. No, we 

don't have that in our office. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Does anybody else have a comment, a 

question, or --

MR. FAJARDO: I --

MS. SEEHAFER: Come up. 

MR. ROTTE: We ask you to come up because all the 

questions are being recorded, so we have it for the record, 
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so we know. And if you don't mind, if you can state your 

name? 

MR. FAJARDO: Yeah, Victor Fajardo, City of 

Victorville, Engineering. 

Just a quick question, is it possible for us to 

get maps or drawings of a closer area just through our 

sphere of influence right there, especially around the Air 

Force Base or --

MR. MARX: yeah, there's actually a blow-up of 

Victorville and Adelanto on the back wall. If that's an 

adequate level of detail for you, just give me your card and 

write on the back that's what you want. If you want it 

blown up a little bit more, we'd be more than happy to do 

that, as well. 

MR. FAJARDO: Okay. I didn't see your contact 

information over here, maybe I didn't grab the right sheet. 

MR. MARX: I'll give you one of my cards. 

MR. FAJARDO: Okay, that sounds good. Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yes, Mr. Mitsch. 

MR. MITSCH: Thank you. I'm Jim Mitsch, City 

Engineer to be, in Barstow, on the 25th of this month. 

And I just want to reiterate the same request that 

the previous gentleman made, that for my engineering 

department and for everybody in the City I'd like to get as 

many maps as we can. 
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Now, I've talked to you earlier today about 

getting the draft EIR and EIS, but I would like to get as 

many maps as we can. 

And we have a facility there, in Barstow, 

so --

MR. MARX: There's also a blow-up of Barstow on 

the back wall. 

MR. MITSCH: Okay, but I would like to get 

something that I can return to everybody in the City of 

Barstow. 

MR. MARX: Okay. 

MR. MITSCH: Thank you. 

MR. MARX: Okay, and we'll talk after the comment 

period. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Is there anybody else that has some 

comments or questions? 

MR. AZOULAI: I have another question. 

MR. ROTTE: Wait a minute, we have one coming up 

behind you. We'll get you next. 

MS. SWORDS: Annie Swords, and I live over there. 

But I have a question about the schools, there's elementary 

schools there. I mean, what is -- I'm just curious, little 

kids? 

MR. CAMPBELL: The State of California, I think 

have a regulation or a guidance that schools are supposed to 
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be built within 1,500 feet of petroleum pipelines, unless 

there's a risk assessment down. 

So a lot of schools districts have kind of gotten 

to the point where they're no longer siting schools near 

petroleum pipelines. 

What we're trying to do is keep our pipelines 

together. The 8-inch and the 14-inch pipeline are there, 

currently. So, you know, generally we like to keep them as 

much together as possible so that, you know, we're not 

occupying another part of the city and precluding further 

development. 

So we're really not planning to move the pipelines 

away from whatever is there currently. For instance, the 

14-inch line will stay in service, okay. 

So the thought that we have is to put all of the 

pipelines in one location. 

MS. SWORDS: So you're going to put more there, by 

the schools? 

MR. CAMPBELL: We are going to put more there. 

That's what we're proposing. That's a completely valid 

comment and I'm sure it's something we'll address as part of 

our overall evaluation of the project. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Can you mention what school you're 

referring to? 

MS. SWORDS: Baldy Mesa Elementary. 
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MS. SEEHAFER: Okay, thank you. 

MS. SWORDS: Thank you. 

MR. AZOULAI: If you please refer a few words 

about your experience in accidents and repairs of the 

pipeline? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah. 

MR. AZOULAI: Thank you. 

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, pipelines are generally 

considered to be the safest way to move products. They're 

not a hundred percent safe. Kinder Morgan, we have had some 

incidents on our pipeline system, over the past five years 

that I've been working there, and we're serious. I mean, 

we're moving flammable liquids at high pressure, so we take 

the safety aspect of our responsibility as a pipeline 

operator very seriously. 

We have had a couple incidents, some of them have 

been fairly serious. And we've dramatically increased what 

we call our right-of-way defense efforts over the course of 

the last couple of years. 

The majority of incidents on pipelines occur from 

third-party hits. And it's not necessarily somebody hitting 

the pipeline and then breaking it. Sometimes what happens 

is they hit the pipeline and they damage the coating that I 

talked about, when I was talking about the type of coatings 

we use. And then over years it gradually corrodes, and then 
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five years later, something like that, we have a release at 

that point. 

And so we've -- of course, there's one-call 

systems, you know, that require contractors to call before 

they dig, and communicate with pipeline and other utility 

operators. Most contractors, you know, do that. A small 

number don't. I think that there's been a lot of good 

communication and the incidence of third-party hits is down. 

We've increased the amount of line riders we have, 

that inspect our right-of-way on a regular basis. We have a 

line pilot that flies the pipeline about every two weeks and 

reports to us any unusual activities. 

So it's really, you know, us making an effort to 

do public communication, to help the public and contractors 

understand about pipeline safety, about the importance to 

contact us before they dig in the vicinity of our pipeline. 

I've brought a number of pipeline safety 

brochures, that I would encourage all of you to take with. 

And then I'll speak to one more thing, about our 

Integrity Management Program. Over the course of the past 

decade, the Federal government is starting to require 

pipeline operators, like us, to do an evaluation of the 

integrity of pipeline systems on a five-year basis. So 

every five years we're required to run a tool through the 

pipeline, looking for problems. Whether there's dents, 
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where maybe somebody hit it, or a place where there's 

corrosion, where we then would do a repair. Where we'd go 

out and uncover the pipeline, and repair that location. 

So over the course of the past decade there's been 

a lot of increased effort, both in terms of internal 

inspection to make sure that the pipelines are in good 

shape. And also, on our part, in terms of defense of our 

right-of-way. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And some of those have been the 

result of specific incidents in Southern California. And 

so, hopefully, those incidents won't be repeated, again. 

Yeah? 

MR. TATE: Hi, good evening. My name's Carl Tate. 

My family's been residents in the Victor Valley, Lucerne 

Valley area since 1897, so I've probably got as much 

knowledge as a lot of folks have about the area. 

And my biggest concern, I represent two major 

projects that are being built along High 395, and I need to 

compliment the team at the table for the work you've done so 

far. It looks like there will be minimal, if any, impact on 

our commercial developments. One at Bear Valley Road, where 

it comes and makes the bend, the other up at Mojave. 

And I think you've done a good job. 

My concerns were twofold. One, what happens when 

the big one hits in Cajon Pass, and what plans do you have 
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for being able to shut off the flow in, and all the fuel 

that will be draining back down, because that will be one 

horrific incident. Hopefully, it will never happen in our 

lifetimes, but we have to plan for that. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah. 

MR. TATE: The other concern is, and I don't want 

to offend anybody, but the Environmental Impact Reports, and 

protecting the Desert Tortoise and everything. My father 

used to be a registered tortoise breeder in Hesperia, and he 

had 50 or a hundred of them at one time. 

I remember once a former mayor of Victorville came 

and asked him if she could borrow some of his tortoises to 

plant on some land, so a developer couldn't get a permit to 

build houses. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. TATE: But, you know, I think we ought to 

short circuit a lot of that stuff. Your pipeline looks like 

it will have minimal impact on the open desert, whether it 

goes through the Bureau of Land Management, the Forestry or 

anything, it's not that wide, not that deep, and it's going 

to be covered over with dirt. 

It's not like we're building the fence to keep the 

Hispanic, illegal immigrants out of Southern California and 

Arizona. 

But the costs of those types of studies and 
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reports are just horrific. To you guys, as developers, to 

us as developers. 

And I don't know if you saw the local paper here, 

a day or two ago, and you may be aware of it, being with 

BLM, the tortoise relocation project to expand Fort Irwin. 

Now, come on, you've got to admit that's absolutely 

ludicrous to spend $11,000 per tortoise to pick them up from 

one piece of dirt and move them on the others. 

Has anybody thought about getting the Boy Scouts 

to volunteer to come out, put on rubber gloves, capture 

them, put them in a truck, drive them to someplace else and 

offload them, for free? 

MS. SEEHAFER: I'll talk to you about that 

afterwards. And by the way, Mickey will be in on that, 

because he just came to us from Fort Irwin. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. ROTTE: That was his project. 

MR. TATE: Anyhow, thank you for your time. 

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, I'll address the seismic 

question. We will be doing a seismic study to address 

exactly the issue that you're talking about. And that will 

be part of the engineering effort, and I'm sure that that 

will be something -- I would assume that will be something 

that E&E will be asking us to give them information about. 

And we've talked with the County Supervisors, and other 
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City-elected officials, and they regularly bring that up. 

We're aware of the issue, that we need to study on that and 

come up with a good plan. 

MR. PLUMPTON: One chapter of the environmental 

document has to consider public safety. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Is there anything else that anybody 

has? Yeah, come on up. 

MR. SNYDER: My name is Roy Snyder. I'm Chief of 

Operations, Eastern Transmission Stations, for the Los 

Angeles Department of Water and Power. 

Our major concern was just the proximity of the 

proposed pipeline to the existing transmission right-of-ways 

between the Victorville -- actually, the Cajon area, through 

Victorville, and up into Boulder City, Nevada, both the AC 

and the Intermountain Power Project, DC. 

So I would also like to request some more detailed 

map showing proximity along the right-of-way. That's a 

whole lot larger area that just Victorville or --

MR. CAMPBELL: Right. Yeah, you know, we'll need 

to communicate with you about that once we start to get the 

route really -- I'll get your card and give you mine, 

afterwards. 

Our cathodic protection people, they got their 

rules about how far we need to be away from your lines, 

because they don't want the current around your lines to 
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affect their CP. So that's something we'll have to work 

together on. 

MR. SNYDER: Right. And I know you're operating 

two pipelines already and we haven't seen, as far as I know, 

any negative impact. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Right. 

MR. SNYDER: But there is concern. 

MR. CAMPBELL: We need to check it, you're right. 

MR. SNYDER: Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Thank you. Would anybody else like 

to make comments here? Questions? 

Well, thank you all for coming. Remember, May 

17th, don't forget that date. And we'll be here afterwards, 

so if you want to just speak with us individually, feel free 

to do so. Thank you for coming. 

MR. ROTTE: If you want to look at the drawings 

and their alignments, please do that. If you have any 

questions that you want to address to one of us, or one of 

them, or one of the other representatives. 

(Thereupon, the April 2, 2008, Public 

Scoping Meeting of the Bureau of Land 

Management was adjourned at 7:25 p.m.) 

--oOo--
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PROCEEDINGS 

MS. SEEHAFER: Good evening, everybody. My name 

is Edy Seehafer. I'm with the Bureau of Land Management, 

out of the Barstow Field Office, on the other side of the 

stateline, in California. 

The Bureau of Land Management is the lead Federal 

agency for this project, the Calnev Expansion Pipeline 

project, for a new 16-inch pipeline that runs from Colton, 

California, to Las Vegas, Nevada. 

And I really appreciate your all taking time out 

of your busy schedules to be here and provide some input for 

us. 

What I'll be doing here tonight is letting the 

project proponent give you an overview of the project, so 

you can understand in more detail what they are proposing. 

Then the third-party consultant, that BLM has 

hired, will be talking a little bit about the process. 

And we really are here to hear from you, then, so 

we'll turn the mikes over to you. 

Just keep one thing in mind, I would really like 

to hear from you by the 17th of May, of this year, if you 

would like to have input on the project. 

And the reason that's important is because at the 

end of that time we will be putting together a scoping 

report. That scoping report will include all the input we 
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get from you, the input we get from other agencies we've 

been talking to. And based in that scoping report, you'll 

see the issues that we're going to be focusing on in the 

EIS, and the issues that are going to weigh in, in the 

decision-making process for the Bureau of Land Management, 

in terms of identifying a preferred alternative. 

At this time the Bureau doesn't have a preferred 

alternative, we have a proposed action from the applicant. 

Before we release a draft EIS, we will have a 

preferred alternative, and that will be the result of what 

we hear from you and the analysis, based on data collection, 

that's going on right now, whether that's seismic data 

collection, botanical data collection, archeological, 

whatever it is. 

So we'll be taking that information, along with 

your information, and we'll be presenting it to my boss and 

she will be making a determination of what our preferred 

alternative is. 

And then you'll have an opportunity, when the 

draft is released, to comment on our preferred alternative 

and anything you feel that we didn't adequately address, or 

we got it wrong, or things that we need to add to our 

considerations. 

So thank you, again, for being here. My name, 

again, is Edy Seehafer. 
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And the rest of the team is David Plumpton, he's 

the consultant that BLM has hired to assist with the 

analysis of the project, the NEPA analysis. 

And Allan Campbell, with the applicant, Kinder 

Morgan, Calnev. He can explain the difference. 

Rich Rotte, who's the BLM Project Manager that's 

working on actually processing the application. 

And at the end of the table is the agent for 

Kinder Morgan, David Marx, that's helping them move the 

project forward. 

So without further ado, I'll go ahead and turn it 

over to Allen. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Okay. Again, my name's Allan 

Campbell, I'm Kinder Morgan's Permitting Director in the 

Pacific Region. Kinder Morgan's the general partner that 

owns Calnev pipeline. 

The Calnev pipeline system runs from Colton, 

California, goes through the California high desert, 

delivers to a number of locations there, comes up into the 

Las Vegas Airport and delivers up here, as well. 

The system currently consists of an 8-inch 

pipeline and a 14-inch pipeline that have been serving the 

desert and the Southern Nevada area. The 8-inch was put in, 

in the early sixties, the 14-inch was put in, in the early 

seventies. So it's been serving the area, you know, for 45, 
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going on 50 years. 

Periodically, we've been increasing the capacity 

of that system by adding pumps, doing other things that will 

allow us to move product through, more product through the 

system as the desert and Southern Nevada has grown over the 

decades, but we're currently at the position that we can't 

add any more pumps to increase the rate any further, or 

really do anything to increase the rate of that system. 

We're going to be out of capacity to supply fuel for the 

growing area in a couple years. We're projecting 2010. Of 

course, it depends on the rate at which things grow and so 

forth, but that's what we're projecting, that we'll be out 

of capacity in about 2010, 2011. 

So we're proposing a new project, to put a 16-inch 

pipeline in, from Colton to Las Vegas. We'd have a system, 

then, that consisted of a 14-inch and a 16-inch pipeline. 

The 8-inch pipeline would go out of service. We wouldn't 

remove it, it would be idled in place. And that system 

would then be available to provide fuel for the high desert 

of California, Southern Nevada, the Las Vegas area for a 

number of decades to come. 

I want to talk about Kinder Morgan a little bit, 

kind of explain who we are, what we do. We move refined 

petroleum products through pipeline systems throughout the 

Southwestern U.S. 
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Actually, we have refined petroleum and natural 

gas all over North America. But in this area our primary 

business, in California, Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico, in 

this area primarily our business is we move refined 

petroleum products around. 

We're not an oil company, we don't own the fuel 

that's in the pipeline, we're more of a transportation 

company, more kind of analogous to a railroad, except our 

clients, our customers are the oil companies. They give us 

X many thousand barrels of gasoline at a refinery in 

Southern California, and say we need this shipped to Nevada, 

or we need this shipped to Arizona, or we need this jet fuel 

shipped to San Diego. 

So we have a pipeline system that facilitates the 

movement of those refined petroleum products around the 

Southwestern United States. 

As you're probably aware, Southern Nevada doesn't 

have any refineries or, really, any crude oil resources with 

which to make a refinery. So virtually all of your refined 

petroleum products, that you put in your cars, that are put 

in trucks, that go into the jets that fly out of McCarran 

Airport, that go into the jets over at Nellis Air Force 

Base, virtually all of those products come through our 

pipeline system to Southern Nevada. 

And after 40 years, that system's out of capacity, 
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we need to increase the capacity. So that's what this 

project is about. 

What I want to do is turn it over to David to talk 

a little bit about the routing of the pipeline overall and, 

of course, with a little more emphasis of what we're doing 

here, in Southern Nevada, and as we're coming into Las 

Vegas. 

And then I'll talk a little bit more about kind of 

the construction process and so forth. 

David? 

MR. MARX: Again, my name is David Marx, I'm with 

URS Corporation. We're an environmental consulting and 

engineering firm, and Kinder Morgan hired us about two and a 

half years ago to initiate a feasibility study when it 

became apparent that their system would reach capacity in or 

around the 2010, 2011 time frame. 

We evaluated a variety of options to expand fuel 

supply into the high desert in California, and into Nevada, 

into Las Vegas. 

And based on some engineering evaluation, we 

decided that probably the most practical way to do an 

expansion of this system would be to install either a 16-

inch or a 20-inch pipeline between Colton, in the Los 

Angeles area, to Las Vegas. 

At that time we then had a series of meetings with 
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both counties, a number of cities, the BLM, Fish and 

Wildlife Service, all of the federal, state, and local 

agencies that would be affected by the project, to talk with 

them about what our plans were, to get their ideas about how 

we could best route the project through their communities, 

and to understand any issues and concerns that they may 

have. 

The general strategy, because Kinder Morgan flies 

their route and inspects their route on a regular basis, as 

well as have somebody driving their pipeline routes on a 

general basis, the general concept was to install the 16-

inch line, parallel and adjacent to the existing lines in 

the ground whenever possible. 

So to do a quick fly-over of the route, now, and 

the blue line represents the existing 14-inch line. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Do we need to shut a couple of the 

lights off? Can you all see it? Everybody see okay? Can 

we shut the ones here in the front off, is that possible? 

That might help. I never can see the blue line. 

Sorry, David. 

MR. MARX: That's okay. The blue line comes -- as 

you can see, it comes east out of Colton, and the red line 

comes west out of Colton. The red line is the 8-inch line. 

The 16-inch line would effectively replace the 8-inch line. 

So we looked at routing the new line parallel to 
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the 8-inch line. 

We talked to the City Rialto and the City of 

Rialto basically said, you know what, this street, which is 

called Linden Avenue, where your existing line is, is a 

narrow street, it was an older street, it has houses on both 

sides, driveways front the street on both sides. And when 

you do construction here, even though you're existing line 

is already there, when you do construction there it's going 

to really affect access to the people living on this street. 

And they said, you know, we've got a much better 

alternative for you. If you go down Cactus Street, in 

Rialto, it's a wide, two-lane each way, center median, all 

the communities have feeder roads, there are no driveways, 

no residential driveways along this street. And so we said, 

fine, we can make that adjustment. 

The second adjustment that we've made to the 

project is here, at the Rialto Airport. You can see that 

the red line -- sorry, one other thing that I should mention 

is the solid orange lines are potential alternative routes 

that we looked at and have determined that they're feasible. 

If the jurisdiction believes that those routes are better 

for them, we would be willing to consider those routes, 

instead. 

So the Rialto Airport was essentially built on the 

existing 8-inch line, including the runways. And this 
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property right now is in the process of being closed and 

being developed. And the concept is that if the 

redevelopment of this property is done and the runways are 

taken out of commission and removed before we're ready to 

construct in 2010, then we will parallel the existing line, 

we'll come from Cactus to the existing line and parallel it 

up through the airport property. 

If the airport is not shut down and the runways 

decommissioned by that time, then we'll have to go around 

the airport. 

Again, we'll follow the 8-inch line up through 

Rialto, across Cajon Wash, through Cajon Pass, down into the 

City of Adelanto, in California. 

And the delivery points are there's a pump station 

at Cajon, George Air Force Base, now Southern California 

Logistic Airport's a delivery point. There's a lateral to 

Edwards from here. There's field delivery to the BNSF yard 

for diesel, for locomotives on the BNF system near Barstow. 

There's a truck rack in Barstow. A truck rack is 

where the -- it's a terminal that has the large tanks that 

you'll see, where tanker trucks come in and fill up, and 

then go out and distribute gasoline to service stations and 

fleet yards. There's a truck rack in Barstow. 

There's a pump station in Yermo. There's another 

pump station in Baker. And at this location we again 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                10 

deviate from the existing line to stay out of the Mojave 

Preserve that was created, I think, ten years ago now, 

again, after the existing lines were installed. 

The line will continue across stateline, 

paralleling the existing lines. And then as we come into 

Las Vegas, you'll see that the existing lines cross 15 down 

here by -- I think this St. Rose Parkway. And Southern 

Islands was built right on top of the existing lines. 

And so in talking to the Commissioners here, in 

Clark County, as well as in talking to the owners of the 

development, they said, hey, can you find a way to not build 

another line through our development. And it would be very 

difficult construction because the streets in that 

development are pretty narrow, the golf course is built on 

top of the pipeline, so it would be a challenging 

construction project. 

So we decided to continue pretty much up North Las 

Vegas Boulevard and cross 15 here at Cactus Avenue, and then 

rejoin the existing two lines in Valley View, pretty much 

all the way up to what is called the Bracken Station, or 

Bracken Junction, which is a facility on the corner of 

Valley View and Hacienda, it's an existing Kinder Morgan 

facility. 

The project would also include a new lateral, and 

one of the options is shown in the aqua, down the railroad 
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right-of-way, to basically connect the new line to McCarran 

Airport, because delivering jet fuel to McCarran is one of 

the key needs and purposes of the project. 

That pretty much is an overview of the routing. 

At Bracken, the new line will actually be connected to the 

existing 14-inch line, and it would continue using the 

existing lines to the North Las Vegas Terminal, as well as 

to provide fuel to Nellis through a lateral that connects 

the North Las Vegas -- Kinder Morgan's North Las Vegas 

Terminal to Nellis Air Force Base. 

With that, I'll turn it back to Edy. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, actually, I was going to go 

back through to the slides about the features of the 

project. 

MR. MARX: Okay. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Okay, so go back one. I want to 

talk about the products. There you go. 

So the things we move through our pipeline, it's 

not an oil pipeline, it's not crude oil, it's not natural 

gas, these are refined petroleum products. It's gasoline, 

it's diesel fuel, it's jet fuel. 

Okay, delivery points on the system include 

Edwards Air Force Base, in California. It used to be George 

Air Force Base, it's now SCLA, Southern California Logistics 

Airport, in the Victorville area. The BNSF terminal, there 
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in Barstow. 

The Barstow Terminal where, as David talked about, 

we have the truck racks that deliver to gas stations around 

the Mojave Desert. 

The Marine Corp Logistics Base, over in Yermo, 

which is just a little bit east of Barstow. 

McCarran Airport. The Las Vegas Terminal, where 

we have truck tanks and truck racks where the tankers come 

to fill up the gas stations that you all buy your gas at. 

And then there's a lateral, after we go through 

the terminal there, that goes over to the Nellis Air Force 

Base. Okay. 

So the current system does about 156,000 barrels a 

day. We just put some new pumps on it a year or so ago, I 

don't know, what was it, a $25 million project, something 

like that, and that was the last amount we can increase that 

pipeline. So it's capacity is currently about 156,000 

barrels a day, that's what we can do in that, okay. It 

consists of an 8-inch and a 14-inch, currently. 

What we're proposing to do is put a new 16-inch 

in, use the existing 14-inch and a new 16-inch, okay. It 

will be about 233 miles of new 16-inch that we'd put in from 

Southern California up here into Nevada. 

The capacity of the new system would be about 

200,000 barrels a day, initially, with the capability of 
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adding more pumps over the decades as growth continues, you 

know, as the market demands it. 

So it's built to be able to start with a certain 

amount and then be able to be increased as market supply 

demands it. 

The 8-inch pipeline will be idled in place. We'll 

push the product out, we'll run cleaning tools through it to 

kind of squeegee it off the sidewalls of the pipeline and 

send it in to Las Vegas. We'll fill it up with nitrogen, 

we'll leave it under a slight positive pressure in nitrogen, 

and we'll continue to maintain that pipeline as an asset. I 

don't know what it will be used for. In some places, we've 

sold pieces of it that are used for gray water transport. 

Some places it's been used -- abandoned pipelines or idle 

pipelines have been used for fiber optics, you know, to go 

from point A to Point B. 

There's been a lot of development in the bio-fuels 

market, with bio-diesel and ethanol, and I don't know what's 

going to happen. At the end of this project, that 8-inch 

pipeline will be idled in place. 

I want to talk about the terminals a little bit. 

There's a terminal in Colton that's existing, we'll do a 

little bit of modification there. There's a terminal in 

Barstow that's existing, we just put -- I think we're 

modifying the pump there slightly. 
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We're building a new pump station in Baker, 

California. As David pointed out, the existing pump 

station's on the south side of town, it's in the Mojave 

Preserve. We're going to put the new pump station on the 

north side of town, outside of Baker, and route the pipeline 

up there, so we're outside of the Mojave Preserve with the 

new pipeline. The existing 14-inch will still pump, will 

still go through the Mojave Preserve, and will still pump on 

the pump station that's there. The new, 16-inch line will 

go on the other side of town so we won't have to build it 

through the Preserve. 

There's another pump station out at Valley Wells, 

it's the Cima area, the Cima Dome area, there in the Mojave, 

and that will stay. 

And, of course, the Las Vegas terminal, here in 

town, will station. 

That's all I've got. I think the next one is 

going to be David's, but I want to talk a little bit about 

construction first, because I know people are probably 

concerned about how long things are likely to be disrupted. 

You know, I've got some boards back here that you 

probably should take a look at, that give pictures of the 

equipment, and kind of give you a feel for what the 

construction's going to look like. 

The pipeline construction, you usually think about 
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it in two ways. There's the cross-country crews, the city-

build crews. Cross-country crews move pretty fast, half-

mile to two miles a day. It's pretty big equipment, they 

clear about a hundred-foot swathe in the desert, or in 

fairly level -- well, not even if it's level. About a 

hundred-foot swathe in open country. 

They come through, you know, remove the 

vegetation, dig a trench, lay the pipe, weld up the pipe, 

lower it in, cover it up, and then we recontour. 

But it's pretty big, heavy equipment, as you'll 

see in the pictures. 

The city-build crews, they also use heavy 

equipment, it's backhoes, and excavators, and so forth, but 

it's not quite as heavy and as intrusive as it is on the 

cross-country side, simply because you don't have as much 

room to work in the cities. So it's a lot slower, it's sort 

of a trade off, it takes longer to do, but you're kind of 

limited in terms of how much of a road you can use. 

So in the city, when we're building on a road or 

in a close area, what you'll see is first people will come 

through and survey, mark the line. Then we come through, we 

cut the pavement, break it out, dig the trench. Trucks come 

in and drop the pipe off. Then the welding crew comes 

through, they weld up the pipe. There's an x-ray crew 

immediately behind the welding crew that tests every single 
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weld on the pipeline. They've got to run an x-ray of it, 

it's got to be signed off that there's no appreciable flaws 

in the welds. Every one's welded. If they're not right, 

they get ground out and re-welded. 

Then a lowering in crew comes in, with the side 

booms, they pick up the pipe and lower it down into the 

trench. 

Then the backfill crew comes in, back fills, 

compacts the trench, and then we repave it. 

And then at the very end, after everything's 

built, the hydro test crew comes through. What they do is 

for the whole route, in segments they fill the pipeline with 

water, and then they pressure it up to the pressure we're 

going to operate it at, so they can prove it out. Even 

after we've x-rayed everything, they prove out the pipeline 

that it can hold the pressure that we're going to operate 

the system at. Then we push the water out and we go ahead 

and fill it up and operate it in the refined petroleum 

products. 

So that's kind of a two-minute ride through the 

construction process. 

What we're envisioning is that the whole 

permitting process, all the environmental surveys and so 

forth that we need to do will take about two years. That 

we've started our biological surveys, we've had biologists 
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out there this spring looking for the various plants, and 

tortoises, and other kinds of protected species. They're 

continuing those surveys right now. 

We've initiated our NEPA action with the BLM. 

We're talking to elected officials and, you know, building 

staff and so forth in the various communities that we go 

through. We envision that's going to take about two years 

and that we'll start construction in early 2010. 

We're scheduling construction to last about a year 

so the pipeline should -- you'll see construction during the 

year 2010, if everything goes according to plan, and we'll 

have it in service in early 2011, in time to make up what we 

think is going to be the deficit in our capacity to move 

product. So that's kind of the plan. 

I'll turn it over to David and Edy to kind of talk 

about the rest of the NEPA process. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thanks. Once again, my name's Dave 

Plumpton. I work for Ecology and Environment. We're an 

environmental services company that is under contract to the 

United States Bureau of Land Management and San Bernardino 

County, California to prepare the environmental document for 

the project. 

So why we're here is to give you a little overview 

of the project so that we can solicit your feedback about 

that project and the proposed alternatives to the project, 
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what are the key issues in your mind and critical concerns, 

to really help inform the process and inform the ultimate 

decision-makers for this project. So that's the whole 

purpose behind encouraging public participation. 

And there's administrative steps within the 

process that require this public scoping and public 

participation in the review of the draft document, that 

we'll talk about. 

The environmental review that's being conducted 

for this project, again is done pursuant to the National 

Environmental Policy Act, NEPA, for which the U.S. BLM is 

the lead agency. 

And also, although this is less relevant for your 

purposes, also pursuant to the California Environmental 

Quality Act, the State level act, under the direction of San 

Bernardino County. 

Several actions that are proposed as part of this 

project have triggered involvement by these agencies, and 

the main ones are the need for a right-of-way grant for this 

project to cross lands that are administered by the BLM. 

And what may or is seeming may not be a requirement at this 

point, is an amendment to the BLM's California Desert 

Conservation Area Plan. 

For the county, a franchise agreement is going to 

be needed for pipelines across --
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MR. CAMPBELL: That's San Bernardino County, not 

Clark County. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Yes, yes, let's be clear on that. 

San Bernardino County, California, again we'll just skip 

over this real fast. Yeah, they're going to need a 

franchise agreement for pipelines that run across county-

administered lands and, real quickly, a conditional use 

permit. 

The objectives of all of this are to identify 

issues that the environmental analysis needs to focus on to 

satisfy the requirements of NEPA. And, in addition, to 

identify a reasonable range of alternatives to evaluate 

alongside with the proposed project. 

Along with that we will identify and disclose all 

of the probable environmental impacts associated with the 

project as a way to identify ways to avoid those impacts or 

to mitigate for those impacts that are deemed to be 

significant. 

Again, this is all geared towards informing the 

ultimate decision-makers for the project and, to that end, 

encouraging public participation to help inform that whole 

process. 

The joint environmental document is really going 

to proceed along six main phases. The first began with 

circulation of the Notice of Intent and Notice of 
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Preparation for the document. That went out on the date 

indicated and that really started the scoping process. 

Two days ago we started the first public scoping 

meetings in Rialto. Yesterday we were in Victorville. 

Tonight, we'll close out the scoping meetings for the 

project. After the comment period on scoping, we'll start 

the draft environmental document. 

And the graphic in the back really provides good 

detail about the contents of the draft environmental 

document. It's a description of the project, a description 

of the environmental setting, the likely environmental 

consequences if the project were to be taken, impacts 

associated with the project and the alternatives, and 

mitigation measures, among other required sections. But 

that's a brief overview of the environmental document. 

Following the completion of the draft, a public 

review period opens and the same circulation as was used for 

noticing the public scoping meetings will be used to 

distribute the draft document for public comment. It will 

go to affected landowners, interested stakeholders, state, 

local and federal government agencies. 

And this is, again, to get comment on the draft 

environmental document. This has a required interval that 

will be observed, following which the final environmental 

review will take place. 
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This incorporates the -- and I should mention that 

it's during the completion of the draft phase that the BLM 

will identify their preferred alternative for the project. 

Following the receipt of comments and closure of 

the public comment period, the final will be prepared, and 

that will include all the comments and the response to those 

comments on the draft. 

And, hopefully, at that point, we'll have a 

document that satisfies the federal agencies, the state 

agency, and the BLM will then publish the record of decision 

and the State of California can do likewise. 

Again, this graphic shows the main steps at which 

public participation occurs. The red squares, all the way 

on the left, indicate where scoping for the project -- and, 

again, scoping is to just get our hands around a really 

tentative description of the project. Again, it's as 

proposed, this is not the final version of the project, so 

that we can give that to you, give you a basic understand of 

what's proposed and get your feedback on it, what you think 

the key issues might be, local concerns, inform the analysis 

of alternatives. 

This preceded by a mailing to affected landowners 

and interested stakeholders, as I mentioned, notices 

distributed to the state clearinghouses in both California 

and Nevada, publication in the Federal Register and, again, 
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three public meetings. 

The draft EIR/EIS, again, there's a graphic in the 

back that describes the contents, it might be a little bit 

more readable, on the back wall. 

At the completion of the draft, again another 

public comment period. That second red column there, that 

David's highlighting. And it will be noticed similarly, 

again publication in the newspapers, a distribution to 

everyone on the mailing list for the document so that draft 

can be reviewed. 

And following, an analysis -- a re-analysis in the 

final, including the comments and responses to those 

comments, we'll have a final version for the state and 

the -- the joint environmental document. 

Do you want to talk beyond the process? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Well, basically, just to reiterate 

what I said, before we start to hear from you, what we get 

from you is what we use to inform the range of alternatives 

and the focus of our analysis. So from the BLM's 

perspective, your input at this point is really important. 

We will continue to take comment until we release 

the draft EIS, but when the scoping period closes we're 

going to begin to start consolidating the information from 

our data collection, consolidating the information from the 

scoping period, and starting the analysis. And so if we 
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have as much feedback as possible prior to the end of the 

scoping period, that can be integrated into the analysis 

before we begin actually looking at impacts. 

So the extent to which you can get us feedback by 

May 17th, we'd really appreciate it. And you can ensure 

that we will take it into consideration during the 

analytical process. 

Our preferred alternative. We're looking at 

publishing the draft EIS this fall, so we'll be coming up 

with a preferred alternative before we publish. 

You will be getting that, if you're on the mailing 

list. 

And then after we get your feedback from the draft 

EIS, we will be coming out with a final EIS that indicates 

our responses to any comments, both from public citizens, 

from agencies, from tribes, and we will be making a 

determination of what we think the proposed action is. 

After the final EIS is released, there will be a 

30-day appeal period and then we'll have a decision. 

The reason we thought there was going to be a plan 

amendment is because we thought they would have to do quite 

a bit further deviation to get out of the Mojave Preserve 

and now it looks like they may not have to go as far north 

as they intended. 

And we actually do have a utility corridor, which 
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they are following for the entire length, on public lands. 

And this was identified in our Resource Management Plan. 

So what we're hoping is, to the extent feasible, 

we stay within those utility corridors that have already 

been identified in our Resource Management Plan, and if 

that's the case, if we can do so, we will do so, as long as 

there's not any new issues that come forward that would 

cause us to need to move it outside the existing utility 

corridor. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thank you. So with that, we'll 

open it up to your comments on what you've heard so far. If 

you have not, already, and want to provide comment, please 

fill out a speaker card. 

We need to retain what's referred to as an 

administrative record for the project. And the 

administrative record, again the comments that are received 

on the project, whether they're verbal, tonight, we have a 

stenographer who will retain transcripts of every comment, 

and a little question and answer, if it comes to that. 

You can mail in comments, you can fax them in to 

BLM. You can e-mail them. There's lots of different ways. 

So if you want to make comment on the project, but not speak 

tonight, there's also comment cards that can be filled out. 

But it's important that we are able to identify 

who made those comments for the purpose of maintaining a 
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complete administrative record for the project. 

MS. SEEHAFER: I don't have any cards up here, so 

has anybody filled out a speaker card? Does anybody have 

any questions that they'd like to ask for the project? 

Yeah, can you --

MR. PLUMPTON: And if we could --

MS. SEEHAFER: Just give your name, so at least 

he'll have your name for the record. 

MR. ROTTE: Yeah, we need you to use a microphone 

so that he can record the comments. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Or questions. 

MS. QUILLIN: Okay. Elizabeth Quillin, Q-u-i-l-l-

i-n. 

MR. ROTTE: The mike's not working. Is this one 

good? 

MS. QUILLIN: Elizabeth Quillin, Q-u-i-l-l-i-n. 

The e-mail that I received has a general map and I see that 

you have a website on these materials. Does the map show, 

with some specificity, the jurisdictional boundaries of all 

the different jurisdictions? I mean, this kind of generally 

shows it going through Clark County, but it doesn't indicate 

North Las Vegas, Henderson, the unincorporated counties. 

MS. SEEHAFER: The map we have, that came with the 

notice, does not. That's just like an overview map. 

However, if we know what specific area you're 
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looking for, we can provide that to you. Is there a 

specific area you're looking for? 

MS. QUILLIN: The St. Rose area, where you're 

crossing St. Rose kind of parallel to Las Vegas Boulevard, 

because there is a large casino development that's going to 

be planned there, on that intersection. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, why don't you zoom in on 

that, David? He can zoom in on that and take a look. I've 

seen a number of the signs out there and kind of wondered 

about that, as well. So it's good you're here. 

MR. MARX: Yeah, the layers -- the colors that I 

turned on are layers of city boundaries or community 

boundaries that we basically pulled down from the web, so I 

don't know how accurate they are. I know that often cities 

do annexations. I just don't know the dates of these files. 

Our GIS people would know that. 

But, I mean, you can see Henderson, North Las 

Vegas -- or the City of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, 

unincorporated area of the county. And I forget what this 

community is called. 

MS. QUILLIN: Southern Highlands. 

MR. MARX: Is that actually a city or is that just 

a community? 

MS. QUILLIN: Yeah, it's unincorporated. 

MR. MARX: So the specific area, let me shade back 
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some of the colors here. The specific area you're referring 

to is -- I saw the casino under construction, and Las Vegas 

Boulevard is closed except for one lane, it must be a 

wonderful traffic situation, is right in here? 

MS. QUILLIN: Yes. 

MR. MARX: Yeah. And, again, the project right 

now proposes to use North Las Vegas Boulevard, instead of 

diverting up through Southern Highlands this way. It would 

be construction in the street, it wouldn't be on private 

property, so that it would be in the public right of way. 

MS. QUILLIN: Thank you. 

MR. MARX: And it would require probably much less 

traffic restrictions than what's there right now. In fact, 

we were out here, you know, encountered that at the same 

time, three weeks ago when that fatality happened on 

Interstate 15, and it took us like just an hour and a half 

to just get through there. So we can appreciate the traffic 

issues. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Are there other comments, 

questions? Anybody else that would like to say something? 

Yes, sir? 

MR. GERWITZ: I've got a question regarding --

MS. SEEHAFER: Could you give your name for the 

record? 

MR. GERWITZ: My name is Douglas Gerwitz, I'm a 
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resident. We know that this pipeline, or I believe that 

this pipeline has had leaks or ruptures in the past. From 

the very selfish point of citizens of Nevada, what is the 

operator's plan or vision, should there be a rupture at some 

point in the future, to remediate problems, both if there's 

a fuel spill, but also to get the line back on track? 

MR. CAMPBELL: I understand. Well, of course, one 

of the main things you can look at is we're putting in a new 

pipeline, so it's new steel, new coating materials. The 

existing pipelines were put in, in the early sixties, early 

seventies. So that's a good thing. 

The other thing is the system has more capacity, 

so if we were to have a problem -- and a lot of times what 

happens is -- I mean, there have been a couple of incidents 

where the pipeline has ruptured, somebody's hit it or 

something like that. 

We do have times where sometimes we have to shut 

the pipeline down for other reasons. For instance, not too 

long ago there was a train derailment, and a tank car full 

of acid spilled on our pipeline out near Imperial, the one 

that goes to Phoenix, so it was shut down for three or four 

days. 

The nice thing about this system is we've got two 

reasonably good-sized pipelines, a 16-inch and a 14-inch, 

both can provide substantial capacity, not for a long period 
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of time. So our objective in that situation is to get the 

pipeline up and running again, as quickly as possible. 

It's a good thing that there's two pipelines so 

that, no matter what, we can have -- if we have a problem 

with one of them, we can have fuel delivered through the 

other one to provide -- to make sure that there's some 

delivery. 

Typically, we don't have the pipeline shut down 

for long periods of time, however. Our crews get out there 

pretty quick and deal with things. 

I think in the case with the rail incident, I just 

talked about, it was about a three-day period. 

I'm not sure what the capacity is in terms of 

what's stored at our Las Vegas Terminal, in terms of Vegas's 

use. But, you know, we've had a pretty good track record of 

getting the pipeline back up and running. 

So I guess the take away is more capacity is a 

good thing, two pipelines are a good things, new steel, new 

coatings makes the pipeline system that much more robust and 

reliable. 

MR. MARX: And I guess to maybe answer the other 

part of your question, the Kinder Morgan does have an oil 

spill response and prevention plan, as most major oil 

companies do. It's an extensive plan that they basically 

have contractors identified, equipment identified in various 
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locations throughout their system, so that if there is a 

release and they need a contractor out there to do an 

excavation, do a repair, do a clean up, that they're not 

phoning around trying to find those people, those people 

are --

MR. CAMPBELL: On call. 

MR. MARX: -- on an on-call state. Again, most 

pipeline companies operate that way. 

They also inspect their lines regularly. One of 

the most common reasons for pipeline failures is a third 

party doing an excavation that damages the pipeline. In 

some cases, if the equipment damages the pipeline and the 

release happens right away, you know, the computer systems 

that monitor the delivery of fluids in the pipeline, will 

immediately sense the drop of pressure in the pipeline, and 

they'll start an organized process to shut the pipeline 

down, you know, when they see that kind of critical pressure 

loss. 

The other things that -- you know, the more 

insidious thing that can happen is a backhoe operator or 

someone digging in their yard, or a construction crew 

working on a street project will hit the pipeline, look down 

in the trench, know they hit the pipeline, but say, okay, 

nothing's leaked, so we'll cover it back up, not aware of 

the fact that what they've done is they've damaged the 
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external coating that prevents the pipeline from rusting or 

from corroding, and then months, or years later, you know, 

the pipeline could fail at that location. 

Kinder Morgan does an internal inspection, they 

run an internal inspection tool through their pipeline every 

five years, and that internal inspection tool uses some 

fairly sophisticated electronics to look at pipe thickness, 

and to identify what are referred as anomalies, which are 

areas where it appears that the pipe wall may be corroding. 

And if they discover an anomaly, then they'll send 

a crew out, actually do an excavation, and then physically 

inspect the pipe. 

These are all things that didn't happen 10, 15 

years ago. It's all part of the state-of-the-art pipeline 

inspection and maintenance program. 

MR. GERWITZ: Regarding this, in reference to this 

inadvertent damage that might be done by a third party, are 

there local agreements in place that compel tradesmen, who 

do work near the pipeline, to notify Kinder Morgan or the 

local jurisdiction that they are operating near that 

pipeline, so that there can be some opportunity for visual 

examination before it's covered up again? 

MR. MARX: Yeah, there is a system called One 

Call, which is if you do any excavation -- if anybody does 

any excavation, and it's nationwide, it's a phone number 
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that you call and it coordinates all excavations with all 

the underlying utility owners. 

So that if anybody has an excavation job, and it's 

not only for Kinder Morgan's pipelines, it's for water 

lines, sewer lines, electrical lines, fiber optics, pretty 

much is a way that most credible contractors will call, 

identify the contacts that they need to make for what 

utilities are in the area that they're going to excavate, 

and contact those utilities. 

And most contractors, in addition to that, will 

actually use the utility locator. You know, basically a 

device that detects metal buried in the ground, primarily, 

to pretty much understand what's in the ground before they 

start excavating. 

You know, they do excavation and they do damage, 

they're on the hook for that damage, so they're doing that 

to protect themselves, as well as to make sure that they're 

doing the right thing. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, and our protocol is -- and we 

get thousands of One Calls, or Dig Alerts, or Blue Stakes, 

depending upon which state you're in. Our protocol is if 

somebody's digging -- we go out and mark the pipeline and 

look at where the person's digging. If they're going to be 

digging within 25 feet of our pipeline, we put one of our 

inspectors on site when they're doing the work. 
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MR. PLUMPTON: It's probably also worth 

mentioning -- you know, this is all the mechanical stuff 

that gets done, but it's also probably worth mentioning, in 

terms of the kinds of incidents you're talking about, that 

the environmental document will have within it a really 

detailed risk assessment, and there's a chapter in the EIS 

on public safety. 

MR. KEZAR: Dan Kezar. Are these maps here 

available on the websites given? 

MS. SEEHAFER: No, they aren't, not at this time. 

What are you looking for? 

MR. KEZAR: I work for Clark County and I'm not 

sure who -- I know you said you'd dealt with some people who 

routed around Southern Highlands, but if people wanted to 

take a closer look here, at these maps, these details of 

eight and nine, versus the large scale one, I wonder if 

they're available? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Just why don't you come up and give 

your name to Allan, and he'll make sure you get those maps. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, I think we've met with Clark 

County. We may not have -- I don't think we've met with 

you, specifically, but I think we've given some maps and 

we're, obviously, going to be applying for some permits from 

the County. But give me your card, I'll give you my card, 

we'll get you some information. 
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MR. KEZAR: Okay, thank you. 

MR. SPENCER: Keith Spencer. Where your line is 

anticipated to be within the, I guess, the parallel 

alignment, do you expect the new line to fit within the 

existing easements, or are you anticipating having to expand 

those? 

MR. MARX: We don't expect the new lines to fit 

within the existing easements. We may need an additional 

ten feet, you know, depending on -- let me maybe take a step 

back. 

We do know that there is -- we've done preliminary 

substructure work in the City of Las Vegas, as well as in 

the City of Rialto, to identify whether or not there's room 

in the street at all. Because some streets have a storm 

drain, a sewer line, a water line, a natural gas line, fiber 

optics, underground electrical. And when you try to find a 

place to put in a two-foot trench, you're just too close to 

the other utilities and you just can't put it there. 

We already know that -- we know the level of 

congestion in Valley View is, for the most part, open enough 

that we're fairly comfortable that we can put the new line 

in, in that public right-of-way somewhere. We won't know 

exactly where until we actually do a detailed substructure 

research, get all the as-builts from all the utilities, 

figure out exactly where their lines are and whether or not 
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we're going to be on the right side of the street, the 

center of the street, or the left side of the street. We 

just don't know the answer to that question, yet. 

MS. ACCARDI: Will you let people know? Because 

we're on the side of the street that you might want to go on 

in Valley View. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Wait, say your name and repeat the 

question for the record? 

MS. ACCARDI: My name is Shelly Accardi, and we 

have property on Valley View, and we know what's on the 

other side. We don't want anything on our side. And I'd 

like to know how I'll be informed about that. 

And what is the possibility of me seeing --

MS. SEEHAFER: Well --

MR. CAMPBELL: Go ahead. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Well, as far as whether it's going 

to be on the right or left side, that hasn't been 

determined, yet. 

In terms of if it's on your property and there's 

no existing easement, I don't have any authority over that. 

I'm with the BLM, I only have authority to make 

recommendations to my field manager on public lands. 

The Kinder Morgan would be working with Clark 

County on that, and the private landowners. So in terms of 

where it's going on --
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MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, that's going to depend more 

upon the alignment with the subsurface. 

MS. ACCARDI: And you'll let us know when 

it --

MR. ACCARDI: I'm her husband, so the same name, 

Accardi. What we're talking about is --

MR. ROTTE: Excuse me. Yeah, we want to make sure 

we get your recorded. 

MR. ACCARDI: Jack Accardi. And the land where 

your pipes are at now, right now on Valley View, the two 

pipes are on the east side of Valley View, and there's 

property there that goes from Silverado Ranch, probably all 

the way down to Blue Diamond, where the pipeline is in, now. 

And there's about 41 acres there that belongs to the BLM, on 

the east side of Valley View, where the pipes are now. So 

there would be no problem for the pipeline to go on the east 

side of Valley View, where it's at now, because you can go 

10 feet in, 20 feet in, because it's all BLM land. 

MR. CAMPBELL: What was the other street, 

Silverado and --

MR. ACCARDI: Silverado Ranch. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Silverado Ranch. 

MR. ACCARDI: It goes all the way to Gary, where 

my property is at. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Gary? 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 
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MR. ACCARDI: Yeah, to Gary. And further down, 

the pipeline goes further down there. 

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, we haven't finalized our 

alignment, but it's certainly something we can look at. 

MR. ACCARDI: Yeah, well, we know that there's a 

lot of BLM land there, and it should be very simple to go 

around property there, that there's a home there right now 

on Gary and Valley View, that I'm sure he's not going to 

want the pipeline there, either. 

MS. SEEHAFER: So you're talking about stay on the 

east side, rather than the west side, of Silver --

MR. ACCARDI: Yes, yes, exactly. On Valley View. 

MS. SEEHAFER: On Valley View. 

MR. ACCARDI: On the east side, coming from 

Silverado Ranch, which they just made that street wide. It 

used to be called Gomer, they changed it. And it's going to 

go -- Valley View is going to be a six-lane highway over 

there. 

MR. CAMPBELL: So probably it's going to be wider, 

and even that area over there will be part of the street in 

the future, anyway. 

MR. ACCARDI: Wider. But they just put a brand-

new water line in the center of the street over there now, 

so --

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, some of these routing 
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issues are a great question, and things we'll work out with 

the county. 

MR. ACCARDI: Well, this might help you. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, yeah, that's great. 

MR. ACCARDI: Just knowing that that land there, 

you do have BLM land there, where the pipeline is at, where 

you could just move it right over. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, we'll certainly take a look 

at that, and I'm sure we'll be talking with the County and 

getting their input about the way we route through that 

area. So appreciate it. 

MR. SHIH: Cheng Shih, with the City of Las Vegas. 

I just want to clarify, and so far, off of the map I saw 

everything's occurring within the county as far as new 

pipeline. I think that there's some comment about talking 

to City of Las Vegas to identify what's on the right-of-way. 

My understanding is nothing will happen on the City of Las 

Vegas jurisdiction boundary. Am I correct? 

MR. CAMPBELL: And that's our understand as well, 

that's correct. 

MR. SHIH: Okay, I just wanted to clarify that. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. MARX: Yeah, again, I'll turn that back on 

just so you can see it. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Unless you guys annex a lot of land 
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in the near future. That should be it. It looks like 

Google is not cooperating. 

MR. MARX: Yeah, our read on it is that we're not 

going to be in Las Vegas. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Well, they have existing pipeline 

in Las Vegas, but they're not planning on putting any new 

pipeline in Las Vegas. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Correct. Don't worry about it, 

David. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah, other questions or comments? 

MR. ACCARDI: We just wanted to know will we be 

notified if it's going on the east side or west side of 

Valley View? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yes, be sure you put your name and 

your address down. 

MS. ACCARDI: On this? 

MS. SEEHAFER: You can do it on that. And just 

indicate that you want to be on the mailing list and you 

will be notified. 

MS. ACCARDI: Thank you very much. 

MR. ROTTE: You may receive more information than 

you want, but it's important that you get at least enough, 

okay. 

MS. ACCARDI: No, we want it. Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Would anybody else like to say 
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anything? 

MR. GERWITZ: Douglas Gerwitz, again. Is there 

any intent during the scoping process, when you're working 

with the various state and municipal agencies, to consult 

them about what you're intending to do, so that they can 

have an understanding of the effect that this project will 

have, so that they can coordinate any underground work that 

they may choose to co-op at the same time? 

We will all agree that it's insanity to pave a 

road and then six months later void the warranty because of 

the no-cut clause? Is there any effort intended to be --

you know, put forward to let these surrounding 

municipalities know that this is going to go down, paving's 

going to be done, and now that we've got it open we'll let, 

quick, get in what we want to get in there in, to save 

everybody money? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Absolutely. And we're having those 

discussions with the municipalities, with the State. 

There's actually a -- and to the extent that that's 

possible, and we're aware of projects, you know, we're open 

to that. We have to be a little careful because we don't 

have authority to do the project, yet, so it's a question of 

if there's another project going on and we're relocating 

pipeline, or they're relocating utilities, maybe it makes 

sense to put a couple thousand feet of 16-inch pipe at that 
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location at the same time. I've had that happen in the 

past. We are talking to municipalities, though. 

MR. MARX: And that was one of the key discussions 

that we had during the feasibility study is that we actually 

met with public works officials from all the jurisdictions 

to identify whether or not there were major storm drain 

projects, or road projects that would either have them 

desire us to be in a street at a particular time, knowing 

our construction schedule was going to be 2010, or desire 

that we're not in that street because they're planning to 

repave it in 2009 and didn't want us to come back in. 

And so we have been coordinating with all the 

public works agencies. They know our schedule. And that's 

not going to say that they're not going to have a project 

that they're going to accelerate or for whatever reason do, 

but it's a key objective of ours to try to be as good of a 

neighbor as we can during construction. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And we've already gotten -- or 

they've already gotten, actually, specific feedback from 

Colton because of that. And certainly, the BLM or the 

Kinder Morgan are open to those comments in the future. Not 

just now. But the sooner, the better. 

And if you know something that hasn't been brought 

to us, feel free to provide that information to us so we can 

follow up with it. 
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You know, it may be that some things come up and, 

for some reason, nobody raises their hand from a city or 

state agency because it maybe ended up on the wrong person's 

desk. 

So, certainly, we're open to anybody providing 

that feedback to us and then we'll follow up to see, to make 

sure we are coordinating. 

Anybody else like to talk, or say hello? 

MR. ACCARDI: Is the gas going to be cheaper with 

this pipeline? 

(Laughter.) 

MR. MARX: It will be more expensive without. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, that's more the way to put 

it, it will be more expensive without. The cost for 

transportation the fuel is a very, very small amount of what 

we pay for gasoline. 

MR. ACCARDI: We need a refinery here. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, the problem is you don't have 

any crude oil here. So you'd have to bring the crude oil 

through a pipeline. 

(Laughter.) 

MS. SEEHAFER: Bringing it through a pipeline is 

significantly by -- I don't know, by a lot cheaper than 

bringing it here by truck. 

MR. PLUMPTON: And safer. 
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MS. SEEHAFER: Yes, and much safer besides. So, 

you know, there are still issues with safety, as there are 

any time you have something that's flammable and, you know, 

has other health, potential health issues, as well as 

explosive and whatever. 

But, certainly, pipelines have been shown, so far, 

to be the safest mode of transportation that we have 

available to us, until we learn how to bottle them and send 

them via, you know, laser or something. 

But I really do appreciate you all coming here. I 

appreciate the Parkdale Community Center for hosting us, 

this has been really great. 

And, certainly, if you're interested in this 

project, please stay in touch. My e-mail is on these 

sheets, eseehav@blm.gov. You can e-mail me any time. My 

phone number's there. 

And one of my jobs is to be responsive to you and 

I take it seriously. So thank you very much. 

MR. ROTTE: You can e-mail us, you can write us a 

letter. Phone calls are okay, but we would misquote you, so 

please send us anything in writing. 

And the only thing I wanted to say is to kind of 

address what you said, in all cases, from what I've seen on 

other proposals, they want to put the new line where the old 

lines are. It's, I guess, better, faster, and cheaper. 
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Unless they run into something, the airport in Colton, you 

know, that would cause them to move out of the current 

alignment. But in all cases their preference has been to 

put the new lines where the old lines are. 

And, you know, from our stand point, from the BLM 

on the public land, which is mostly undeveloped land, that 

makes sense to us because any land or ground disturbance 

they're creating is land that's been previously disturbed. 

So if there's any kind of a species, or issues, resource 

issues, archeological, it's previously disturbed land. So 

that's our preference, also. 

So generally, the only time they've moved out of 

the current alignment is because of something else that's 

come up. And it could be from one of the federal agencies. 

Mojave National Preserve was designated in part of its 

wilderness area, so there is no construction in wilderness, 

so that's one of the reasons they're going around the 

preserve. 

So any time where you see the lines are not 

together, it's because of an agency's asked them to move, 

usually. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Or engineering. It could be an 

engineering issue. 

MR. ROTTE: Yeah. And then when they get towards 

what Dave was saying, the detailed engineering, is when they 
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start coming up with, you know, it may look good on paper to 

put them in the same place, but then there's a sewer line 

there and some other line. So we'll keep you informed. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And, also, and areas are developing 

now, that weren't developed in the early sixties or the mid-

seventies, when these first two lines went in. 

But, certainly, that's why, you know, we try to 

notice you and let you know, and get some feedback from you 

on where we may need to modify that alignment. 

So thank you, again, for coming. 

MR. ROTTE: And we're all going to be here. So if 

you have questions, you want to look at the charts, or you 

have questions about the charts, how construction's 

done -- I do permit processing, but for the technical stuff, 

Dave's with the engineering and helped engineered some of 

the preliminary stuff that's been done. And then Allan's 

with Kinder Morgan, and specific details of the pipeline, 

the pipeline's operations. The people are here that you can 

ask those questions of. And we encourage it. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Thank you. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Thank you. 

(Thereupon, the April 3, 2008, Public 

Scoping Meeting of the Bureau of Land 

Management was adjourned at 7:30 p.m.) 

--oOo--
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PROCEEDINGS 

MS. SEEHAFER: Good evening, my name is Edy 

Seehafer, I'm with the Bureau of Land Management, in 

Barstow. Welcome to the Calnev Public Scoping Meeting. 

We would really like to thank you for coming and 

thank the Rialto High School for hosting us here. 

BLM Barstow Field Office is the lead for the 

environmental documentation on the Federal side. That's in 

compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act. 

This is an environmental impact statement. And 

we're at the beginning of the process here, we're looking 

for you comments. We'd like you to get them in by May 17th, 

it's up there. 

So, again, I'd like to welcome you and let the 

other folks up here introduce themselves. 

MS. HYKE: Thanks, Edy. I'm Carrie Hyke, with the 

County of San Bernardino. I'm a principal planner with the 

Land Use Services Department. 

Along with the BLM, we're performing a joint 

environmental review of the project. And so we have a 

different environmental law that we follow, that's the State 

-- the California Environmental Quality Act. You might have 

heard it abbreviated as CEQA. So we're the lead agency for 

that. 

Again, this is just a meeting for us to give you 
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an overview of the project and then there will be 

opportunity for questions and comments, as well. 

I'm going to pass it to David, to introduce 

himself. 

MR. MARX: Thank you. I'm David Marx, with URS 

Corporation. Kinder Morgan has hired URS Corporation to do 

the environmental permitting and design for the new pipeline 

project, and I'm the project manager. 

MR. ROTTE: I'm Rich Rotte, I'm the project lead 

for the BLM. The project goes through the Barstow Field 

Office, the Neal Field Office in California, and the Las 

Vegas Field Office, in Nevada. 

And as the project lead, I just coordinate all the 

activities through the process, to the point of decision, 

and then whether or not we issue the right of way or the 

lease for the pipeline. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Good evening, I'm Allan Campbell, 

with Kinder Morgan Energy Partners, we're the owner of the 

Calnev Pipeline system. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thank you. Good evening, my name's 

Dave Plumpton, I'm a project manager for Ecology and 

Environment. We're the third party preparers, under 

contract to the Bureau of Land Management, and San 

Bernardino County, to prepare the joint environmental 

document for the project. 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



           

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

           

 

 

           

           

 

           

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                 3 

MS. SEEHAFER: Okay, just to get started and let 

you know, briefly, what we're going to be doing, is we're 

going to be giving you a project overview of this pipeline, 

and let you know where it's going, and that project overview 

is going to be conducted by David Marx, from URS, here on 

the end. And then after that we'll be talking about the 

process to evaluate their proposal, and then opening it up 

to you for your comments and questions, as Carrie mentioned. 

So I'm going to go ahead and turn it over to 

David, so he can give you a project overview. 

MR. MARX: Okay. Allan, did you want to do some 

preliminary stuff first, or do you want me just to go into 

the routing, first. 

MR. CAMPBELL: No, I'll do that. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Excuse us, we need more than one 

mike. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Again, my name is Allan Campbell, 

I'm with Kinder Morgan Energy Partners. So we own and 

operate the Calnev Pipeline System. 

Let me tell you a little bit about Kinder Morgan. 

We're an interstate pipeline company, we operate pipelines 

that transport refined petroleum products all over the 

Western United States. We have about 3,200 miles of 

pipelines in the Western States, in California, Nevada, 

Arizona, New Mexico, Texas, Oregon, Washington. 
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We also operate natural gas pipelines, more in the 

center part of the country and over on the East Coast. 

So the Calnev Pipeline System was built originally 

in the early sixties, it was expanded in the seventies. 

With the growth in Southern California in the desert area, 

and in the Las Vegas area, pretty much the pipeline system's 

out of capacity. And with the ongoing growth, we need a 

bigger pipeline to deliver refined petroleum products to 

those markets. 

I should say, you know, particularly when I got 

gas today and paid $4 at my gas station, that we're not an 

oil company. Not that they're -- you know, we depend upon 

oil companies to deliver gas and refined petroleum. But 

that's not our business, we're a transportation company. 

What we do has very little to do with what we're 

all paying for gas at service stations. Our system is a 

transportation system that moves refined petroleum products 

from refineries to markets, like up here in the Inland 

Empire, up in the high desert, over in Las Vegas, where 

there aren't any refineries. So this is a transportation 

system to move those products around as efficiently and as 

safely as possible. 

So that's pretty much who we are, what we do. 

Real quick I'll just mention that the pipeline system 

delivers products to a number of important places and 
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communities around Southern California, up in the desert, 

and over in Nevada. 

The pipeline system, here, originates at the 

terminals down there off Riverside Avenue, you know, where 

the tanks are down there off Riverside, those are ours. 

We're a member of the Rialto community, you know, we do 

business here in Rialto. 

The pipeline system then goes up over Cajon Pass, 

it delivers to formerly George Air Force Base, now the SCLA, 

Southern California Logistics Airport. 

It delivers to Edwards Air Force Base. It goes to 

Barstow and delivers to the railyards up in Barstow. It 

delivers to a terminal in Barstow that provides gasoline and 

diesel fuel to the communities, the gas stations up there, 

in the high desert. 

It goes on, then, and delivers to the Marine Corp 

Logistics Base, in Yermo. 

It goes on into Southern Nevada and delivers jet 

fuel to McCarran International Airport, and then it goes to 

our terminal in Las Vegas to provide fuel to the Las Vegas 

communities, and then there's another pipeline that extends 

on over into Nellis Air Force Base. 

So it's an important regional infrastructure that 

services all of the high desert of California and into 

Southern Nevada. 
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Pretty much, as I said, the pipeline system is 

projected to be out of capacity within a couple years, and 

we need to provide for additional transportation potential 

through our system, as those areas continue having a need 

for refined petroleum products. 

So that's kind of what the project is about, in a 

nutshell. I'm going to let David talk a little about it in 

more detail, and show you what we're thinking about in terms 

of the routing. 

Again, this is very preliminary. We're here to 

take input from all of you, as we do our design and make 

decisions about the project. 

So I'll turn it over to David. 

MR. MARX: Thank you, Allan. 

In any liquid pipeline system, the strategy for 

accommodating future growth is to put in a larger size pipe 

that you need the day that it's constructed in the ground, 

and then continue to add pumping capacity, new pumps, 

additional pumps, larger pumps to the system, until the 

pipe, itself, reaches capacity, and at that point a new 

pipeline is necessary. 

As Allan indicated, the first line, an 8-inch line 

went in, in 1960. That line had capacity until 1973, when 

the 14-inch line went in. The combined 8-inch/14-inch 

pipeline system will reach capacity somewhere between 2011 
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and 2012, based on current demand rates for fuel in the high 

desert in California and in Las Vegas. 

As you can see by the slide, the existing system 

has 156,000 barrels per day capacity. It will increase to 

200,000 barrels per day. 

The 8-inch line, as part of this project, will be 

idled. It will be cleaned by running a device called a 

cleaning pig, which is essentially a scrubber through the 

pipe. All the liquid will be pumped out of it and it will 

be filled with nitrogen and sealed. 

The project will include a new, 16-inch pipeline, 

and modifications to the terminals listed up on the slide. 

I'd like to briefly go through the pipeline route. 

There's maps of the entire route, there's a set of nine 

aerial photos on the wall, in the back, and there's a street 

map of the regional, local area, also on the wall in the 

back, if you want to look at more detail about any specific 

location. 

But as Allan indicated, the line starts in Colton. 

On the screen you'll see the blue line, which is the 

existing 14-inch line. There's a red line, which is the 

existing 8-inch line. The green line is the proposed route. 

URS conducted a feasibility study starting about 

two years ago, when Kinder Morgan was projecting that the 

line would reach capacity in or around 2011, to identify how 
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the system could be expanded. 

At that time we met with a variety of 

stakeholders, all the public agencies. We met with city 

officials and county officials to get feedback about what 

they would consider a reasonable route. 

The route, itself, starts in Colton, will parallel 

the 8-inch line down Slover, cross Interstate 10, and then 

the first deviation from the existing line is that the 

existing line goes down Linden. Linden has been developed 

fully around the pipeline, it's a narrow street. 

Construction would be challenging. There are lots of 

driveways and houses that front this street, and it would be 

fairly disruptive to residents along Linden to construct the 

pipeline project there. 

In meeting with the City of Rialto officials, they 

suggested that we look at Cactus Street, which is a more 

recently developed street, where house driveways don't 

typically front Cactus Street. The subdivisions were 

developed with what are referred to as feeder roads, and 

they're typically -- as you drive down Cactus Street, 

they're typically communities that have sound walls that 

front Cactus, so the disruption to ingress and egress to the 

community on Cactus would be less than Linden. 

The second deviation happens here, with the Rialto 

Airport where, as you can see, the existing line goes right 
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through the airport, itself, they built the runway on top of 

the existing pipeline. 

Many of you may know that this particular site is 

subject to redevelopment. If the airport closes before 

Kinder Morgan would like to start construction, which is in 

2010, then the preferred route will be to parallel the 

existing lines, to come back down Baseline, to Linden, and 

follow the existing line across the airport redevelopment 

project north. 

If the airport project is delayed and we can't 

tear up a runway to install a new pipeline, then we would 

follow the green line around the airport, to the east, 

connect up with the existing route in Linden, basically to 

the north end of Rialto. 

This orange line right here is a potential 

alternative route, as is this orange line here. The green 

and orange lines will all be evaluated in the environmental 

document to be prepared by the BLM and the County. 

From north of Rialto, the line would generally 

parallel the existing 8-inch line, then there -- as you can 

see, the existing 8-inch line is here. There are two 

routes, two alternatives that we've identified. Both of 

them have benefits and disadvantages. The green line route 

avoids developed areas, it avoids this five -- 215, 

Interstate 15 interchange that will be reconstructed 
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sometime in the near future. And that's why we're 

considering it as a preferred route at this point. 

However, both the route that would go through Glen 

Ellyn Park, as well as this route around the Park, through 

this interchange, you know, would both be evaluated and 

reviewed. 

Then the pipeline route goes through Cajon Pass, 

generally paralleling 15. It drops down into Adelanto, it 

parallels the existing line from Adelanto to Barstow, from 

Barstow over to Baker. 

Again, you can see there's a small deviation in 

this area here. The existing line is in railroad track 

right of way, and there's not access without building a 

railroad crossing at this location, so the concept here 

would be to stay parallel to Yermo Road, and adjacent to 

Yermo Road in this particular area. 

Then the next deviation from the existing route is 

here, where the existing lines, represented by the red line, 

go through a pump station at Baker. This whole area is 

currently in the Mojave Preserve. The Preserve was 

established about ten years ago, both existing lines are 

there. And this is a wilderness area in the Preserve. The 

BLM and the Park Service, which is the agency that manages 

the Preserve, had requested that no construction occur in 

this wilderness area. 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



           

 

 

 

 

           

 

           

           

           

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                11 

And we identified a couple of alternative routes 

north of Baker to avoid it, reaching this point here where 

we connect to the existing line again, through the existing 

Valley Wells pump station, and then pretty much across 

stateline into Las Vegas. 

With that, I'll turn the microphone over, I guess, 

to Dave. 

MR. CAMPBELL: I have one or two more things. 

MR. MARX: Okay, I'll pass it back to Allan. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Again, the pipelines that we're 

talking about, sometimes you'll hear them referred to as gas 

lines. These aren't natural gas lines, it's refined 

petroleum product. So they're transporting gasoline, 

diesel, and jet fuel. 

The thing I wanted to mention was I have a couple 

pictures back there of what the construction process looks 

like. Pipeline construction, we've got a couple different 

kinds of crews, but primarily what we're talking about is a 

group of -- a crew that handles what we call the cross-

country construction, when it's out in the open desert and 

you have miles without a lot of obstructions. 

When you get into the city areas we put together 

what's called a city-build crew that can deal with the 

additional utilities, the traffic control issues, the 

pavement, and so forth, and so on. 
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So I've got some pictures back on -- over on the 

chairs over there, that I would encourage you to take a look 

at. 

Construction at any one location would only last, 

you know, probably, three, three to four, or five weeks. 

What typically happens is you have a series of crews come 

through. First, surveyors come through, then somebody comes 

through and cuts the pavement and locates the utilities, 

then somebody comes through and lays out the pipe. Somebody 

comes through and digs the trench. The welders come through 

and weld up the pipe. A crew comes through and lowers the 

pipe into the trench. A crew comes through and backfills, 

and then another crew comes through and paves over, when 

you're in urban areas. 

In between those times, of course, the trenches 

and open areas are protected, covered with plates. We 

typically will do a temporary paving and then come through 

and do a final paving to match the existing. 

But the crews come through sort of one after the 

other, in a sequence over several weeks, at any one 

location, just to kind of give you a feel. 

And, again, please take a look at the pictures. 

I'll pass it on to David. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thanks, Allan. Again, my name is 

Dave Plumpton. 
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Now that we know a little bit about the 

project -- excuse me, a little bit about public scoping, 

this is all geared, as Edy and Rich talked about, towards 

involving the public, in a meaningful way, in the decision 

making. 

So it's all about soliciting your opinions about 

the project, such as it's proposed now. The alternatives, 

as well, the methods that will be used. It's all geared 

toward helping to identify alternatives, identify likely 

impacts, reasonable mitigation measures and the like. So 

we'll talk about all of that in more detail. 

And as Allan mentioned, there are graphics in the 

back that will help enhance your understanding of where the 

public process takes place during the overall process that 

we'll do. So, likewise, I would encourage you to look at 

those. 

So we'll briefly give you a project overview, 

you've got that. It's all about soliciting your feedback, 

again, to help inform the process, inform the decision-

makers for the document. It's really about allowing you to 

voice your opinions on the project, again, so that we can 

use that input to focus the analysis. You're the ones who 

live here and are best aware of some of the issues. 

More about the environmental review, itself. This 

is a Joint Environmental Impact Statement done to satisfy 
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the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act, 

NEPA, for which the Bureau of Land Management is the lead 

agency. 

And as I said, it's a joint environmental 

document, and the other part of that is the EIR, the 

Environmental Impact Report, done pursuant to California's 

Environmental Quality Act, or CEQA, for which San Bernardino 

County is the lead agency. 

The project elements that trigger the need to 

satisfy these two processes are as follows; the BLM is 

involved because the project will need a right-of-way grant 

for those sections of the project that will traverse lands 

administered by the BLM. 

And you can disregard the amendment to the 

California Desert Conservation Area plan, that's not going 

to be needed at this point. 

The County is involved because the project will 

need a conditional use permit and, also, a franchise 

agreement for pipelines that cross lands administered by the 

County. 

A few of the objectives. As we've touched on 

already, it's really about identifying the key issues to 

focus the environmental analysis on. Also, identifying a 

reasonable range of alternatives to analyze, presenting and 

disclosing the likely environmental impacts that will result 
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from the project and its alternatives, so that we can 

identify the most effective ways to mitigate for those 

impacts. 

Again, this is all geared towards informing the 

decision makers. Both processes are aimed at avoiding 

making uninformed decisions about the project. 

The process of preparing the Joint EIS/EIR really 

follows six main steps. A notice of intent and notice of 

preparation was filed -- published in the Federal Register 

and filed with the State Clearinghouses in both California 

and Nevada, which really started the process. 

The scoping period began at that time and a series 

of public scoping meetings, just like this, began April 1st, 

here in Rialto. A subsequent meeting was held the next day, 

April 2nd, in Victorville, April 3rd in Las Vegas and, 

again, here in Rialto. So this will be the last of the 

public scoping meetings. 

The public scoping period will end on May 17th, so 

as Edy said, that's the deadline for submitting comments on 

the project. 

At that point the County and the BLM will begin to 

prepare the Joint EIR/EIS, which will -- the elements of a 

joint environmental document are available on one of the 

posters in the back. But, briefly, it's an analysis of the 

likely environmental consequences, a disclosure of impacts, 
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the mitigation measures and the like. And we can talk a 

little bit more about the contents of an EIR. 

When the draft is completed, it gets circulated 

for public comment, using the same distribution that we did 

for noticing these meetings. It's published in the 

newspaper, affected landowners, local, State and Federal 

agencies are provided copies. 

And a public comment period on the draft begins at 

that point, it's 90 days. After which preparation will 

begin on the final joint document, which really incorporates 

the public's comments on the draft, the agency's responses 

to those comments, and this really forms the basis of the 

final. And that's expected in the spring of 2009. 

Following this, the BLM will issue a record of 

decision, and the County of San Bernardino, its notice of 

determination, which really concludes the process. 

Again, this graphic is available in the back, but 

it goes to the mandated, the required public participation 

elements of this whole process. 

And you can see on the far left, it begins in the 

public scoping meetings, just like now. Which, again, are 

noticed in the newspapers, landowners are mailed, local, 

State and Federal agencies are notified, affected 

landowners, interested groups, stakeholders, so that they 

can take part in these type meetings. 
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We also had meetings with Federal and State 

agencies about the project. 

Following the closure of the scoping period, a 

scoping report will be prepared that details everything 

that's occurred during the scoping meetings, and really 

informs the preparation of the draft EIR/EIS. 

And that may not be all that readable but, again, 

a copy's available in the back. 

Following the preparation of the draft, another 

public comment period begins, which allows everyone to 

comment on the draft, itself. 

Following the closure of -- and it gets noticed 

the same way, notification is made the same way that the 

notifications went out for the scoping meetings. 

Following receipt of comments on the draft, the 

final is prepared, which produces the final document, to 

satisfy the BLM's NEPA requirements, as well as the County's 

CEQA requirements. 

So, again, I would encourage you to take a look at 

the graphic, it really -- some of the details that may not 

be visible in this graphic will be a little bit more 

apparent. 

And with that, back to Edy. 

MS. SEEHAFER: I just wanted to clarify a couple 

of things before we open this up for your comments. One is 
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the BLM and the County have not identified what their 

preferred alternative is on this project. We have an 

application from Kinder Morgan for this Calnev line, and 

they've submitted to us what they would propose to do, and 

some reasonable alternatives that they've identified based 

on early feedback from us and other agencies. 

What we will do is we'll take this feedback that 

we get from you during the scoping period, as well as 

information and analysis results during the evaluation of 

the impacts on the pipeline, and on any alternatives that 

are identified, and then at that point we will identify, the 

BLM will identify our preferred alternative. And the County 

and us will identify the environmental preferred 

alternative. 

So at this point what we have here is a proposal. 

If you have specific alternatives you want us to take a look 

at, if you have specific issues that you want to make sure 

that they get appropriately analyzed in the document, now's 

the time to do it. 

We will continue to take your comments throughout 

the analytical process, but if you can get them to us now, 

before we have identified what our range of alternatives is, 

then they will be more thoroughly considered. Because if we 

get them later in the process, we will already be doing our 

evaluation of impacts. 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



           

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

           

           

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

           

           

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                19 

So it's really in your interest if you have a 

specific issue, or a specific alternative you want us to 

take a look at, to let us know what that is, let's us know 

why it's an issue or an alternative you want us to consider. 

So I hope we will here from you either tonight, or in 

writing. 

And with that, I'm going to go ahead and let David 

facilitate comments from the audience. And if you have 

questions for any of us, we'll be happy to take them. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thank you, Edy. 

Before we get started, you'll notice that on the 

speaker cards it asks for mailing address, and telephone, 

and other contact information. Be advised that part of the 

preparation of the environmental document is what's called 

an administrative record. And the administrative record, 

it's a public document. 

So we need this information to help track who made 

what comments, to ensure that all comments get addressed 

fairly in the final. But this information becomes part of 

the administrative record, which will become public. So I 

want everyone to be clear on that. 

Does that address the topic well enough? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah. Certainly, if you give your 

name, then that doesn't include address information. Well, 

the reason we say this is because we don't hand out 
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information about people who give us comments. But if 

somebody makes a request, we call them a FOIA request, 

Freedom of Information Act request, we have to evaluate it. 

If you're representing an agency, an organization, 

if you indicated that you're here on behalf of an 

organization, whether or not you're a leader of that 

organization, we're required to reveal any information you 

give us. 

If you're a private citizen, we'll withhold your 

information to the extent allowable under the law. But we 

are constrained in how much we can withhold that 

information. We don't hand it out, but somebody can ask for 

it and then we have to follow the law in terms of whether 

and how we can reveal that information. 

And I know some people are very sensitive about 

having their address and other personal information 

revealed. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thanks. So at this point we have 

two speaker cards. If you do plan to speak, please do fill 

out a speaker card, available where we can in. 

Anna Ulibarri. 

MS. ULIBARRI: Good evening, I'm Anna Ulibarri, 

I'm the Director of Facilities and Planning for the Rialto 

Unified School District. 

And I'm here just to address three issues that 
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I've looked at. And I was at the last meeting, and I want 

to thank Allan for sending us the map. 

What I'm looking at, and one of the proposals that 

I would like to request, and I realize that the City and 

other agencies are requesting Cactus because of the setbacks 

but, again, we will now have three pipelines in our City. 

And one of the conditions -- well, I'm looking at the 8-inch 

line on Linden, the 14-inch line that's currently existing, 

it doesn't really impact us much, but it's there. And then 

the new 16-inch line, which will be on Cactus. So we have 

three pipelines within our vicinity and that do affect our 

school sites. 

And one of the conditions that we have in siting 

any school site is that we cannot be within 1,500 feet of 

these pipelines. And even more so if it is an explosive 

product type. And you did define what the product types 

were, but if they're explosive, then the distance is even 

doubled that, so that's something that we have to look at in 

the product type. 

But what my recommendation would be is that they 

would just go ahead and align the 16-inch with the 8-inch, 

and keep it on Linden, and that way we wouldn't have to have 

the two pipelines running up Linden and, also, Cactus. 

Even with that recommendation, in front of Carter 

High School we will have an 8-inch and a 14-inch. 
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You know, so these are some of the concerns that I 

have that it will impact our school sites, it will impact us 

in siting new school sites, and we need to take a look at 

that. 

What's being proposed right now will directly 

affect what we have sited in the Renaissance. And I'm only 

speaking to what I have seen. I'm not sure what your 

conversations with the Lewis Group is, but right now, with 

the proposal, we are within 350 feet of our proposed school 

site. So that would have to cause us to have to move that 

site. We would not be able to site a school where we've 

worked to site it in the Renaissance Project. 

So that has to be addressed, and either the Lewis 

Group would have to work with us, or we'd work with them, 

but it's something that we need to take a look at. 

The product type, again. The street closures, 

that you've talked about, how they will affect our school 

sites, our bussing routes, and those type of the things as 

the project gets closer, what we ask is that we be notified 

so that we can notify the school sites of what construction 

is working and happening around the school sites. 

And, of course, just the safety of the work that's 

going to occur. I'm not real familiar with your safety 

procedures of whatever is going on, but we're concerned 

about the safety during construction and we're asked to 
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address that tonight, something that we didn't bring up at 

the last meeting. 

And what would the traffic measures and your 

safety procedures be during that pipeline construction. 

And that's what I have. Thank you. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Mike Story. 

MR. STORY: Good evening, my name's Mike Story, 

I'm the Director of Development Services for the City of 

Rialto, and I was at the scoping meeting that you held on 

April 1st, and I'm back here tonight. 

Last time it was at the night of the City Council 

meeting, tonight's the night of the Planning Commission, so 

you have two for two. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. STORY: Thank you for getting me out of two 

meetings I really wasn't looking forward to being at. 

But the main thing I wanted to come up and comment 

on was at the last scoping meeting a few things that we 

talked about. One was that you would make the Power Point 

presentation available to us, which you did, and we 

appreciate that. 

Also regarding who was notified of the meetings, 

which you've also provided that to the City. And from my 

count, it was well over 700 people that were notified of the 

scoping meeting tonight, that's being held. 
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And then, also, that you'd be able to come and 

speak to our City Council and make a presentation, a brief 

presentation regarding the project within our City, and we 

appreciate you guys will be coming out next Tuesday, May 

6th, to do that before our City Council. 

Just, once again, to just reiterate some of the 

things I mentioned last time, we're obviously looking to how 

the pipeline is going to -- we understand the need for it 

and the purpose for it, but how it's going to impact our 

community the least amount. 

So, obviously, we're talking about traffic, 

whether it's existing during the construction and how it's 

going to impact it, and how our people are going to be able 

to move around town to get to the shops, and get to schools, 

and whatever that might be. 

Obviously, land uses. Existing land uses and 

proposed, as was mentioned earlier by Anna, how it's going 

to impact and deal with the Renaissance, how it deals with 

the Lytle Creek and the future developments that are going 

to occur in those areas. 

And, lastly, public facilities, how it affects 

existing public facilities or proposed, whether that be a 

school, whether that may be a park, whatever public 

facilities that might be. 

So once again, we'll also be -- made some comments 
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tonight, but we look forward to making those comments in 

writing to you, by the May 17th deadline. And then also, 

like I mentioned, coming before our City Council and 

speaking to them, they really appreciate you guys coming out 

and being open and forthright about coming out with the 

information that you'll be sharing at that meeting. So 

thank you. 

MR. PLUMPTON: That's all the speakers that we had 

cards for. Would anyone else like to speak, who has not yet 

filled out a card? 

MS. SEEHAFER: Or do you have questions? 

MS. SALIS: I have questions. 

MR. ROTTE: We ask that you come up here, because 

that's way it's recorded and we have a record. 

MS. SALIS: I live straight across from Carter 

High School. Thank you. I live straight across from Carter 

High School, so this pipeline, if you guys decide to run it 

on Linden, on the north side of the airport will directly 

affect me. I have three houses there. 

All my driveways exit onto Linden Avenue. I'm not 

real crazy about the first pipeline, but we bought the 

property 35 years ago, the pipeline was there. We'll live 

with that. 

I'm not real crazy about a second pipeline going 

in right in front of my house. I have my grandkids next 
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door, we've got the high school across the street, the park 

is right there, and I would feel better if it was in 

somebody else's neighborhood, instead of mine. 

And the other thing is, I was wondering exactly, I 

know you guys check the pipeline daily, but who decides when 

the pipe gets replaced, I mean as far as age goes? 

I mean, I know that there's an earthquake shutoff 

valve just to the south of us, but I don't know exactly how 

you guys actually maintenance this pipeline. I've never 

seen anybody do anything other than just run back and forth. 

I know that there's been issues where we've had 

people out there to set a new telephone pole. They didn't 

even call Dig Alert, or anybody else. We've always been the 

ones that said, wait a minute, you can't -- you can't do 

anything unless you guys call Calnev or Dig Alert, first. 

There's just -- it's a real concern about a lot of 

issues, as far as safety and everything for us, our family, 

and our neighborhood. And I was just wondering what the 

deciding factor is to where you guys plan on running your 

pipeline, if it's going to be on North Linden there, in 

front of the high school, in front of my home, how's this 

going to affect us getting in and out of our properties 

during the construction phase, if it happens to go in there? 

And let's see, also, I was wondering when -- when 

this project would actually break ground in my neighborhood 
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how -- you know, as far as that goes, also. So those are my 

questions and concerns. 

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, I'll address the first 

couple and, David, maybe you can address some of the routing 

decision-making. But I'll be happy to address the 

integrity, safety kind of questions. 

Can everybody hear me fine? I have a pretty loud 

voice. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Can we also get your name, please? 

MS. SALIS: It's Patty Salis (phonetic). 

MS. SEEHAFER: Eric, can you bring Allan the mike, 

then. Thank you. 

MS. SALIS: Thank you. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, we have a number of programs 

that we work on in terms of the pipeline. We have what we 

call our Integrity Management Program. And there's a 

variety of aspects to it. 

Let me take a step back. Pipelines that transport 

refined petroleum products are highly regulated. We're 

regulated by the U.S. Department of Transportation, by the 

California State Fire Marshall. 

In the Department of Transportation, the agency 

that regulates us is the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 

Safety Administration. 

So there's a fairly extensive set of regulations 
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that we need to comply with, and one of those is to have an 

Integrity Management Plan, which we have for all of our 

pipeline systems. 

And those detail the means and methods that we use 

to evaluate the integrity of our pipeline. 

There's a variety of things that we do. One of 

which is we have line riders, which you've seen, that tour 

the route on a regular basis to inspect the pipeline, make 

sure everything looks right. 

We have a line pilot, that flies the entire route 

on about a bi-weekly basis. 

The PHMSA, the Pipeline Hazardous Materials Safety 

Administration, requires us to run internal inspection 

tools. So we run these, as David referred to, the pigs that 

they use to push the product out of the pipeline. We also 

have what we call smart pigs. It's an internal inspection. 

You know, I knew I would have to say pigs sometimes during 

this meeting. 

It's an internal inspection tool, so it's an 

electronic tool that we run through the pipeline, that it 

inspects the walls of the pipeline, measures the thickness 

to look for corrosion, to see if there's a place where we 

have rust happening on the outside of the pipeline. 

And equally, if not more importantly, measures the 

geometry of the pipeline, to see if somebody's hit it with 
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backhoe, if there's a dent in it somewhere. 

So we get all those results on a five-year basis 

and evaluate them. 

Your comment about the telephone poles is well 

taken. One of the biggest concerns we have, and if you'll 

look at pipeline related incidents, where there's releases 

or safety problems on pipelines, most of them are related to 

third parties hitting petroleum pipelines. So that's a big 

concern of ours, as well. 

We've been working to increase what we call our 

right-of-way defense. We've hired additional line riders 

over the course of the past couple of years, to try to do 

more to defend our right of way and make sure that people 

are not digging and hitting our pipeline. 

There's a variety of aspects to that, not just us 

looking at it on a week-by-week basis, but also in terms of 

the way it's designed and installed, is it better to put it 

in the streets or adjacent to the streets. 

Generally, we prefer in urban areas, if it's in 

the street, under the pavement, because then we know 

somebody's got to go and get a permit before -- or they 

should be -- before they start ripping up a street. Or, 

certainly, that's going to be more noticeable than somebody 

just digging up dirt somewhere. 

So all of those are things that we consider in the 
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way we design it. And I'm sure as David will address, as 

well, the EIR which the County -- the EIR/EIS, that the 

County and the BLM are preparing, they will also address 

pipeline safety questions. And I'm sure they'll have an 

entire chapter about that. 

But I'll let David talk about that and about, you 

know, how does the decision get made, and that kind of 

thing. 

MR. MARX: Yeah, Allan, before you do that, you 

may want to mention the SCATA monitoring system, as well. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Oh, okay. So there's pressure 

monitors all along those -- not all along. But at periodic 

intervals along the pipeline, that measure pressure. We 

measure flow as it goes out, we measure flow when it comes 

in. All of that feeds into a computer, with alarms that 

notify the operators, you know, if there's a release. 

But the best thing to do is not to have a release, 

is not to need -- you know, not to need that stuff. To 

design it, defend it in a way so that, while the alarms are 

in place, they never go off. And that's what our real 

objective is, is not to know when there's a release real 

quick, but to not have releases is the approach that we 

really want to take. 

But it is a good point that the system is 

monitored and feeds into our -- what we call our SCATA 
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system, which is a computerized system that the operators 

can see pressures, and what's happening along the pipeline, 

and so forth. 

MS. HYKE: Oh, there's another question, how long 

is the construction delay on a residential street, that was 

another of her questions. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Oh, the timing of the 

construction -- I think the question was, and correct me if 

I'm wrong, Patty -- it's Patty, right? Correct me if I'm 

wrong, it was when will they be building here? 

It will be about, probably, a four- or five-week 

period, you know, of active work at any one place, with 

those crews coming through one after another over -- you 

know, one will come through this week, one comes through 

later in the week, one comes through two weeks later. 

And then the paving crew would come through 

several weeks later. 

I don't really know if the contractor -- we don't 

have a contractor hired, yet. And I don't really know, 

right now, if the contractor will decide to do work on this 

end of the pipeline early. 

We're planning to begin construction in late 2009 

or early 2010, and be done by the beginning, the first 

couple months of 2011. I don't really know when they'll be 

planning to do the work in Rialto. My suspicion is that 
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they will probably want to get going with the city-build 

work pretty early. They'll have a separate crew. 

They'll have a cross-country crew, as I said, that 

will do the work out in the desert, and then they'll have a 

city-build crew that will do the work here, in Rialto, and 

probably another one that will do the work on the Las Vegas 

end, as well. 

But right now I can't say it's going to be this 

month. But, typically, they want to get going with that 

early because there's a lot of utilities, there's a lot of 

traffic control, it's complicated. You know, it takes some 

time to work all that out. 

So I would think it would be the early part of 

2010 that I would expect them to be here. 

MR. PLUMPTON: I think part of your questions 

dealt with how the decisions are made with respect to 

routing? 

Okay, an awful lot of that -- you know, this is a 

proposed project. So a lot of the engineering to route the 

pipe certain ways has yet to be finalized. Really, a lot of 

those studies come after we identify all the alternatives. 

And, in fact, a preferred alternative. 

David or Allan can speak to exactly when that 

really ramps up. 

But I think one of the other questions that we may 
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be able to answer, in terms of the CEQA and NEPA process, is 

that of public safety. The CEQA/NEPA document has sections 

for traffic and transportation, for public utilities, get it 

before it hits the ground. 

(Laughter.) 

MR. PLUMPTON: There's a section on public safety. 

Part of doing an EIR/EIS for a pipeline project involves 

doing a -- you know, evaluating spill response plan. So 

there's an awful lot in the environmental document that I 

think addresses the concerns that were central to your 

question. 

Does that address what you were mostly getting at? 

MS. SALIS: For the most part, yes. It's -- like 

I said, I'm not real crazy about having it come down Linden, 

and I was just wondering if there was an alternative and if 

you would be willing to consider that alternative? 

MR. PLUMPTON: And I wanted to come back to that, 

as well. Again, part of what we're doing here in public 

scoping is getting this kind of feedback from people like 

you, so that the document can be informed by these sorts of 

opinions, and to help inform the decision makers for this 

project. 

So I don't know that we really talked about it at 

length but, you know, we're collecting a transcript of the 

discussion here today, that becomes part of the 
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administrative record. A comment card would be another way 

to make sure that these concerns get into the record. 

So to the extent that you're comfortable, I'd 

suggest that's one option, as well. 

MS. SALIS: Okay. 

MR. MARX: David, specifically, there is an 

alternative. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, I'm not exactly sure of the 

specific location that you're talking about, but we do have 

an alternative to Linden, over on Cactus. 

And when we're done talking here, why don't 

we -- we can look at the maps, together, and one of the 

things we're trying to do here is identify alternatives. 

And we've proposed a couple alternatives here. 

We're certainly open to consider additional ones. 

So, you know, we can take a look at the maps and 

discuss it. Okay? 

MS. SALIS: Well, we're straight across from the 

Carter High School. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Okay. 

MS. SALIS: Just north of the airport. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Okay, I understand. 

MS. BOSHART: My name is Lynn Boshart (phonetic), 

and I am also a resident of Rialto. 

You're talking about an alternative route on 
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Cactus. There is a school on Cactus, a junior high there. 

Where would it go from Cactus, where would it turn? 

MR. CAMPBELL: David, you want to pull that up? 

MR. MARX: If I'm not mistaken, the high school is 

here? 

MS. BOSHART: But that's Linden Avenue. 

MR. CAMPBELL: That's Carver, right. 

MR. MARX: That's Carver. So basically, to answer 

your question, there's one route coming up Linden that will 

be evaluated. We'll also evaluate an alternative that goes 

out to Locust, and then up Locust and then back down 

Riverside to match up the existing route. 

MS. BOSHART: So if you head up Cactus, then you 

would turn on Riverside? 

MR. MARX: The school on Cactus, whereabouts on 

Cactus is that? 

MS. BOSHART: On Bohnert, in Cactus. 

MR. MARX: So it's south of Baseline? 

MS. BOSHART: No, it's north of Baseline. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Oh, we're not on Cactus north of 

Baseline. 

MR. MARX: Okay, if it's north of Baseline, the 

route that we're proposing will come up Cactus to West 

Baseline, and then turn west toward the airport. So if the 

school is somewhere north, in here, we'll be avoiding it 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



 

           

 

           

           

           

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

           

 

           

 

           

 

           

           

           

           

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                                36 

altogether. 

MS. BOSHART: Yes. So you're not going to go 

clear to Riverside on Cactus, then? 

MR. MARX: No. 

MS. BOSHART: No, okay. 

MR. MARX: Correct. Again, it would -- the 

options here would be if the airport -- if the Renaissance 

project is moving forward, then the preferred route would be 

to stay on Baseline all the way to Linden, then come up 

Linden through the development project that would avoid the 

school property by the 1,500 feet, that we've heard about 

this evening. And then essentially follow Linden straight 

up. 

If the airport, the Renaissance project is 

delayed, then the concept would be to go around the airport. 

MS. BOSHART: Right. Okay. Well, when you say go 

up Cactus, Cactus goes quite a ways. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Right. Well, we only go up Cactus 

to Linden. 

MR. MARX: Cactus to Baseline and then --

MR. CAMPBELL: Baseline, I'm sorry. 

MS. BOSHART: Baseline. 

MR. CAMPBELL: And there is an evaluation, also, 

that we're looking at around the part of Linden that is 

north of the airport that goes up -- what's that other 
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street over there, David? 

MR. MARX: Locust. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Locust. 

MS. BOSHART: Okay, and then new, proposed Lytle 

Creek development, I don't know, there are also schools 

proposed out there, but I don't -- I have not seen where 

those are going to be. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Right. I don't think -- I don't 

think we're near them. We have talked to the folks who are 

doing the development there, and we're in discussions with 

them about how the route would come through there. 

But that came up when we were talking on the 

airport development and we think we're working through that. 

It hasn't come up on the other one. So I don't 

believe we're near any of those locations, but it's 

certainly something we'll follow up on. 

MR. MARX: Yeah, and it --

MS. SEEHAFER: And if you have a point of contact 

that you know of, that you'd like to share with Carrie or I, 

we'd be happy to get in contact with them and talk to them 

from our perspective. 

MR. MARX: And as you can see by the map, we're 

fairly closely hugging both the existing 8-inch line and the 

quarry. And I suspect that as the community gets -- the 

Lytle Creek community here gets developed, I would suspect 
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that the school site isn't going to be next to the quarry, 

but further in the community. 

MS. BOSHART: Well, I hope the site never gets 

developed. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, that's a different meeting. 

(Laughter.) 

MS. BOSHART: I would just as soon see that stay 

the way it is and not get developed at all. 

MR. CAMPBELL: I understand. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Any other questions? 

MS. IGNACIO: Actually, can I just get some 

clarification on the map? I'm confused with the 

different --

MR. PLUMPTON: Can you come up and use the 

microphone, we can't hear you. 

MS. IGNACIO: Oh, my name is Lisa Ignacio 

(phonetic), and I am also a resident of Rialto. 

I'm still confused, trying to figure out which is 

the existing line and which one is the proposed line. I 

mean, I see three different colors. Is it red? 

MR. MARX: Yeah, the existing line -- the existing 

line is the red line. Yeah, the existing line is this red 

line. Hold it still. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Unfortunately, they kind of overlap 

with each other. So you can't see both the colors 
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simultaneously, so I'm sorry. 

But so this is -- just can you turn on just the 

existing line, David? 

MR. MARX: Sure. Oh, sorry, just the existing? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Just the existing. None of the 

proposed line, just the existing 8-inch. 

MR. MARX: Okay. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Okay, so the existing 8-inch comes 

out of our terminal, it goes down Slover, it goes up Linden 

and crosses like that. That's what it does. 

So it's real straight. And, frankly, we like it 

when the pipelines are straight. It's easier to keep track 

of them, so forth, and so on. 

So, I mean, ideally we would build in exactly the 

same place but, of course, the community's changed since the 

early sixties so, I mean, that's just not feasible. 

So the existing one comes down Slover and goes up 

Linden. 

So take that one off and just put on the proposed, 

with the alternatives. 

So what we're proposing to do -- you don't have 

the Linden alternative on there. But that's an alternative, 

okay. 

So what we're proposing to do is come this way, 

we've talked to the City, you know, we're evaluating Cactus. 
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This is a little complicated, so there's a couple of 

alternatives there. This is a little complicated, so 

there's two alternatives there. 

And we don't show it right now as an alternative, 

but Linden is still in the mix as a possibility, but that 

seems like more impact to us. 

That's kind of what the whole scoping process is 

about. 

MS. IGNACIO: Now, what would happen if you --

instead of building, expanding, you know, what you currently 

have, you use one of the alternative routes, what will 

happen to the old pipeline, will that be shut down? 

MR. CAMPBELL: No, either way the whole pipeline 

through the City will be emptied out. Okay, so you'll have 

a continuous new pipeline from here to there, however it 

gets there. It will take one of these various routes. But 

there will be all new pipeline from here all the way up to 

here, and the existing 8-inch pipeline will be emptied from 

here all the way up to there. 

So either way it has to be continuous. Okay, we 

can't have a break in it. And there's no plan to use a 

piece. It wouldn't work to use a piece of the 8-inch on 

this end of the pipeline, like just use a little bit of the 

existing one and leave it there, that won't work. 

So we've got to have a continuous, new 16-inch 
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from here up, all the way across, across the river there. 

Okay. 

Does that help? 

MS. IGNACIO: Thank you. Yes, I was very 

confused with the lines. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah, there's too many colors, I 

understand. 

MR. MARX: Anna? 

MS. ULIBARRI: I just want to clarify something, 

now. It's going to be empty at the last --

MR. ROTTE: Wait, excuse me. 

MS. ULIBARRI: Okay, I'm sorry. Okay. 

Just a clarification, because at that scoping 

meeting you said it was going to be used as storage, the 8-

inch. 

MR. CAMPBELL: No, no, no, no, no. Well, if I 

said that, then I didn't form my sentence right and I'm 

sorry. No, there's nothing going to be stored in the 8-inch 

line. No, the 8-inch line will be emptied, we'll push 

cleaning pigs through it, and it will be filled up with 

nitrogen, capped, and left with nitrogen. That's the plan 

for it, currently. 

What happens to it in the future, I don't know. 

But at the end of this project it will be emptied and filled 

with nitrogen. 
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MS. ULIBARRI: Okay, because that was my concern 

from the last, I'm thinking that we have --

MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah. No, no, we're not going to 

store something in it, no. 

MS. ULIBARRI: Thank you. 

MR. KENNEDY: Hello, I'm Jim Kennedy, with County 

Regional Parks. And I appreciate Carrie Hyke, and I believe 

Mr. Campbell will be -- with have an agency meeting 

tomorrow, with County staff. 

But I have a couple of comments, just real quick, 

regarding the alignment from mile post 12 to 14, in the Glen 

Ellyn Regional Park area. If we can pull into that and look 

at that area a little bit. 

You come in at the -- go south just a little bit, 

if you would, pan south. 

You come into the area there and I believe you're 

showing an alternative alignment on Institution Road, and 

then your preferred alignment in green. 

The preferred alignment that you're showing there 

comes up and runs the ridgeline from Glen Ellyn OHV, one of 

the concessions that we operate in the Park. And the 

ridgeline path, as Mr. Campbell just said, "we prefer 

straight lines," it's nowhere near that. 

If I was building a trail, I wouldn't build it on 

a ridge. I would come down and cross the ridge a couple of 
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times and side-hill the trail through there, minimizing the 

impact and erosion wherever possible. 

The ridgeline is a fire break. Aircraft will drop 

on that and enhance that. We've burnt off our Southern 

California hillsides and that one, in particular, several 

times in the past. So putting the pipeline there, and 

having fire service, whether it be CDF, Forest Service or, 

you know, some contractor that they've hired to go out there 

and work a fire line, pushing and dozing, and improving that 

fire line on top of your pipeline is probably not the best 

alignment choice through there. 

So I really would like to further discuss that 

with you, and the entire alignment through Park property in 

the future, looking at where some of your preferred 

alignments are or where they could be in the future with 

this, again. 

One of the questions for myself, as well as I 

think the public there, you mentioned decision makers. Who 

are the decision makers for the project, ultimately? 

And then kind of my last comment, looking at the 

exhibits there, it looks like there's about nine miles 

missing between mile post 157 and 166, on your Exhibits 6 

and 7. So somewhere you've got nine miles missing on your 

exhibits. 

And, lastly, thank you for the opportunity to 
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comment. And this is a relatively small turnout. What was 

the turnouts in your other meetings, in April? 

MR. PLUMPTON: I think about 15, 16 people each in 

Rialto and Victorville. 

The count in Las Vegas, do you remember? 

MR. ROTTE: The same. 

MR. PLUMPTON: The same. 

MR. KENNEDY: So about 15, 16 at each meeting. 

MR. PLUMPTON: I think 18, maybe, was our high. 

MR. KENNEDY: With the turnout and notification 

here, is there any opportunity to extend the comment period 

beyond the May 17 date? It seems like there's been -- you 

know, this is the first opportunity here, at the County 

level, that I've been able to make a comment on, and we'd 

certainly like to be able to have a little bit more 

opportunity to evaluate documents. 

Sorry, I did have another comment or question. 

The documents that are listed in the website addresses, on 

the agenda, what documents are on those sites for us, again? 

I'd like a little bit more time to comment, if that's 

possible. Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: I can answer a couple of those. 

With respect to decision makers, decision makers are the 

agencies that are the lead agencies for the environmental 

documents, and the people that they report to, and that make 
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decisions based on their input in the documents. 

For BLM, that's our field manager here in Barstow, 

and with the concurrence of the other field managers through 

which the pipeline will run, and the Forest Service, and as 

well as the Marine Corp, although the Marine Corp hasn't 

raised any concerns, so I don't think they have a real --

they just want to make sure they get their fuel. 

So from our perspective, that's the decision 

makers. 

With respect to extending the comment period, we 

already extended it once. So we've tried to do our 

darndest, but we know people have a lot of commitments to 

their time, and we really do need to proceed with the 

process. You have until May 17th to get comments in, so you 

still have a couple of weeks to get your comments in. 

And I just -- if you have important things to say, 

please say them, and the sooner the better. But if you 

can't say them by the 17th, let us know what you're trying 

to put together, and if you need a specific extension for 

your comments, we'll try to give that to you. 

MS. HYKE: There's -- so like Edy said, we're not 

going to extend the comment period. But there are 

additional opportunities to comment, and one of those is 

when the draft comes out, as Dave explained, I think it's 

fall of this year, and that will be a 60-day public review 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



 

           

 

 

 

           

 

 

 

 

           

 

           

 

 

 

           

           

           

           

                            

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22 

23 

24 

25 

                                                                46 

period, so that's two entire months to review that. 

We're going to send out another set, it's 

available to everybody on our mailing list. So, please, 

make sure you get on the mailing list to continue to get 

information. 

And another of your questions, Jim, was who's the 

decision maker at the County, and it's the County Board of 

Supervisors. So there will be a hearing in front of the 

County on the certification of the Environmental Impact 

Report. 

Does anyone -- does anyone else have any questions 

or want to say anything further? 

And if not, I don't see any hands, we'll adjourn. 

And then please take a look at the boards and we're going to 

hang around until, I guess, maybe a little bit after 8:00, 

if there's any other questions. 

And thanks for coming. Thank you very much. 

(Thereupon, the April 30, 2008, Public 

Scoping Meeting of the Bureau of Land 

Management was adjourned at 7:50 p.m.) 

--oOo--
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P R O C E E D I N G S 

MS. SEEHAFER: Good evening, everybody. Sorry 

we're getting a late start. Is this okay? Are you 

hearing this okay? My name is Edy Seehafer. I'm with the 

Bureau of Land Management. And you're here, hopefully, at 

the right place for a public scoping meeting on the Calnev 

Pipeline running from Rialto to Las Vegas, actually, 

Colton, but the Colton station, just south of Rialto. And 

happy to see you here. I'm sorry that we were delayed, 

but we had some technical difficulties. 

And we'll give you a short presentation just to 

help you understand the scope of this project that's 

proposed and then show you the currently proposed routing 

and then open the mic up to you for your comments. 

I'm with the Bureau of Land Management out of the 

Barstow field office. I know that seems a little ways 

away from Rialto, but because of the length of this 

pipeline, it's actually -- most of the length is on public 

lands managed by BLM up in Barstow. But we certainly are 

happy to come down here and hear from you and happy that 

your city was able to make this facility available. It's 

really a great facility, you should be very proud of it. 

And so with that said, I'll turn it over to my County 

counterpart. 

MS. HYKE: I have a mic. Thanks, Edy. 
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Thanks, everybody, and thanks to the Rialto 

School District, also the City of Rialto for asking us to 

extend the scoping period. So, okay, we have the right 

date, it's July 1. So we have comment cards and we have 

speaker cards and we have a sign-in list; all that's out 

in the front. If you want to receive further updates on 

the project, be sure and get on our mailing list if you 

didn't already receive something in the mail. 

And let's see. Sort of rattled because -- I 

guess we had an accident. 

What were you going to say? 

We do have a Spanish translator. 

So did you want to say anything, Sylvia? 

(Thereupon a short discussion was held 

off the record.) 

MS. HYKE: Okay. I guess it's unanimous. We'll 

continue as best we can and what English we know, which 

I'm not doing so good right now. 

Anyway, so be sure and fill out a speaker card. 

You can take the comment card with you. We'd like you to 

get it back to us by July 1, but that's just to help us 

keep going on our environmental review document for this 

project. And that's really why we are here. 

We're here to get your comments on what issues 

need to be addressed in the environmental document. Then 
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later, we're going to talk about, it will actually come 

out, and then you'll have a 90-day review period of it, 

but that won't be for quite a while. It's going to be a 

big, thick book and it will be available at the City and 

online and on our websites and so on. 

So I guess we'll get rolling. Can we just go 

down the row and everybody introduce themselves. 

MR. ROTTE: I'm Rich Rotte with the Bureau of 

Land Management out of the Barstow field office. I'm a 

realty specialist and I'm the lead for this project for 

the Bureau of Land Management, and it entails the Barstow 

field office, the Needles field office, and the Las Vegas 

field office; so it is a multi-state project. 

MR. CAMPBELL: I'm Allan Campbell with Kinder 

Morgan Energy Partners. I'm the project permitting 

director in the Pacific region. Kinder Morgan is the 

company that owns the Calnev Pipeline system, so you hear 

those two a little bit tossed about synonymously. It's 

the Calnev Pipeline system, Kinder Morgan is the owner and 

operator of that system. So we're the project proponent. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thank you. My name is Dave 

Plumpton. I work for Ecology and Environment. We'll be 

assisting the County of San Bernardino and the Bureau of 

Land Management to complete the environmental document for 

the project. 
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Next slide, please. And one more, please. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Okay. Just by way of overall 

purpose, like I said, we are here to hear from you to 

determine the scope of the analysis. That can include 

issues, it could be alternatives, things you want us to 

look at, various different aspects of the local issues 

that you might have better knowledge of than we do or 

other information that you can provide to us we welcome. 

After the draft EIS is released, after we've 

determined a preferred alternative from the agency, you'll 

get another chance to comment, and we'll have some 

additional meetings. 

If you don't know how to get in touch with us, if 

you hadn't picked up the information on the outside of the 

doorway there, there's information there on how you can 

email or send information to us or also phone contacts, so 

please do so. 

After we go over the project, we'll talk about 

the timeframes for the project with you, the environmental 

process, so you'll have an idea of when you'll be seeing 

something out. You also -- after the end of the scoping 

period, we're going to put a scoping report online so 

you'll get to hear -- or see what you all your neighbors 

and folks in Las Vegas had to say in terms of issues and 

you'll get a chance to take a look at that and also see 
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what -- how we propose to incorporate your issues or 

comments into the analysis. 

So with that said, don't forget the 1 July date, 

because even though we'll continue to take your comments, 

what we do is after the end of the comment period, we get 

together with the interdisciplinary team and we take a 

look at your input and other agency input, and that helps 

us to determine how to move forward in terms of the 

alternatives we're going to take a look at, reasonable 

range of alternatives, and what issues we need to focus on 

and gives us some ideas on how we might address those 

issues based on your input. So the sooner you can provide 

us that input, i.e., before 1 July, then we can 

incorporate them into the analysis from the start. 

please. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Probably next slide. Next slide, 

We kind of covered that. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yeah, we covered that. 

next. 

MR. PLUMPTON: You can go on to the next one, 

MR. CAMPBELL: As I said, my name is Allan 

Campbell, I'm with Kinder Morgan, we're the project 

proponent. 

I want to talk a little bit about our company, 

kind of let you know who we are because it's probably not 

a company you've heard of before. We're an operator of 
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refined petroleum product pipelines throughout the 

United States, here in the Pacific region, which includes 

California, Arizona, Nevada, New Mexico, the western part 

of Texas, Oregon, Washington. We operate about 3400 miles 

of refined petroleum products through our pipelines. Our 

pipelines are the way that -- it's the kind of critical 

infrastructure that moves these products that we all use 

every day of our lives from the refining centers to the 

place where they're used. 

So we're not -- we're not an oil company in the 

sense that we don't, you know, drill for oil, refine it 

and sell it, we're a transportation company. We provide 

the infrastructure that moves the products from refining 

centers out to market. 

So, for instance, an oil company or an airport 

might purchase a certain amount of jet fuel or gasoline 

and want it moved from a refinery in El Segundo out to our 

terminal out here in Rialto so that it can serve either an 

airport out here or our local gas stations out here in the 

inland empire. So that's the service that we provide. We 

move those products around the western U.S. 

The system that we're talking about is part of 

this project, is the Calnev Pipeline system. The existing 

system consists of two pipelines, an 8-inch pipeline and a 

14-inch pipeline. The 8-inch pipeline was installed in 
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the early 1960s. The 14-inch pipeline was installed in 

the early 1970s. 

Since that time, with the tremendous growth up in 

the California high desert, up in the Las Vegas 

metropolitan area, those pipelines are out of capacity and 

need to be enlarged. The system needs to be enlarged to 

meet future needs in California's high desert and then 

also over in southern Nevada. So that's what the whole 

purpose of the project is, is to provide for additional 

transport of refined petroleum products from California, 

the L.A. basin and inland empire area, up to the 

California high desert and then on into southern Nevada. 

Next slide. 

So I don't know how well you can see this, but 

we're down here in Rialto-Colton, our terminals are right 

there on the border of Rialto and Colton. Those are the 

big white tanks you see down there off Riverside Avenue. 

They receive refined products from the refineries down in 

the L.A. Harbor area, El Segundo, Wilmington, down that 

way, and from there they distribute out to our service 

stations here in the inland empire. They also pump 

products from there up to the high desert and into 

southern Nevada. 

So the existing -- the project essentially 

follows the existing pipeline route for the 8-inch 
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pipeline. It diverges from it in a couple places, but 

overall, probably 80 or 90 percent of it is very close to 

the existing pipeline. So the pipeline starts down here 

in the Colton-Rialto area, works its way up through 

Rialto, goes up through Cajon Pass, goes up through 

Victorville, crosses the Mojave River over here, then kind 

of comes back to the 15 freeway and basically follows the 

15 freeway all the way into southern Nevada and then goes 

up to our terminal up in north Las Vegas. 

There's a couple places where we're going to 

diverge from the existing pipelines, and one of them is 

here in Rialto, and we'll talk about that when I have a 

map specific to Rialto up. But basically, the existing 

8-inch pipeline comes from the terminal over on Riverside, 

goes down Slover and just comes right up Linden all the 

way and then goes across Lytle Creek and on up to 

Cajon Pass. 

Well, the city's changed a lot since 1961 when 

that pipeline was built, and in talking with city 

officials over the course of the last year, they've 

requested that we move off Linden. And the route that 

we're looking at at this point is to move onto Cactus 

Avenue. We would then come back to meet up with the 

existing pipeline somewhere probably north of this area 

here. So the existing pipeline is in Linden Avenue right 
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now. The new pipeline is proposed to be moved away from 

Linden Avenue. Basically, there may be some places where 

it's on it, but that's part of this whole scoping process. 

The next area is up in the Cajon Pass area. The 

existing pipelines go up Swarthout Canyon and then come 

back to Cajon Pass. The Forest Service has requested that 

we move out of that area because it's sort of remote and 

it's kind of a wilderness area now that has been 

designated as such. We totally agree with that. That 

area is not very accessible for us to do the required 

maintenance that we need to do and inspection of our 

pipeline, and moving closer to the 15 in that area, we 

think is a good thing. 

The final area where we diverge is out near 

Baker. The existing pipelines were built -- since that 

time the Mojave National Preserve has been established. 

The existing pipelines are in the preserve. We are 

proposing to move -- to build the new pipeline out of the 

preserve. The existing pipelines will stay where they 

are, but the construction for the new pipeline, we're 

proposing to go north of Baker so that we avoid the 

preserve. 

The remainder of the pipeline basically follows 

the 8-inch pipeline from Colton-Rialto area up to 

Las Vegas. 
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Next slide. 

So as I said, there's currently an 8-inch and a 

14-inch pipeline that goes from Colton to Las Vegas. 

We're proposing to build a new 16-inch pipeline. The 

pipeline system then would consist of the new 16-inch 

pipeline and the existing 14-inch pipeline. The 8-inch 

pipeline would be taken out of service. It would not be 

physically removed from the ground, it would be what we 

call idled. The petroleum in it would be pushed out, and 

it would be filled with nitrogen and left full of nitrogen 

in the ground in an idle state. 

The construction process should take about 12 

months here in the Rialto area. We don't have a 

contractor on board right now, but I estimate that the 

process would probably be three to four months here in 

Rialto city when we're working in the streets and so 

forth. 

You can go to the next one. 

So the system that we currently have with the 

8- and the 14-inch, and the new system which would be a 

16-inch and a 14-inch, moves refined petroleum products. 

You tend to hear about it, sometimes you might read about 

it in the newspaper as a gas pipeline. It's not a natural 

gas pipeline like we have around our neighborhoods or 

comes to our homes or that you might see in some places. 
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It's a refined petroleum products pipeline. We transport 

gasoline, diesel and jet fuel through this pipeline 

system. 

The delivery points for the system include 

Edwards Air Force Base. We provide through our system the 

jet fuel that is needed at Edwards Air Force Base. We 

also deliver to SCLA, which was formerly George Air Force 

Base. We deliver to the BNSF railyard and locomotive yard 

up there in the Barstow area. 

We have a terminal up in Barstow similar to the 

one down here in Riverside but much smaller, similar than 

the one on Riverside Avenue, not the City of Riverside, 

but Riverside Avenue. It's similar to that, but much 

smaller. It receives product from our pipeline system, 

goes out to truck racks, then fill the trucks that you'll 

see delivering gas or diesel to your local service 

station. 

We have a facility like that in Barstow that 

provides the gas and diesel for gas stations up in the 

high desert. It also delivers to the Marine Corps 

logistics base over in Yermo. It then continues across 

the California desert into Nevada. We have a take-off 

that delivers jet fuel to McCarran Airport. 

It then goes up to the Las Vegas terminal, which 

is very much like the one here in Rialto-Colton that 
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provides fuel for the trucks that service the service 

stations out in the greater Las Vegas and southern Nevada 

area. And then we have a lateral that goes over onto 

Nellis Air Force Base. 

So all of these, the system provides the fuel, 

delivers the fuel for all of these -- all of these 

locations currently, and the new system will continue to 

provide that but will have the potential to facilitate the 

ongoing growth that we project to take place up in the 

high desert and over in southern Nevada over the next 

several decades. 

You can go to the next slide. 

So the current system can move about 156,000 

barrels a day. We're proposing to upgrade the system with 

a new 16-inch, operate a 14-inch and 16-inch system. The 

project involves construction of about 233 miles of 

16-inch pipeline, and the new system capacity would be 

about 200,000 barrels a day, and that would provide for 

the growth up there in the high desert and in southern 

Nevada. The 8-inch pipeline, as I mentioned, will be 

idled in place. 

Terminal pump stations along the system, 

obviously there's the existing terminal here in 

Colton-Rialto, we'll need to connect to that and have the 

pumps upgraded there. We'll do the same thing in Barstow. 
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We'll connect the new pipeline to the Barstow terminal. 

We will be building a new pump station in Baker, 

California because the existing pump station is inside the 

Mojave National Preserve. The new pipeline is not going 

into the preserve. So we need to build a new pump station 

outside the preserve north -- I think it's going to be 

north and east of Baker. There's another pump station at 

Valley Wells near Cima Dome, and of course it goes into 

the terminal in Las Vegas. 

You can go to the next one. 

Obviously we're moving refined petroleum 

products. Gasoline is a flammable liquid as you all know, 

we use it in our cars; but it is a hazardous material that 

needs to be handled safely by us on a day-to-day basis and 

absolutely by a pipeline system that moves these kinds of 

quantities of those products. 

There are a number of aspects of the project that 

will contribute to the safety of the pipeline. First 

thing I want to mention is that pipelines are the safest 

way to move these products. They're many times safer than 

moving products by truck or rail. That being said, we 

still need to make sure that the project is engineered and 

constructed in a safe manner. And the first part of that 

is with regard to the location and design, the way the 

pipeline is routed, the safety of the various locations 
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needs to be taken into consideration when we're selecting 

the route for the pipeline. 

Part of the reason we're moving out of Swarthout 

Canyon is because we've had a number of washouts of the 

pipeline out there. We think there's a better route that 

we can put the new pipeline on that will be an upgrade to 

the safety of the pipeline. 

Of course, the pipeline crosses the San Andreas 

fault. We're going to need to do a seismic evaluation of 

that, of that fault and a number of other faults between 

here and Las Vegas and consider what's the best way to 

cross those faults, what's the best way to put block 

valves or check valves on either side of the fault should 

there be a large seismic event. 

You may have heard about the seismic study that's 

taking place and will be taking place this autumn with 

regard to a seismic drill kind of modeling and having a 

drill regarding a large seismic event on the San Andreas. 

We're going to participate in that. The results of that 

will factor into the way we do the design on this project. 

The next thing I would say with regard to 

pipeline safety is construction standards. Being an 

operator of a pipeline that transports these products, 

we're highly regulated by the federal government. The 

federal government has very exacting standards with regard 
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to the way we can construct the pipeline, the way we can 

operate the pipeline, what we have to do to maintain the 

pipeline. 

We also have our own internal standards that go 

above and beyond those. One of the aspects is with regard 

to the welding of the pipeline. Pipeline, of course, is 

made of steel. Every piece of the steel that makes up the 

233 miles is individually pressure tested at the mill 

where the steel is made. When the pipe is welded together 

out in the field, all of the welders have to be certified 

that they meet the Department of Transportation, the 

federal government standards for welding, our standards 

for welding. Every one of the welds they make is X-rayed 

in the field. 

And after the pipeline is put together, the 

entire pipeline is pressure tested at the pressure that 

we're going to operate it at. That defines under the 

federal regulations what pressure we can operate the 

pipeline system. So there's a number of aspects with 

regard to the welding and the testing of the pipeline that 

there are very high standards for. 

One of the things we're doing a lot of currently 

is right-of-way monitoring. That's been an area that 

we're increasing our activities over the last couple 

years. Most pipeline releases are in some way related to 
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a third-party strike, somebody hitting the pipeline with a 

backhoe, a drill rig, something like that. Even if the 

pipeline were not to break immediately, hitting a pipeline 

like that could affect the coating of the pipe and lead to 

corrosion or rust that might cause a problem at some point 

in the future. So we monitor our pipeline right-of-way on 

a regular basis. 

We have aerial over-flights that inspect it to 

see if there's some place where somebody's been digging or 

if there is somebody performing some kind of activities. 

Our line riders go out and physically ride the pipeline 

right-of-way and inspect it on about a weekly basis and 

the same thing with the over-flights. 

The next thing I'd mention is SCADA; that's the 

way we monitor the pipeline. It monitors the pressure on 

the pipeline, the rate that the fuel is moving through the 

pipeline, to compare those things at different places and 

make sure that we understand that the pipeline is 

operating in a safe manner. 

Cathodic protection is another thing, another 

safety aspect of the pipeline. It's basically a low-level 

electrical system that inhibits corrosion of the pipe. 

Integrity management, we run these inspection tools 

through the pipeline at least every five years; that's 

what the pictures are there. It's a tool that's put into 
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the pipeline, pushed through the pipeline system that 

measures the geometry of the pipe to see if maybe 

somebody's hit it with a backhoe and there's a little dent 

where we need to go in and uncover that and repair that, 

or if there's a place where there's corrosion starting or 

the some other kind of problem on the pipe. The tools 

will measure those things, we get reports back, when we go 

out and do the maintenance activities to keep the pipeline 

operating in a safe manner. 

You can go to the next slide. 

I thought you might be interested in some 

pictures of what construction looks like, but I see you 

have a project going right now on Riverside Avenue. I 

drove up that way, and you have a pipeline project. I 

don't know if it's a water pipeline or what it is, but 

that's a lot of what our construction will look like, what 

you have right there in Riverside Avenue right now. 

But basically we come, in urban areas we come, we 

cut the concrete and we dig a trench. The trench for the 

pipe, the way we handle it is we maintain a minimum of 

four feet of cover on top of the pipeline. That's means 

for a 16-inch pipe, the trench is about six feet deep. A 

little softer sand is put in the bottom of it, the pipe is 

put in, it's backfilled around, and then from the top of 

the pipe to the ground we maintain a minimum cover of four 
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feet. That's Kinder Morgan's standard. I think the 

federal standard is about 36 inches. You know, we make it 

a little bit more than that. 

Next slide. 

The pipe is then brought out to the field. It's 

laid out next to the trench, it's welded together, every 

one of the welds is X-rayed, and then the pipe is lowered 

down into the trench. 

Next slide. 

During the construction process when we have the 

trench open, you know, if there's a hazard there, we cover 

the trench with plates when we're not working on it so 

that when we leave at the end of the day or something like 

that, we don't have a six-foot-deep open trench in the 

middle of a street or in an area where the public might 

have access to it. We don't do that out in the middle in 

of the desert, but here in the city, the pipeline, the 

trench will be covered with trench plates or otherwise 

secured. Sometimes we fence it or something like that to 

make sure that it's safe. 

Next slide. 

The trench is then backfilled. The backfill is 

compacted and the area's repaved. 

Next. 

That's about what I'll cover right now. We'll 
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talk a little bit in more detail about the routing and a 

couple of the different proposed routes here in town in a 

little bit. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Thank you, Allan. Once again, my 

name is Dave Plumpton. 

Now that we know a little bit about the project, 

as Edy Seehafer mentioned, the point of tonight is all 

about scoping. The project is not fixed yet, it's still, 

you know, one of several alternatives. And one of the 

purposes of scoping is to get your information on local 

concerns, local issues, to help inform and refine that 

scoping process. 

So, you know, one of the big reasons to be here 

tonight is to give you the project overview so that we can 

then hear from you about what you know of the area, to 

solicit your feedback. This is your chance to weigh in on 

the project, but it's not your only chance. We'll talk 

about it a little bit later, but there are several points 

that are legally required to involve the public in this 

whole environmental documentation process. 

We'll talk about this a little bit more, but this 

is the initial scoping period; three earlier meetings were 

held, the first of which was in April 1st here in Rialto, 

followed by Victorville and Las Vegas. As Edy said, we 

held a subsequent one here in Rialto. This is the last of 
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the initial scoping meetings that are going to be held. 

But again, it's all about getting your feedback to focus 

our analysis. 

Next please. 

A little bit about the environmental review that 

will be done. As mentioned, the U.S. Bureau of Land 

Management is the lead agency for the National 

Environmental Policy Act or NEPA process. And the County 

of San Bernardino is the lead agency for administering the 

California Environmental Quality Act process. Each of 

these organizations, these agencies are responsible for 

their own aspect of the environmental document. This is a 

joint environmental document, an environmental impact 

statement pursuant to NEPA and an environmental impact 

report pursuant to CEQA. 

Next, please. 

The reason that these agencies have become 

involved is there are certain triggers. The BLM is 

involved because the project is going to need a 

right-of-way grant for crossing lands administered by the 

Bureau of Land Management. Skipping down to 

San Bernardino County, they'll be required to issue a 

conditional use permit for this project as well as a 

franchise agreement for pipelines crossing county-owned 

lands. 
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Next, please. 

So a quick overview of the NEPA and CEQA process 

is to identify the key issues, to focus the environmental 

analysis, to identify a reasonable range of alternatives 

to the proposed project, to disclose environmental impacts 

associated with the project and the alternatives so that 

we can identify ways to mitigate those impacts, to lessen 

them, reduce them or avoid those impacts outright. Again, 

it's all about informing the agency's decision-making 

process with information gleaned partially from these 

scoping meetings. 

Next, please. 

So the environmental review process is really 

going to follow six main stages. The first of which is 

the notice of intent pursuant to the NEPA process and the 

notice of preparation for CEQA. This a description of the 

project that gets mailed to affected land owners, local 

agencies, state and federal government entities, 

stakeholders for the project, it's published in 

newspapers, advertisements are made, it gets published in 

the state clearinghouses, both in California and Nevada, 

and is published in the Federal Register. This really 

starts the scoping process and the project. 

At the end of the scoping period that Edy talked 

about -- well, let me back up. The scoping period, again, 
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involves public meetings such as this, agency meetings 

where we meet with the affected public to exchange 

information. At the close of the scoping process, we will 

begin drafting the EIS/EIR. Again, it's a joint 

environmental document to satisfy the requirements of both 

NEPA and CEQA. 

There's a graphic up front that I would encourage 

you to come take a look at and I would be happy to talk 

with folks about it. But basically the elements of the 

joint environmental document will be a summary, a 

description of the project, the affected environment, 

environmental consequences of the proposed action and the 

alternatives, environmental impacts, mitigation measures 

and other elements that are unique to either CEQA or NEPA. 

Once the environmental document is -- the draft 

environmental document is prepared, it gets circulated to 

the same mailing list that the scoping notifications went 

to for a public review. That is 90 days in duration; and 

right now, I guess we are looking at early in the new year 

for that. 

As I said, scoping -- or the draft review lasts 

90 days, and another round of scoping or draft review 

meetings will be held. The public can again provide 

comment by attending meetings, by sending emails to the 

BLM or county websites, by sending in written comments. 
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So the comment and response approach is going to be the 

same for the draft review as it is during scoping 

meetings. 

At the close of the draft review period, a final 

EIR/EIS will be prepared that compiles all of the comments 

that are received on the draft as well as providing 

response to those comments. At the end of that interval, 

the county will issue its Notice of Determination and the 

BLM will issue its Record of Decision on the project. 

Next, please. 

So you see there's several intervals where the 

public is necessarily involved. If you look at the 

left-hand column, and if that's difficult to see, there's 

a poster up front here that I'll be happy to talk to folks 

about, but as you see, the public becomes involved very 

early in the process. A series of scoping notices goes 

out, meetings are held with interested public, such as in 

this case, or with state and federal agencies that are 

interested in the project. 

All of this information gets summarized in what's 

called a Scoping Summary Report. And this necessarily 

informs and feeds into the draft environmental document. 

And again, a little bit about the content of that 

document, it's probably not all that legible from there, 

but we can look at it up front. Again, a summary of the 
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project, the affected environment, the environmental 

consequences of the project and the alternatives, 

mitigation measures and a few other sections. 

As you can see, after the draft document is 

prepared, another round of public involvement occurs, this 

time on the draft document itself. It happens largely the 

same way as we said; scoping notices are mailed, public 

meetings are held, and the public can offer its input on 

the draft as in the case of the original scoping meetings. 

This feeds into the preparation of the final, where we'll 

have a final EIR/EIS and the state provides its Notice of 

Determination, the BLM provides its Record of Decision, 

once the decision-makers for both agencies have evaluated 

the final document. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Tell David to come down and get 

set up. We have a late member of our team who just got 

here. 

David, we haven't done the route review yet, so 

if you want to set up your computer and be ready to hook 

up over here if you can, hopefully that will work. Right 

here, right here in the middle. So we're just going 

through the presentation. We didn't do the route overview 

yet. 

I'm sorry. 

MR. PLUMPTON: No problem. Thank you. 
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Next slide, please. 

And with that, I think it's back to Edy. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Okay. Before we start the comment 

session and hear from you, and I would encourage you, if 

you've not already done so and would like to speak, to 

turn in a card to Sylvia there, and she'll bring it up 

here and make sure that we call on you. We'll certainly 

take any of your comments if you don't fill out a speaker 

card too, but you get first in line if you fill out a 

card. 

So I'd also -- there are comment sheets out on 

the table there, so if you're shy about talking in public, 

you can use those comment sheets to make your comments 

either now or at a later time and send them in. 

While David's setting up, does anybody have any 

questions? He's going to show you specifically the route 

that's proposed in this area, so if you could hold on 

those questions. Are there any other questions while he's 

setting up? From anybody? Okay. 

Right now, what we'll do after the -- I'm just 

trying to move this along so that you can get to talk 

before too long, but after he's done showing you the 

route, we'll come back to you and we'll start calling 

names. 

What I'd like is initially when you want to 
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speak, when we call your name, we'll give you one of 

these -- oh, the podium. Okay, we're going to use the 

podium so the recorder can hear it and get your comments 

for the record. I keep forgetting which of these is 

which, but if you talk into that podium over there, then 

the recorder will be able to get your comments down for 

the comment summary, the scoping summary that will be 

available. 

And we'll call you up by name, and then initially 

we'll limit you to three minutes. If we find there's not 

a lot of people, we'll -- we'll suspend that rule, but if 

there are a lot of people, we'll limit you to three 

minutes. And then when everybody has had a chance to 

speak, if you want to come up and speak again, just raise 

your hand. 

MR. CAMPBELL: I'll make a couple -- you know, 

I'll make a couple other comments. 

I've been meeting with your city council members 

for a little bit over a year or about a year now and your 

city staff. And one of the things that they regularly ask 

me is kind of, you know, why should Rialto be interested 

in this project when it's delivering product up to the 

high desert and over into southern Nevada. And, you know, 

that's a fair question. 

I guess my view of it is that it's good to have 
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an efficient way of transporting products around our 

region, and our system provides that means. Just like 

there's pipelines that come through L.A. that provide the 

products to our terminal over on Riverside, that provides 

our fuel for our service stations, this pipeline system 

delivers up to the high desert. 

But a couple specific things in visiting with 

them that we've talked about is, you know, the existing 

pipeline was built in 1961, and we inspect it regularly 

and operate it safely, but some of the technologies that 

are available now in terms of steel, the way steel is 

made, the types of coatings that are available weren't 

available in 1961. So having a pipeline that's made of 

new steel, new coatings, state-of-the-art engineering from 

my perspective and from our perspective is an upgrade in 

the safety of the pipeline system. Now, we're doing the 

project because there's a need for an increased capacity, 

that's the reason for the project, but having a brand new 

pipeline, state of the art, is an upgrade to that system. 

The second aspect that, you know, we kind of 

visited about, is the city's changed a lot since the 

8-inch pipeline was built in the early sixties, and a lot 

of things were built next to it along Linden Avenue, and, 

indeed, the pipeline's right out on Linden in front of 

this high school. Having a project like this is an 
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opportunity to select what may be a better route. And 

that's one of the things that we're talking with the city 

about. You know, this is an opportunity to, if the city 

would like, we can move the pipeline away from Linden 

Avenue, and that's one of the alternatives that we're 

looking at. 

Third aspect that's a benefit, partially to the 

City of Rialto but really to the region, is a project like 

this involves a lot of people to make it happen. There 

will be a lot of jobs created during the construction 

period of the project; we'll have several hundred workers 

on the job. I think that our current estimate is that it 

will take about a million labor hours to build this 

project. I worked on a project just a couple years ago 

over in southern Arizona and New Mexico, and we had 

probably about three or four hundred people out working on 

the project during the construction process. And those 

people, of course, are staying in local hotels and 

frequenting local businesses, and that's a good thing for 

the local economy. 

Finally, we've made a commitment to your council 

members that we will negotiate a new franchise with the 

City of Rialto. The existing franchise was put together 

in the late 1960s; it pays the city a very small amount of 

money on an annual basis. Now, we pay a lot of money to 
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the city on an annual basis, we pay it to the county and 

it comes to the city for our terminal, the property taxes 

on our terminal; and, indeed, the city gave us an award 

about three or four years ago as being one of the top ten 

property taxpayers here in the city. But the franchise 

was put together when there really wasn't very much in the 

City of Rialto other than the downtown portion, and the 

city's changed. 

We've made a commitment to this city that we will 

negotiate a new franchise that results in substantially 

higher payments to the city for the -- for granting us the 

right to have the pipeline within their streets. 

So I see I've stalled long enough that David has 

the -- David has the map up here. 

So I don't know why it's blinking, David, but it 

is. 

So you know, I'm going to stand up because it 

makes it easier for me to see it. 

Our existing terminal is down here on Riverside 

Avenue -- down here on Riverside Avenue at the 

intersection with Slover. And I'm sure you've all seen 

it. So the existing 8-inch pipeline comes out of that 

terminal. I'm going to trace the existing 8-inch first, 

and then we'll talk about the proposed route and the 

alternatives that we currently have on the table for the 
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new 16-inch as it's proposed. 

So the existing pipeline comes out of the 

terminal, comes down Slover Avenue to Linden. It's the 

red line here. It goes straight up Linden, going up --

David, if you can -- and it just keeps going straight up 

Linden, crosses under the airport, comes up here, part --

right out in front of the high school here, and then it 

goes up and it goes across Lytle Creek and then goes on up 

through the Cajon Pass. 

I think this is the area that we're most 

interested in taking a look at, and I don't think we need 

to go up further. I certainly can if someone would be 

interested. Does anybody want to see up north of Lytle 

Creek where it's going up through the Cajon Pass into the 

desert? Okay. 

So zoom back down to the terminal, and let's talk 

about the alternatives, David. I'm getting dizzy up here. 

So the proposed route is to come out of the 

terminal in a similar fashion, come down Slover Avenue. 

We're not proposing to go up Linden here. It's a little 

harder to cross the freeway there. We're proposing to 

come up through this area here. There's a kind of large 

vacant lot here where we can stage the drill that will be 

needed to go under the railroad and under the freeway. Of 

course the freeway wasn't there when the existing pipeline 
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was built, but it is now; and we can't trench through it, 

we've got to drill underneath it. So we need a fairly 

good size area to set up that horizontal directional 

drill. This vacant lot here provides us with a good place 

to set that up. Okay? 

We would then come across the freeway, come back, 

work our way back to Valley Boulevard. There's two 

alternatives here. The one that we seem to be -- folks 

that we're talking to seem to be leaning to as being 

preferred is for us to angle up Bloomington to Cactus. 

The other alternative was to just go down Valley to Cactus 

and up -- Valley, of course, is a real busy street, and I 

think the thought is that maybe a little disrupt -- less 

disruptive were we to angle up Bloomington to Cactus. In 

talking to the city, they asked that we move off Linden 

and suggested Cactus might be a better -- might be a 

better alternative. 

All right. We can go on up, David. 

We are proposing to just continue up Cactus all 

the way up to Baseline. Okay? We would then come west on 

Baseline. And at this point there are several 

alternatives. One of the alternatives would be to just 

come down to the existing pipeline and go up through the 

airport if the project, you know, to close the airport and 

do a development there takes place in a timeframe that 
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makes that possible. 

Another alternative would be to come up Ayala or 

one of these other streets here and join the existing 

pipeline up further north of the airport. There's a 

disadvantage to that in that as part of the proposed 

development here, the school district is looking at a site 

for a school down in this area, and were we to build the 

pipeline there, they would have the same situation we have 

here and they would need to make adjustments or evaluate 

how they built the school. So they're not -- they don't 

like that alternative too much. 

The city in comments has proposed that we 

evaluate continuing down Baseline to Alder heading north 

on Alder, crossing the 210, coming east on Casmalia, okay, 

and rejoining something in this vicinity. From our 

perspective, any of those are fine. We don't have a 

strong preference. You know, this one is less distance, 

but the amount that the other ones add in distance is 

fairly small compared to the overall project. So a lot of 

it I think will depend on what happens here in the 

airport. City's proposed this, that's fine with us; and 

I'm sure that that will be one of the routes that will be 

evaluated during the EIR process by the BLM and the 

county. 

The last two alternatives to talk about, as I 
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said, one of the alternatives was to come back to the 

8-inch line here near the 210, that we could just go on up 

Linden. The problem with that is the existing pipeline is 

right in front of Carver High School; that would put the 

new pipeline in front of Carver High School as well. So 

we proposed originally when we put the project together 

and an alternative that should be evaluated to instead of 

coming back and going up Linden here, instead to go up 

Locust, which is more of an industry-commercial street, 

that we would go up to Riverside, then come back 

Riverside, double back on Riverside, to meet up with the 

8-inch, and then go across Lytle Creek at that point. 

So those are sort of the project as it's proposed 

right now and the alternatives. The school district has 

suggested that it might be better also to, rather than 

continuing up Linden this way, not Linden, I'm sorry, up 

Cactus on this northern part because Dunn Elementary is 

over just a block or two away from Cactus. It might be 

better to come down Foothill to Cedar. Where's Cedar? 

Somewhere around here. There, there's Cedar. Come down 

Foothill to Cedar and go up Cedar for this last segment. 

That, of course, is a fairly residential area as well, but 

there's no -- I don't think there's any school along that. 

You know, that's just been said to me, I don't know 

that -- I would assume the school district has not yet 
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written to you about that, but I think they will. So that 

will probably be a route that we'll also evaluate. Again, 

that's fine with us as well. 

So part of this whole scoping process is to get 

feedback from the community, interested parties, agencies, 

elected officials, to evaluate, you know, what are the 

concerns about the project, and to make sure that, you 

know, if the project does go, and I think it needs to, 

what's the best route. 

So with that, I will -- I'll stop talking and I 

think we can go back to the questions. 

MR. PLUMPTON: I have a speaker card for 

Terry Thompson. 

MR. THOMPSON: My name is Terry Thompson. I've 

lived in Rialto about 28 years. I've done a little bit of 

research on this, and my concerns come on several levels. 

To begin with, the accident on May 12th, 1989, 

concerning the 14-inch pipeline. I worked for the Rialto 

Police Department at the time and I was present during the 

recovery of that and the emergency response to that 

accident. I'm reading from a document here. I've been 

looking at a document that was put together by the NTSB, 

released from some of the materials from the NTSB 

regarding a series of check valves, particularly at 

varying, it shows MPs, I would assume that's a mile post. 
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MR. CAMPBELL: That's correct. 

MR. THOMPSON: And the failure of those valves. 

And how the failure of those valves contributed to the 

fire and the destruction of the W Street area over there 

in San Bernardino. 

And the question I have is what maintenance has 

been done and what efforts have been made to either 

replace those valves, and are those the same valves that 

are on the 8-inch pipeline that we currently have? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Of course, Kinder Morgan didn't 

own the Calnev system in 1989, as I think you know. My 

understanding is that those valves have been replaced or 

upgraded. Certainly part of this project for this 

construction of this 16-inch will be a thorough review of 

exactly what you're talking about, where do we have block 

valves, where do we have check valves, what kind of check 

valves are they? 

Our objective is to make sure the pipeline is as 

safe as we can make it and engineer it. I'm sure that the 

BLM and the county as well as your elected officials will 

have input into that and have the opportunity to review 

and comment on that. 

So my understanding now, as I said, Kinder Morgan 

didn't own the pipeline at that time, so -- and I wasn't 

employed by the company at that time, but my understanding 
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is that those valves have been upgraded since that time. 

This project offers the opportunity to do even more, to 

make the pipeline system safer. 

MR. THOMPSON: Kinder Morgan didn't own the 

pipeline. Did Arizona Pipeline own it or did Calnev? 

MR. CAMPBELL: I believe the company at the time 

was Calnev, but, again, I'm not an expert on the history 

of who owned the pipe. We've owned and operated it since 

2001. 

MR. THOMPSON: I have a press release here from 

July 30th of 2007 regarding FERC, which is the federal 

agency that regulates what Kinder Morgan charges different 

vendors for pushing this stuff from Colton to Las Vegas; 

and it says in here that the 8-inch diameter pipeline that 

currently serves McCarran Airport will be held for future 

service. Is, in fact, it going to be held for service? 

And it's the older pipeline; am I correct? 

MR. CAMPBELL: It is the older pipeline, that's 

correct. That was put in about 1961. It's currently in 

service, okay. At the end of this project it would be 

idled. Now, it's not going to be removed, it could be 

used for something in the future; we have no plans to use 

it for petroleum transport. The city has expressed some 

interest in it for possibly gray water transport, some 

places people have used pipelines that have been idled for 
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fiber optics, but we have no plans to use that pipeline 

once this project is complete. 

MR. THOMPSON: Have the check valves and the 

block valves on that pipeline been retrofitted since the 

'89 accident? 

MR. CAMPBELL: I don't know the answer to that 

question. It's a good question, and I'll be happy to get 

some contact information from you and I'll follow up and 

get back to you on that. 

MR. THOMPSON: Now, Kinder Morgan had to go to 

FERC in order to obtain a rate increase for the petroleum 

that you push over the hill. That's what's funding this 

project; am I correct? 

MR. CAMPBELL: I'm sorry, I didn't hear that. 

MR. THOMPSON: Kinder Morgan went before FERC, 

F-E-R-C, and asked for a rate increase and obtained a rate 

increase to largely cover the expansion of the pipeline; 

am I correct? 

MR. CAMPBELL: It's correct that our rates are 

regulated by the FERC, the amount that we can charge our 

clients to move their products. It's because it's an 

interstate transportation system; that is regulated by the 

federal government. And we talked to the FERC about the 

possibility of an increase in our tariff associated with 

this project. I don't know all the details. FERC cases 
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are fairly technical with regard to the way the FERC 

regulates it. But my understanding is that we were 

successful in getting approval for an increase in that 

tariff in order to do this project. Now, we wouldn't have 

that unless we do the project. 

MS. SEEHAFER: By the way, you're at your three 

minutes, but I don't think we have that many cards. 

How many did we have, David? 

Keep going. 

MR. THOMPSON: So, I'm reading just the synopsis 

of that, and some of the protests to that increase were by 

the people you deliver the fuel to, the airlines and the 

petroleum companies and the gas companies; am I correct? 

Like Exxon, Coneco? 

MR. CAMPBELL: That's correct. 

MR. THOMPSON: The point I'm making is that the 

City of Rialto, the city I live in has had this thing here 

for nearly half a century, and we've been getting $193 a 

year for a half century for a pipeline that has made you, 

your company and your predecessors, hundreds of millions 

if not billions of dollars. And there's a problem with 

that to begin with. 

And then the second level of my concerns are the 

safety record that Kinder Morgan has. And, I mean, I only 

spent an hour on the internet, and you've had not only the 
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problem that we had here in '89, but you had an '88 spill, 

an accident prior to that in the local area here, and 

you've had others in other states. And the whole -- my 

question would be, the BLM and the county and all these 

regulatory agencies, what oversight are we having to the 

pipeline that's running these products right virtually 

within a mile or a half a mile of my home? 

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, I'll speak to the first 

point, and then I'll let the BLM and the county speak to 

the second one. 

I agree with you that the franchise needs to be 

replaced. And we have made a commitment to your city 

elected officials to negotiate and put in place a new 

franchise that follows the new CPUC rates that will 

dramatically increase the amount of money that our company 

pays the City of Rialto on an annual basis. I would also 

say that we're a major property taxpayer; the franchise 

amount is not the only thing we pay. We pay a lot of 

property taxes on our facility down there, as we should. 

We've made a commitment to the city to upgrade that 

franchise in association with this project. 

I'll let the other folks talk to the safety 

aspects that they'll address in the EIR. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Well, speaking from BLM's 

perspective, as Allan mentioned, the two incidents you 
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particularly allude to were not Kinder Morgan incidents, 

they were previous company incidents; but that is, in 

fact, a major issue and it's not focused on one particular 

company. 

Pipeline safety has been a real high priority for 

the Bureau anyway on public lands, as we've had more and 

more growth in the high desert and there are more and more 

opportunities for third-party incidents to occur. And so 

we aren't responsible for, but other agencies are 

responsible for safety and have seriously upgraded the 

safety requirements on all of our transport companies. 

And as a result, I can just speak from the Barstow field 

office's perspective, they have been doing testing all 

throughout the desert pipeline system and have been 

replacing pipe, preventive replacing pipe throughout that 

system based on that feedback. So there is a lot going on 

and it's from a regulatory perspective outside our agency. 

We do facilitate that activity occurring because it's in 

the public interest to do so. And certainly safety is a 

major factor that we'll be looking at in terms of not only 

routing but also requirements of any pipeline we would 

site in not only metro areas but also out in the desert. 

MR. THOMPSON: Okay. I don't want to keep going 

there, I know there are other people that want to speak. 

It seems apparent to me that the BLM's interest 
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in this was to go around the Desert Tortoise but not go 

around Rialto. And I have a real problem with that, 

because I live here, my family lives here, all these 

people that are sitting out here, and there are not many, 

but there will be in the future, they live here. And I 

think they want the same consideration that the Desert 

Tortoise gets up there in the desert. That's what the 

people of Rialto are going to be wanting as this thing 

progresses down the line. 

With that, I'm through. Thank you. 

MR. ROTTE: I want to go back to two things. One 

of them was the safety aspect. And as the BLM, we don't 

regulate pipeline safety, but I can tell you from my 

experience that we've seen in the Barstow office just in 

the last five years is when they started running the --

what do you call it? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Internal inspection tools? 

MR. ROTTE: -- the internal inspection tool, 

which it looks like an articulated snake that runs through 

the pipeline and it checks for anomalies or unusual things 

in the pipeline walls. And we don't see that and we don't 

regulate that from the BLM, but we have seen in the last 

three to four years where they're coming in with 

additional permits so they can do some pot-holing and dig 

up sections of pipes and actually do a physical inspection 
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of the exterior pipe to see if it's experienced any 

damage. And I think that's as a result of the internal 

inspection tool running through the pipe. So we see a --

within the last three years we've seen a lot more activity 

to ensure safety within the pipeline. 

And the other part is when we look at, from the 

BLM perspective, when we look at protecting the Desert 

Tortoise, the pipeline is going to go through Desert 

Tortoise habitat, so we look at, and through the NEPA 

process, it's what is impacted and how can it be mitigated 

or minimized. And we look at that in not just in the 

Desert Tortoise habitat but also in Rialto and other 

sensitive area that are along the pipeline route and in 

other communities. 

MS. HYKE: Yeah, I'd also like to chip in for the 

county. 

The environmental document is going to review 

seismic concerns because, of course, the San Andreas fault 

has to be crossed. It's going to review emergency 

response type of requirements and who would respond and so 

on, fire issues, water quality issues; and it's not just 

to construct the project, it's also to operate and 

maintain it. So there would be an operations plan 

included. 

So and then what we're talking about, the other 
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agency that actually regulates the pipeline itself is a 

federal agency you might know, sir, the Pipeline Hazardous 

Material Safety Administration; it's like OSHA but it's 

for pipelines themselves. 

MS. SEEHAFER: PHMSA. 

MS. HYKE: Well, it's PHMSA with a PH. Anyways, 

Pipeline Hazardous Safety Materials, it's the Federal 

Department of Transportation, it's one of their groups. 

So did you have any further questions? 

MR. THOMPSON: No. 

MS. HYKE: Well, thank you very much. 

Who's next, David? 

MR. PLUMPTON: Joe Ayala. 

MR. AYALA: Good afternoon. My name is Joe 

Ayala, and I'm a resident of Rialto, more specifically, 

Rancho Verde area. I'm also a member of the Municipal 

Advisory Board. And I mentioned to the board that I was 

the resident -- the members of the board and the 

participants of the meetings that I would show up to this 

meeting and just hear what the project had to offer and go 

back and share information. 

I do know that Rialto has had some problems with 

perchlorate in the wells. Many wells have had to close 

because of contaminants. So we've been under -- we've had 

some troubled times with our water. And we've also had 
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difficulties in getting private companies in helping us 

with those problems that they caused for us and set 

precedence. So with that in mind, you're coming into an 

area that is hard to sell to the residents, and I think we 

need to do a little better job, especially when they find 

out that the company's only paying $187 a year for the 

franchise fee. It's kind of insulting. 

Just with that in mind, and I know I'm limited 

with time, I was just writing down a few notes, I know 

we're going to have an environmental impact report. I 

hope it's written in plain language so the average 

citizens can understand what is being said. I hope 

they're respected. I too am a resident here and I'm 

concerned for future years. 

The main concern is the seismic report. We're so 

close to the San Andreas fault, and let's say we do have a 

rupture. You know, we got to say to ourselves, we have a 

rupture, who's going to be in charge of correcting that 

problem? And are we going to need any special equipment? 

And nothing's been said in that area. So I think we need 

to address that and somehow let our local fire departments 

know that they're going to get some support so that we can 

pass that information down to our residents. 

We do have to consider those residents with a 

pipeline going through their backyards, what the impact is 
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on their property values. We struggle out here in Rialto 

to try to make ends meet. We're not Beverly Hills, and we 

just feel like we're a target sometimes. I know Beverly 

Hills would treat this a little different. 

The safety record might be a concern. Maybe 

there needs to be new reports written in terms of this 

cathodic protection which measures the I.D. of the pipe. 

This is something new. A lot of us probably aren't 

engineers, we're not aware of this; but that looks like a 

move in the right direction. I'm just hoping that these 

reports also come out in a way that the average resident 

can feel safe, so that they're written in plain language. 

Because a lot of us, let's face it, in our everyday lives, 

we look at the number of people that we have here tonight, 

we're just a small representation, because we have other 

obligations. 

So in summary, we need something safe and we need 

to do a better job to sell to our residents. And I thank 

you for this opportunity. 

MR. CAMPBELL: I appreciate your comments. You 

know, I would reiterate that from my perspective, doing 

the project increases the safety of the pipeline system. 

There's a pipeline there right now. And it's an 

opportunity to upgrade, make it a state-of-the-art 

pipeline. We're doing it to increase the capacity; I 
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mean, that's the reason. We think the existing pipeline 

is safe, but we think we can make it up to current 

technology, new steel, new coatings, so forth and so on. 

I had mentioned a couple times we're going to 

negotiate a new franchise with the city. It's going to 

dramatically increase the amount we pay. We also pay a 

lot of property taxes. The city has given us some awards 

in that area. 

With regard to water, I have a meeting scheduled 

with several members of the city and the water district, I 

don't really understand the structure that well, but a 

couple people to look at where are your wells located, 

where are we routing the pipe, to make sure that we 

consider that to the extent that we can. I know there's a 

lot of wells in the City of Rialto, we probably can't stay 

away from all of them, but it's at least something we 

should understand and put on the table when we're routing, 

because we may be able to make some small changes that 

would be smart and should be done. So it is something 

that we are taking a look at. I appreciate it. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Patricia Salas. 

MS. SALAS: Hello, ladies and gentlemen. My name 

is Patricia Salas, and I live right here on the pipeline. 

I have three houses setting within 42 foot of the sidewalk 

right out here. I have four grandkids, a daughter, a 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 



         

         

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 1  

 2  

 3  

 4  

 5  

 6  

 7  

 8  

 9  

10  

11  

12  

13  

14  

15  

16  

17  

18  

19  

20  

21  

22  

23  

24  

25  

                                                            47 

son-in-law, a set of tenants, my husband and my mother. 

I'm not in a hurry to blow up, and I know that Kinder 

Morgan is not in a hurry to blow me up either. Anyway, we 

need to make this pipeline safe for everybody that goes to 

school here, that lives in this neighborhood here and that 

plays little league across the street. 

Over the past couple of months, since I found out 

about the new expansion, I have done some research and I 

have found that safety is something that we all need to be 

aware of whenever it comes to the pipeline. And I 

understand that we need the fuel and Las Vegas needs the 

fuel, so I'm not trying to stop progress. But we're 

asking Kinder Morgan, the Bureau of Land Management, the 

County of San Bernardino to run the new pipeline on a 

planned alternate route of like Alder or Locust instead of 

right up Linden through here. 

Kinder Morgan, you guys, your safety record's not 

the most -- the best. Pipeline incidents can result in a 

loss of life, serious injury, property damage, 

environmental damage. Over a three-year period from '99 

to 2001, hazardous liquids ran through pipelines resulted 

in an annual average of two deaths, 11 injuries, and $97 

million in property damage. May of '89 we had the train 

derail, and I'm not blaming you guys for any of this, 

okay, over in San Bernardino. It killed four people. And 
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then three weeks later they ended up with an explosion of 

the pipeline killing two more people, destroying ten homes 

and injuring dozens of people. 

2004, there was a gas -- let's see 123,000 gallon 

spill at the Suisan Marsh in Solano County. In 

February 2000 there was another 76,000 gallon spill in the 

Oakland inner harbor in Alameda. And in April of 2005 

there was another 300 gallon spill in Summit Creek. On 

November of 2000 a pipeline carrying gasoline exploded and 

it killed five workers, seriously injuring another four in 

Walnut Creek, California. 

Here on Linden my family and I have stopped 

Southern California Edison from digging twice, as they 

wanted to set poles. The company that City of Rialto 

contracted with to build the sidewalks across the street, 

I had to stop them from digging until they contacted Dig 

Alert. The moving of our mailboxes whenever they wanted 

to build the high school here, we had to stop them from 

digging and setting new mailboxes on the other side of the 

street without calling Dig Alert. So we take living on 

the pipeline seriously. 

And also, this pipeline is no longer as well 

marked as it really should be. We have concerns for 

external events such as pipeline failure, human, machine 

intrusion, which is outside of you guys, I understand. We 
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have to worry about local and state governments, that you 

adopt better practices such as identified by the CGA Best 

Practices Guide that encourage better visibility of 

transmission lines, major distribution lines in all real 

estate transactions, one-call centers that have 

facilitated the reduction of pipeline breaks due to 

excavation damage. Another thing, our municipal 

workforces, we have it set up to where they have to call 

Dig Alert first. 

And I was wondering what kind of -- exactly what 

all is Kinder Morgan doing to protect the pipelines? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Thank you, Patricia. They're very 

good points, that we're obviously transporting hazardous 

materials, gasoline is a flammable liquid. We've made a 

lot of efforts and increased our efforts over the course 

of the past five years to increase the safety of our 

pipeline system. I think the project is an opportunity to 

route the pipeline in a more intelligent fashion than 

perhaps it is right now, and getting your input on that 

process, talking to your city officials is all part of 

that process to make sure we come up with the best, most 

sensible, safest routing, the safest construction 

standards, dealing with block valves, check valves, those 

kinds of things. 

There's a lot of things Kinder Morgan does on an 
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annual basis through our internal inspection. We've 

increased our right-of-way defense efforts. We've 

increased the width of the areas we require our inspector 

to physically -- not just to know about and go out and 

mark, but to physically be on site when someone is digging 

near our pipeline. That used to be a ten-foot stand-off; 

we've increased that to 25 feet in response to one of the 

specific events that you mentioned, Patricia, because of 

the concern of third-party hits on our pipeline. So we're 

patrolling our pipeline more. We're physically being 

present when people are digging near it more. 

During this project, we want to work with the 

community and our oversight agencies on routing, on 

construction standards, on the design of the valves and 

check valves so that we can build the safest pipeline 

system that we can. So, I mean, that's what we're 

attempting to do here. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And if I could just add something. 

You made some very good comments, you made very specific 

comments about some alternatives that you wanted us to 

consider. We already have identified several alternatives 

based on earlier feedback from various forums. The Bureau 

will not identify a preferred alternative until after the 

completion of our analysis. So we do not have a preferred 

alternative. What we have is what Calnev originally came 
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into our office, this was their -- the route that they 

proposed. And through this process, you can see we're 

beginning to get more and more different options to take a 

look at. 

And so I would certainly encourage you and any 

comments you make, whether verbal here or written, to be 

as specific as possible if you want us to look at specific 

alternatives, because that will form the basis of our 

range of alternatives; but certainly, the BLM will not 

identify a preferred alternative until the completion of 

the analysis when we're getting ready to release the draft 

EIS. So there's nothing right now that's set in stone. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Joseph Davis. 

MR. DAVIS: I'm Joseph Davis, Deputy 

Superintendent at the Rialto Unified School District. We 

have put in writing some alternatives to the BLM Barstow 

office that was done on June 12th, but I'd also like to 

put these into the record. 

Since the scoping meeting on April 30th, a new 

route to the pipeline has been recommended to Calnev. 

This was presented and discussed at a meeting held between 

district representatives and Calnev representative 

Mr. Campbell on June 12th. The new route being presented 

at the scoping meeting tonight, the proposal proposes to 

run pipeline north on Cactus, west on Baseline, north on 
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Ayala, east on Casmalia, and then again north on Locust. 

Part of this plan could impact an existing elementary 

school and it would violate Education Code 17213. 

We are recommending an adjustment to the route by 

running the route north on Cactus, west on Foothill, north 

on Cedar, west on Baseline, north on Alder, east on 

Casmalia to Locust, north to Riverside Avenue. We've 

attached a map and also made a representation there in the 

pink line on the map. 

We also are requesting verbiage to place in the 

franchise agreement that states that if the 8-inch 

pipeline located on Linden is put back in service, that it 

be put back into service excluding petroleum products. 

The suggested uses for this pipeline, we'd work with the 

city, but it could be gray water, fiber, and those types 

of things. 

So we do appreciate the pre-meeting that Morgan 

had with the school district and gave us time to work with 

them and have input to make sure that the safety of the 

students in our schools are protected, especially with the 

changes in some of the new laws such as the education code 

that I mentioned. 

MR. PLUMPTON: Richard Sierra. 

MR. SIERRA: Good evening, everybody. My name is 

Richard Sierra, Jr., and I'm a business manager for 
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labor's Union Local 783 based in San Bernardino, 

California. I also serve as a president for the Riverside 

and the San Bernardino counties' building trades. I'm a 

life-long resident in Fontana. I currently reside at 

18115 Cummings Street, which is between Maple and Locust 

Avenue, just on the outskirts of Rialto. 

The revised routes, or possible routes to reroute 

that line either to Locust or Alder would be in very close 

proximity to where I live. I don't have a problem with 

that. I've been an officer of our union since 1996 and in 

that time we've probably built along with the other crafts 

here represented, operating engineers, the Teamsters, the 

UA Pipe Fitters, 10 or 15 projects employing hundreds of 

local people. 

Now, ladies and gentlemen, I am a neighbor in 

Fontana. I understand the safety concerns. I was working 

in the field when that Duffy Street disaster occurred. I 

think what has to be kept in mind is what preceded that 

disaster was a derailment by a Burlington Northern 

Santa Fe Railroad. 

But nonetheless, we are in a recession right now, 

construction is heavily impacted at this time. Keep in 

mind, ladies and gentlemen, companies across this nation 

are outsourcing jobs. This is a project that would employ 

literally hundreds of people, local people who live in 
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Fontana, Rialto, Colton, Redlands and on and on. So I'm 

here to support this project. We want it built safely, 

respecting the environment, the citizenry of the local 

governments, and would help and assist in any way we could 

to make sure that happens. 

Thank you for your time. 

MS. SEEHAFER: That's all the cards we have up 

here. Does anybody else wish to speak? 

Come on up and introduce yourself, we'll trust 

you, and then we'll come back to the lady here. 

MR. BALDERRAMA: My name is Don Balderrama, and 

I'm a Rialto resident since 1979. One of my concerns and 

the concern of others is the safety factor of these 

pipelines running through our city and the proposed Kinder 

Morgan pipeline expansion. To be honest with you, I 

didn't know anything about these pipelines. I asked 

people, did you know we have some, you know, pipelines 

going through Linden Avenue? No. And I'm just wondering, 

since 1961 we had these pipelines running through our city 

and none of us knew anything about it. How is this 

possible? I don't know. So anyway, I have some 

questions. 

For example, what happens with the fuel residual 

if we have a tragic event such as the 1989 Duffy Street 

explosion in San Bernardino? How much fuel would be 
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ejected from the affected pipelines? How is this fuel 

recovered? How soon and how much is retracted from the 

ground before it pollutes our water? How far apart are 

the automatic shut-offs? How often is there maintenance? 

How often are these shut-offs checked and updated? What 

were the findings found in the Duffy incident and what was 

done? What emergency plans are in place in case a similar 

tragic incident happens in Rialto? Have the proper 

authorities, police and fire departments, school 

personnel -- Carver High School is near the pipelines, we 

already know that -- the Rialto community, especially the 

ones living along the pipelines, been given emergency 

procedures information, what to do, where to go? 

And I listened to the proposed routing around 

here, all this zig-zagging. I don't know about you, but I 

think a straight line is safer than going zig-zagging all 

over the city; that's the way I see it. So I just don't 

see the purpose of this zig-zagging through the city. I 

really don't. 

And finally, is Kinder Morgan at the present time 

informing and working with the above-named personnel in 

case we have an incident right at this moment, right at 

this moment, or are you guys waiting for something to 

happen? 

Thank you. 
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MR. CAMPBELL: You know, the pipeline is marked 

out there. On your way out I encourage you to take a --

well, one, please pick up one of the pipeline safety 

brochures that I brought that were out on the table, I 

don't know if you picked one up. It shows what our 

pipeline markers look like. And as you drive out Linden, 

please do take a look. You'll see markers along the side 

of the road there. 

You know, public information is something that 

has been really increasing in the pipeline area over the 

course of the past five years. Our regulatory agency 

requires us to do public outreach, to do mailers to people 

who are on our pipeline route. Those are fairly new 

regulations that are just starting to kind of get going to 

make sure that the public is informed. You know, the 

point that you make, that you didn't even know it was 

there, some of those regulations are designed to address 

that. 

With regard to city, fire and first response 

personnel, we do pretty regular drills. I don't know 

exactly if it's annual or biannual, but we do pretty 

regular drills with fire departments and other first 

responders who need to know about our pipeline, need to 

know about what to do in the event of a pipeline 

emergency. 
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We also have a fairly extensive contingency 

management plan that deals with exactly what you're 

talking about, what do we do, which agencies get called, 

what's the process; so we have a good incident command if, 

God forbid, we have that situation. Obviously we want to 

avoid that situation, but we need to be prepared for it as 

well, and I agree. 

MR. BALDERRAMA: Okay. Thank you very much. 

Again, information, we need information. And 

please, when you write this information, write it that 

people can read it, don't pull out this jargon in there 

that you have to figure it out like a crossword puzzle, 

no, write it so we can read it and let us know, okay? As 

long as you let us know, I have no problem with it. 

Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Lady up front. 

MS. TAYLOR: Good evening. Can everyone hear me? 

I don't have much of a voice right now. My name is 

Christina Taylor. I'm here this evening representing the 

City of Rialto. And first of all, I want to thank all the 

residents for coming out this evening and expressing your 

concerns. 

And I also want to thank the BLM and the County 

of San Bernardino for honoring our request to extend the 

notice of presentation period and holding this additional 
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meeting for our residents. We do appreciate that. 

I'm not going to comment to anything that needs a 

response, but we did submit a letter on May 12th during 

the original comment time, and we did not provide it to 

all the residents here, all the residents in the affected 

area, so what I want to do is just read some of the 

pertinent information into the record. And then I've 

offered to provide it to any of the residents who would 

like to have this; we have it available at City Hall. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the 

notice of preparation for a Draft Environmental Impact 

Report for the Calnev Pipeline expansion. The proposed 

expansion and reconstruction of 233 miles of pipeline, 

part of which traverses the City of Rialto, is of concern 

to the City. Of particular concern is the proposed new 

16-inch diameter pipeline. The City of Rialto has 

developed a preliminary list of issues and concerns which 

are relevant to this project. We appreciate your 

willingness to work with the City to address these 

concerns in a mutually-acceptable manner. 

The first concern identified is with land use. 

The proposed location of the pipeline is incompatible with 

many of the existing and proposed land uses within the 

City. The City has several large-scale planning projects 

as well as existing residential and commercial areas that 
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could be severely impacted by this project. The EIR 

should analyze and discuss an alternative pipeline 

alignment of west on Baseline Road to Alder Avenue, north 

on Alder Avenue to Casmalia Street, east on Casmalia 

Street to Locust and north from there. 

The second category of which there is concern is 

traffic and circulation. The proposed construction period 

for the pipeline within the City of Rialto has the 

potential to significantly impact the city's residents and 

businesses through the disruption of major routes into and 

out of the city. 

The third area of concern is water quality. The 

city is already facing severe water quality issues and is 

concerned that the construction of a pipeline carrying 

hazardous materials will further impact the quality of 

water the city provides to its residents. 

And the last area of concern was toxic or 

hazardous materials. Due to the nature of the material 

being transported through the city, staff has requested 

that several alternative routes be considered in order to 

minimize the overall effect the project will have on the 

residents and businesses within the city. The nature of 

the materials also necessitates the need for safety 

measures such as automatic shut-off valves or other 

emergency safety measures. 
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In order to maintain the visual quality existing 

within the community and the improvements that are 

anticipated as a result of forthcoming developments, 

consideration needs to be given to the need for 

landscaping and street improvements along the proposed 

alignment route. 

The construction of the new 16-inch diameter pipe 

will also require the establishment of a new franchise 

agreement with the City of Rialto. 

And the rest of the letter just goes on to 

request the extension of the comment period time, 

et cetera, et cetera. 

So many of our comments you guys have already 

made a very valiant attempt to address, and we just wanted 

to reiterate to the residents that we have made an attempt 

to address the concerns with the alignment and the other 

issues that we know everyone is concerned about. And we'd 

also like to let everybody know we are available both to 

the residents and to BLM and County of San Bernardino if 

there's anything you should need from the City. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Does anybody else wish to speak? 

First hand I saw. 

MS. AGUILAR: Good evening. I am Lissinia 

Aguilar, and I am a resident of Rialto. Many of the 

things that you have addressed, I mean, I had a few points 
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that I wanted to talk about tonight, but you have 

addressed them, but I just want to stress that we are 

concerned about our safety. 

We -- you know, I was doing my -- some other 

citizens of Rialto were doing research on pipelines, 

transmission pipelines, and we found several studies that 

indicate that when pipelines are installed in places 

where, you know, people live, in developed areas, the 

risks increase greatly, you know, because of in case of an 

explosion. So we just want to make sure that you install 

the pipelines in areas that are less developed, that will 

reduce the contact of the public, of the residents with 

the pipeline. Because like Patty mentioned, Patricia 

Salas mentioned, she has had to stop different agencies, 

different people, you know, from digging; and so we are 

very, very concerned. 

And I live a few blocks from the pipeline; and I 

mean, it's not only me, but it's my neighbors, my friends, 

everybody who lives in the neighborhood, you know, the 

students of the school. And so I just want to make sure 

that whoever, all the parties involved in this project, 

are aware and keep the safety of this community, the 

safety of the people in this community in mind when you 

make your decisions, because we are the ones, we are the 

ones who are going to have to live with the consequences 
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of your decisions. 

I mean, so you are going to leave tonight, you'll 

make your decisions, you go home, but we have to stay 

here, we have to live here, and if something happens, we 

are the ones who are either going to get killed or, I 

don't know, you know, anything could happen. So I urge 

you, I encourage you to take that into consideration. 

Also, another thing is the -- that the school --

the school, or the pipeline is not in compliance with the 

California Code of Regulation Title V, Section 14010, 

letter H, that states that the school facility or the site 

should not be located near an above groundwater or fuel 

storage tank or within 1500 feet from the easement of an 

above or underground pipeline that can pose a safety 

hazard. And so you need to move that pipeline away from 

the schools. It cannot be near the elementary school, 

near the middle school or near the high school. So I 

think that is a must. That pipeline on Linden has to be 

moved regardless. 

And once again, I encourage you to take, you 

know, our comments into account. And I look forward and I 

think the residents of Rialto look forward to reading your 

review, once the EIS is completed. And also, like other 

people who have spoken here say, write it in simple 

language; that way the average citizen can understand it. 
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And because we want to make sure that everyone is informed 

or at least most of us are informed so we can make a good 

decision. Thank you. 

THE REPORTER: Could you state your name one more 

time, please. 

MS. AGUILAR: Lissinia Aguilar. 

THE REPORTER: Thank you. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Thank you very much. I saw 

another hand. 

MS. THOMPSON: Good evening. I'm Kathy Thompson. 

I've also lived here in the city for about 28 years. 

I have a couple of specific questions but one 

comment. I believe it was Mr. Campbell who said that 

there's an annual training session that is held with fire 

departments and other entities with regards to safety 

response. Could you tell me when the last time was that 

you held one of these in the City of Rialto? 

MR. CAMPBELL: You know, I can't, because I don't 

schedule it, but I would happy to get that information. 

And again, I'm not sure of the frequency, I don't know if 

it's annual or biannual, I would need to have one of our 

operations people that deal with that, that's not part of 

my, you know, job responsibilities, that's handled by 

operations folks, probably down at the terminal that's in 

Rialto down on Riverside Avenue, but I'd be happy to get 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 
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that information. 

MS. THOMPSON: Well, I would appreciate that, 

because you said that it involved fire and other entities, 

which certainly I would think for emergency response would 

include police departments, and I'm a police department 

lieutenant here in the city and I have been here for 23 

years and I've never been involved in any kind of a safety 

response team drill in 23 years. So I would appreciate 

that information if you could get that to me. I'll give 

you my phone number. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Great, thanks. 

MS. SEEHAFER: And also, I'd just like to say, I 

can't speak to Rialto, but we just had one in Barstow. It 

was out at the BNSF yard where the facility is in Barstow; 

but it doesn't just involve Kinder Morgan, it's several 

different companies that host this, all that involve 

safety concerns to do with our utility infrastructure. 

But I know in Barstow we have had them annually and we've 

had quite a bit of emergency response participation, but I 

can't speak down here in Rialto. 

MS. THOMPSON: My sister's family in Barstow will 

be happy to hear that, but I'd like to know that we're 

having them here in Rialto also. 

MR. CAMPBELL: Great. 

MS. THOMPSON: How would we go about getting a 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 
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copy of the recording from tonight's meeting? 

MS. SEEHAFER: We're putting this together in a 

scoping report. At the end of the comment period, which 

is July 1st, David will be compiling that scoping report, 

and the county and I will be reviewing it and then posting 

it on the internet. And if you don't have access to the 

internet and would like a copy, you can just put your name 

and make a request on the comment form. 

MS. THOMPSON: Okay. Where on the internet would 

that be available? 

MS. SEEHAFER: On our -- well, on both the county 

website, San Bernardino County website, and on BLM Barstow 

website. 

MS. THOMPSON: And that will be sometime after 

July 1st. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Yes. 

MR. ROTTE: It will be a little while. 

MS. SEEHAFER: It's usually -- it takes us four 

weeks to compile all those comments and put them in the 

format and then identify responses that really tell you 

how we intend to respond to your comments in the document. 

MS. THOMPSON: Okay. Thank you. You mentioned 

that it would be approximately one million labor hours to 

construct this. If this project is approved, which I'm 

sure it will be in some kind of capacity, when would it 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 
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start and when would it end? 

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, of course, we've got to get 

through the NEPA/CEQA process first. And then we've got 

to get the various other permits, we need a franchise from 

San Bernardino County, we need to get our franchise, new 

franchise in place with the City of Rialto. So on our 

project schedule we're anticipating construction to begin 

probably early 2010, late 2009 or early 2010 is what our 

expectation is. Then the construction process we believe 

will take about a year with the new pipeline being in 

service probably in early 2011. 

MS. THOMPSON: Okay. I think the last thing I 

have is I understand this is something that's necessary to 

transport these fuels. Just a statement. That when it --

for alternative routes, I agree with what Christina Taylor 

said about moving it to the recommended changes from what 

the city recommended, because it sounds like it would be 

the least populated area and probably the safest way to do 

it, so -- I can't remember the streets, but it sounded 

much more reasonable than bringing it up through most of 

the neighborhoods. Thank you. 

MR. ROTTE: All right. Sir, if you'd like to 

speak, please come up to the podium. 

MR. MARTIN: My name is Terry Martin. I'm a 

representative for the United Association Local 250. We 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 
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have approximately 2,000 members that live in Riverside, 

San Bernardino County. I couldn't find one that lived in 

Rialto, though, darn it, I would have brought him. 

But, you know, I heard the concerns, and the 

concerns I hear all the time are the same with the 

pipeline safety, are the past accidents. You know, if you 

were to look at a map of the pipelines going through every 

town, even in Beverly Hills, and there's 60,000 miles of 

gas pipeline alone that's been in the ground 50 years or 

longer that hasn't been replaced. 

They mentioned this 8-inch pipeline was built in 

1961. Well, welding rod has changed also, and the welding 

procedures, the testing, the X-ray, everything is 

improved. The smart pig they're talking about, we call 

them a pig, it's -- what it is, it's a bullet-looking 

thing that goes -- a pig is a bullet thing that goes 

through a pipeline usually to clean it out. This one goes 

through to measure the thickness and inferiorities, any 

faults in the pipeline, any pressure that's lost, you 

know, there may be a leak, so it's highly technical. 

Our welders who would possibly be working on this 

pipeline, we do approximately, in California, over 99 

percent of the work for Kinder Morgan. Our welders are 

not allowed to work on production welds unless they've had 

five years' experience. And that's on at school. We have 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 
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a five-year apprenticeship program, two nights a week, 

nine months out of the year, and the training center's 

open five days a week. We have one center over here in 

Colton; it's Western Regional. Our pipeline school is 

located in Los Angeles. Many of our pipeline welders work 

nuclear powerhouse work, they do industrial work. But 

they say no test is harder than the Kinder Morgan test; 

when they get by that test, they know they can weld. 

So I have all the confidence in the world, if one 

of our signatory contractors is awarded this project as 

well as the station work with it, that the manpower in 

regards to labor, your pipe fitters, your welders, your 

laborers, your Teamsters, your operating engineers, would 

be done professionally and in a safe manner. So we are 

fully in support of this project. Thank you very much. 

MS. SEEHAFER: Would anybody else like to speak? 

Well, we really appreciate all the comments you 

had. You had some really helpful comments both at the 

meeting and in your written comments beforehand and I 

appreciate your offering to sit down with the county and 

us and Kinder Morgan and one on one in small groups too 

for us to better understand some of the specific issues 

with different local officials and the school board. And 

so thank you for taking your time out of your busy 

schedules. And we look forward to getting any written 

PETERS SHORTHAND REPORTING CORPORATION (916) 362-2345 
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1 comments that we have not from those of you we have not 

yet heard from. 

         Thank you. 

         MS. HYKE: If you haven't signed up, again, you 

can sign up in the lobby on your way out. Thanks very 

much. 

         MR. CAMPBELL: We're going to be standing around 

for a while. If anybody has any one-on-one questions, 

please don't hesitate, we're happy to chat with you. 

              (Thereupon, the June 18, 2008, 

              Public Scoping Meeting of the 

            Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

                       Joint EIS/EIR 

               was adjourned at 8:10 p.m.) 
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 CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER 

I, TROY RAY, an Electronic Reporter, do hereby certify 

that I am a disinterested person herein; that I recorded 

the foregoing Bureau of Lands Management Public Scoping 

Meeting; that thereafter the recording was transcribed. 

I further certify that I am not counsel or attorney 

for any of the parties to said Public Scoping Meeting, or 

in any way interested in the outcome of said Public 

Scoping Meeting. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 

26th day of June, 2008. 
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Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 

County of San Bernardino 


Public Scoping Meeting 

Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project Joint EIS/EIR 

April 1, 2008: Rialto Middle School, Rialto, CA 

AGENDA 
6:00 – 8:00 

6:00 to 6:30 Open House 

6:30 to 7:00 Presentation 
Introductions and Meeting Purpose Edy Seehafer, BLM 

Carrie Hyke, County of San Bernardino 

Project Overview Allan Campbell, Kinder Morgan Energy Partners, L.P. 
David Marx, URS 

Environmental Review Process  Dave Plumpton, E&E 
            Joint NEPA/CEQA Process 
            Scope of EIS/EIR 
            Opportunities for Public Comment 

 Public Comments 
Next steps & Other Opportunities for Public Comment 
Closing Remarks Edy Seehafer, BLM 

Carrie Hyke, County of San Bernardino 
Dave Plumpton, E&E 

Until 8:00 Open House 

Documents - Project NOI/NOP 
Currently 
Available 

BLM Documents are available at: 
http://www.BLM.gov/ca/st/en/fo/barstow.html 

County of San Bernardino documents available at: 

http://www.co.san-bernardino.ca.us/landuseservices/Public%20Notices/Projects/Projects.htm

 or by calling  (909) 387-4147 

For More 
Information Edythe Seehafer, 760-252-6021, or eseehafe@blm.gov 

Carrie Hyke, 909-387-4371, or chyke@lusd.sbcounty.gov 



 

      Bureau of Land Management / County of San Bernardino 
Public Scoping Meeting 

Calnev Pipeline Extension Project Joint EIS/EIR 
Rialto, CA – April, 1 2008
 Note: Before including your address, telephone number, 

e-mail address, or other personal identifying information 
in your comment, you should be aware that your entire 
comment, including your personal identifying  
information, may be made publicly available at any 
time. While you may ask us in your comment to 
withhold your personal identifying information from  
public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able 
to do so. All submissions from individuals identifying 
themselves as representatives or officials of 
organizations or businesses will be  made available for 
public inspection in their entirety 

COMMENTS
 

Thank you for participating in tonight’s Public Scoping Meeting on the Calnev  Pipeline Expansion Project Joint EIS/EIR 
Your comments on the scope and focus of the environmental review are encouraged. 

Name (please print legibly): 

Affiliation (if applicable): 

Phone: Email: 

Mailing Address: 

City, State, Zip: 

COMMENTS:
 
What issues should be addressed in this environmental document?
 

Send comments to: BLM Barstow Field Office, attn: Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator,  
2601 Barstow Road, Barstow, CA 92311 (760) 252-6021, by fax at (760) 252-6099 or by e-mail at eseehafe@ blm.gov. 



COMMENTS (Continued) 



Bureau of Land Management and County of San Bernardino 

Public Scoping Meeting 


Calnev Expansion Project Joint EIS/EIR 

April 1, 2008: Rialto Middle School, Rialto, CA 


CONT CT N O M T ON 
Name (Please Print Legibly): 

Affiliation: 

Mailing Address:  

City, State, Zip: 

Phone: 

Email: 
M N  ST 
Notices 
Would you like to receive notices about the Project?  Yes  No 
If yes, please send me notices by (select one): Regular Mail  Email 

lease indicate an  other re uests 
ra t and inal E S E s ____________________________________________

Would you like to receive a CD copy of the Draft and Final EIS /EIRs  
when they are ready?   Yes  No 

Bureau of Land Management and County of San Bernardino 

Public Scoping Meeting 


Calnev Expansion Project Joint EIS/EIR 

April 1, 2008: Rialto Middle School, Rialto, CA 
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Notices Yes  No 
Would you like to receive notices about the Project?  Regular Mail  Email 
If yes, please send me notices by (select one): 

lease indicate an  other re uests _____________________________ra t and inal E S E s 
Would you like to receive a CD copy of the Draft and Final EIS/EIRs   Yes  No when they are ready?  

______________
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Rialto, CA – April, 1 2008 Rialto, CA – April, 1 2008 

Note: Before including your address, telephone number, e-mail 
address, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, you should be aware that your entire comment, 
including your personal identifying information, may be made 
publicly available at any time. While you may ask us in your 
comment to withhold your personal identifying information from 
public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 
All submissions from individuals identifying themselves as 
representatives or officials of organizations or businesses will be 
made available for public inspection in their entirety 

Presentation starting prPresentation starting promptly at 6:30 PMomptly at 6:30 PM (PLEASE PRINT (PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY) LEGIBLY)
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Public Scoping Meeting 
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April 1, 2008: Rialto Middle School, Rialto, CA 


SPEAKER CARD 
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Thank you for coming to the 

Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project Joint EIS/EIR 


Public Scoping Meetings
 
•	 Please… 

–	 Sign in at the table near the entrance 
–	 Pick up copies of meeting materials 
–	 Fill out a speaker card if you would like to provide an oral 

comment 
–	 Pick up comment cards to make written comments 

• Drop off at the end of the meeting, or 
• Mail or fax the card later 

–	 Hold all comments until the end of the presentation 
–	 Scoping Period Ends – May 17, 2008 



Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and the County of San Bernardino 

present: 

Public Scoping Meetings 
for the 

Joint EIS/EIR 
MEETING LOCATIONS 

Tuesday, April 1st Wednesday, April 2nd Thursday, April 3rd Wednesday, April 30th 
Rialto Middle School Victor Elementary Parkdale Community Rialto High School 

324 N. Palm Ave. School District - Center 595 S Eucalyptus Avenue 
Rialto, CA Nisqualli Room 3200 Ferndale Street Rialto, CA 

15115 Nisqualli Rd Las Vegas, NV 
Victorville, CA 

All meetings are scheduled to take place from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 



Agenda
 
• 6:00 – 6:30 p.m. Open House 
• 6:30 – 7:00 p.m. Presentation 

Introductions and Meeting Purpose• 
Project Overview• 
Environmental Review Process• 

– Joint NEPA/CEQA process 
– BLM Plan Amendment Process 
– Scope of EIS/EIR 
– Opportunities for public comment 

Public Comments• 
Next Steps & Other Opportunities• 
for Public Comment 
Closing Remarks• 

• until 8:00 p.m. Open House 



Who Are We?
 
•	 Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 

–	 Edy Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator, Barstow Field Office 
•	 San Bernardino County Land Use Services

Department 
–	 Carrie Hyke, Advance Planning Division, Environmental & Mining

Section 
•	 Ecology and Environment, Inc. 

– Third party consultant on behalf of BLM and the County 
•	 Calnev Pipeline Company, LLC 

–	 Project Applicant 
•	 URS 

–	 Agent representing Calnev 



Project Overview 

Purpose and Need 

• Ongoing growth in High 
Desert and Las Vegas will 
require additional refined 
petroleum products in next 
several years 

•Calnev Pipeline System is 
the primary means of 
delivery of these products 
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Project Overview 
Project Location 

•Current system: 8- 
inch and 14-in  ch 
pipelines from 
Colton to Las Vegas 

Construction 
Process 

•12 months of total 
construction time 
•Urban 
•Rural 



Project Overview
 

Products and Delivery Points

Products transported 
Gasoline• 
Diesel Fuel • 
Jet Fuel • 

Delivery points 
Edwards AFB• 
SCLA (formerly George• AFB)
BNSF Barstow• 
Barstow Terminal• 
Marine Corps Logistics• Base 
McCarran Airport• 
Las Vegas Terminal• 
Nellis AFB• 



Project Overview 

•Current system capacity: approx. 156 MBPD 

•Proposed System: existing 14-inch and approx. 
233 miles new 16-inch from Colton to Las Vegas 

•New system capacity: approx. 200 MBPD 

•8-inch pipeline to be idled in place 

•Terminals/Pump stations: 
- Colton (existing) 
- Barstow (existing) 
- Baker (new) 
- Valley Wells / Cima (existing) 
- Las Vegas (existing) 



Why Are We Here? 
The Purpose of Public Scoping 

• Give a project overview 

Solicit Public Feedback 

Allow the public to voice their opinions 

Use this feedback to focus analysis 

• 

• 

• 



Environmental Review 

• The Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) 
is the NEPA lead 
agency 
County of San 
Bernardino is the 
CEQA lead agency 

• 



Agency Actions Under Consideration 

• BLM: 
– Right-of-Way Grant 
– Amendment to California 

Desert Conservation Area Plan
(CDCA) 

County: 
– Conditional Use Permit 
– Franchise Agreement 

 

• 



NEPA/CEQA Objectives 

• Identify key issues to focus 
analysis 
Identify reasonable 
alternatives for analysis 
Present environmental 
impacts of proposed project 
and alternatives 
Identify ways to avoid or 
reduce environmental impacts 
Inform the agency decision-
making process 
Encourage public participation

• 

• 

• 

• 

•  



Preparation of the EIS/EIR 
(Six Stages) 

1. Notice of Intent/Notice of Preparation
(March14, 2008) 
Scoping Period (ends May 17, 2008) 
Draft EIS/EIR (public review Fall 2008) 
Draft EIS/EIR Public Comment Period
(90 days) 
Final EIS/EIR (Spring 2009) 
Record of Decision/ Notice of
Determination (60 days after final EIS/EIR) 

2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 
6. 
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BLM Process
 

•	 BLM will use the Public Scoping period to 
inform it’s decision on designating a 
“Preferred Project Alternative” 

•	 This Preferred Project Alternative will be 
included in the DEIS/DEIR 

•	 This will allow the public to comment on 
the BLM’s Preferred Alignment before the 
final document is released 



• We want to hear your comments on the proposed 
scope of environmental review of the Calnev 
Pipeline Expansion Project 

• Help identify the following to be analyzed in 
depth: 
– Key issues 
– Range of alternatives The public comment 

period runs through – Environmental effects May 17, 2008 
– Mitigation measures 

Public Comment 



Comment Session Ground Rules 
This session is to hear from you… 

• Please: 
– Submit speaker cards in order to speak 
– Wait until your name is called 
– State your name and speak clearly 
– Limit your comment to 3 minutes 
– Use comment forms for more extensive input 



Where to Send Your Comments 
• Scoping comments will be accepted through May 17, 2008 

– Send comments to: 
BLM Barstow Field Office 
attn: Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator, 
2601 Barstow Road, Barstow, CA 92311 

– Submit by email to: eseehafe@blm.gov 

– Documents Available Online 
BLM Documents are available at: 

http://www.BLM.gov/ca/st/en/fo/barstow.html 

County of San Bernardino documents available at: 

http://www.co.san-bernardino.ca.us/landuseservices/Public%20Notices/Projects/Projects.htm 
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County of San Bernardino 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

DATE:	 March 17, 2008 

TO:	 Responsible Agencies and Interested Parties  

SUBJECT:	 Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and a Draft Environmental Impact Report  

PROJECT TITLE:	 Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

An environmental review of the project must be conducted under both California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Implementation of the 
project will require discretionary approvals from federal, state, and local agencies, and therefore, this 
project is subject to the environmental review requirements of both NEPA and CEQA. As Lead 
Agency for CEQA, the County of San Bernardino issues this Notice of Preparation for the proposed 
Calnev Pipeline expansion project from Colton, California to Las Vegas, Nevada. 

To ensure coordination between the NEPA and CEQA processes, and to avoid duplication of effort, 
the lead agencies will prepare a joint Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report 
(EIS/EIR) as recommended by 40 CFR § 1506.2 and CEQA Guidelines § 15222. The Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) will be the NEPA Lead Agency and the County of San Bernardino 
(“County”) will be the CEQA Lead Agency, for preparation of the EIS/EIR. The BLM and County 
have agreed to work together on this Project and a Joint EIS/EIR will be prepared. 

The BLM and the County will evaluate whether potentially significant environmental effects will result 
from the project. The EIS/EIR will assess the effects of the proposed project on the environment, 
identify potentially significant impacts, identify feasible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate 
potentially significant environmental impacts, and discuss potentially feasible alternatives to the 
proposed project that may accomplish basic project objectives, while lessening or eliminating any 
potential significant project impacts. 

This Notice provides a description of the proposed project and solicits comments from responsible 
agencies, trustee agencies, federal, state and local agencies and the general public, on the scope 
and content of the environmental document to be prepared to analyze the environmental impacts of 
the proposed project. Comments received in response to this Notice will be reviewed and considered 
by the lead agencies in determining the scope of the EIS/EIR. Due to time limits, as defined by 
CEQA, your response should be sent at the earliest possible date, but no later than 60 days after 

Notice of Preparation  1 March 17, 2008 
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publication of this notice. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of 
the environmental information that is germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in 
connection with the proposed project. 

Written comments may be submitted to BLM Barstow Field Office, attention: Edythe Seehafer, 
Environmental Coordinator, 2601 Barstow Road, Barstow, CA 92311.  Comments can also be faxed 
to (760) 252-6099 or emailed to eseehafer@ca.blm.gov. Please include the name, phone 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION  

Environmental Setting 
Calnev Pipe Line, LLC, as operating partner with Kinder Morgan Energy Partners, has applied for a 
ROW on public lands to expand and reconstruct 233 miles of pipeline in California and Nevada.  The 
existing Calnev system provides petroleum products delivery to the Las Vegas area through two 
existing pipelines from the North Colton terminal in Colton, California to Bracken Junction in Las 
Vegas, Nevada. The main components of the proposed project are shown on Figure 1. 

Projected increases in commercial air traffic in and out of McCarran International Airport in Las 
Vegas will require significant increases in jet fuel supplies over the next 20 years.  An expanded and 
modernized pipeline will serve that need.  The project would include construction, operation and 
maintenance of a new 16-inch diameter pipeline from Colton to Las Vegas; new pumps, an electrical 
substation and other ancillary facilities to increase pumping at Colton; a new pump station, electrical 
substation and ancillary facilities at Baker; as well as new or modified connections to existing 
laterals. Pipeline construction will take place over 12 months and is anticipated to begin in late 2009 
or early 2010.   

Project Activity 
As proposed, the Project would require a right-of-way (ROW) on lands managed by the BLM, the US 
Forest Service (USFS) and the Department of Defense (DoD), a franchise agreement and 
Conditional Use Permit from the County, and appropriate permits from state, federal and local 
jurisdictions. Therefore, approval of the Project will require compliance with both the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as well as 
ROW and planning regulations promulgated under the Mineral Leasing Act. In addition, the project 
as currently proposed would require amendment of the BLM’s land-use plan, the California Desert 
Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan. The Plan amendment process will be conducted concurrently and 
integrated with the NEPA process, as part of the EIS/EIR. 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
The Lead Agencies have determined that this project could result in significant environmental 
impacts and/or have a significant impact on the quality of the human environment. As such, 
preparation of a joint EIS/EIR is appropriate. Accordingly, the Lead Agencies did not prepare an 
Environmental Assessment or Initial Study for the project. However, the Lead Agencies have 
identified the following environmental considerations as potential significant effects of the project:  

 Aesthetic/Visual  Land Use  Vegetation 
 Air Quality  Soil Erosion/  Water Quality 
 Archeological/Historic Compaction/Grading  Wetland/Riparian 
 Biological Resources  Toxic/Hazardous  Cumulative Effects 
 Geologic/Seismic  Traffic/Circulation 
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Scoping Meetings 

The BLM and the County will host three scoping meetings to provide the opportunity for the public to 
learn about the project and to share any concerns or comments they may have.  Additionally, the 
public may submit information and identify issues to be addressed during the EIS/EIR process.  The 
scoping meetings are scheduled from 6:00 – 8:00 p.m. in the following dates at the following 
locations: 

	 April 1, 2008 at Rialto Middle School, 324 N Palm Avenue, Rialto, CA 92376 

	 April 2, 2008 at Victor Elementary School District / Nisqualli Room, 15115 Nisqualli Road, 
Victorville, CA 92395 

	 April 3, 2008 at Parkdale Community Center, 3200 Ferndale St., Las Vegas, NV 89121 

The meetings are an open house format to allow the public to visit with County and BLM 
representatives. 

Comment Due Date 

Due to the time limit of 30 days mandated by State law, your comments must be sent at the earliest 
possible date but not later than May 17, 2008. 

Sincerely, 

Carrie Hyke, AICP, Principal Planner 
Environmental and Mining Section 
Advance Planning Division  
Land Use Services Department County of San Bernardino  
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LAS VEGAS 

McCARRAN INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Department of Aviation 
RANDAL.L. H. W AL.KER

DIRECTOR 

ROSEMARY A. VASSIL.IADIS 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

POSTAL SOX 11005 
LAS VEGAS. NEVAOAB9111-1005 

(702) 261-5211 
FAX (702) 597-9553 
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May 9, 2008 

BLM Barstow Field Office
 
Attention: Ms. Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator'
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 923 J 1
 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

I'm writing today to formally express the Clark County Department of Aviation's support for the
 
proposed Calnev Pipeline expansion. I am confident this project will be beneficial to Southern Nevada's
 
more than 2 million residents, as well as the n~arly 40 million travelers who fly or drive to and from this
 
cqmmunity each year.
 

Beginning in fall 2005, I was privileged to serve as chairman ofa Clark County-appointed advisory board 
known as the Blue Ribbon Commission to Improve the Reliability of Southern Nevada's Fuel Supply. 
This group included representatives from local, state and federal government agencies; private businesses; 
as well as environmental concerns. Its members met regularly for more than: a year to thoroughly consider 
the challenges and opportunities associated with ensuring that thIs community continues to enjoy a stable 
fuel supply. 

The Blue Ri,bbon com,,m,iSSion, 's actions, prompted multiple busin,esses to un,veil P,roposals, inten,ded to 
supplement Southern Nevada's existing fuel sources. One key recommendation the Blue Ribbon 

1\ 
, Commission presented to Clark County's elected leaders called for increased fuel flow through the 
existing Calnev Pipeline system. This goal is precisely what Calnev Pipe Line, LLC and Kinder Morgan 

Energy Partners w,ould achieve tI,lrOUgh the proposed pI,.peline, expansi,on now under reView, by the Bureau 
of Land Management and the County of San Bernardino, California. 

'I

An expanded Calnev Pipeline system would increase the existing system capacity from a maximum of 
156,000 barrels.perday to more than 200,00~ barrels per day. With additional p'umping stations,capacity 
could further clImb to as much as 300,000 dally barrels. One barrel represents 42 gallbnsoffuel, so the 
significant benefits this private sector development would provide to our community are easily 

J
,discernable. 

It should also be noted that the proposed pipeline expansion isnecessary to support both the short- and 
Iong-tenn growth of Southern Nevada and its environs. This added capacity is of particular importance to 
McCarran Intemat.iOl:al Airport and other smaller airports ?wned and operated by the Clark Cou~ty 
Department of AViation. McCatran has set a new record..:hlgh annual passenger total each year SInce 
2004, and projected growth in local air traffic alone would justifY the need for additional capacity within 
the Calnev system. ,
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Clark County Board of Commissioners
 
Rory Reid, Chair • Chip Maxfield, Vice Chair
 

Susan Brager' Tom Collins' Chris Giunchlgliani • Lawrence Weekly· Bruce Woodbury
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The.Calnev pipel~ne ~uns throu~h a s.ite ~t Whi~h Clark County is considerin~ plans to build a new. t?n-l
serVice com~ercial airport-While this airport m ~van'pah. Valley w?uldcertamly benefit from addItiOnal 
Calnev capacIty, I must stress that an expanded pIpehne is needed mdependent of any new fuel demand 

. this new airport would create. -
. 

Southern Nevada's economy depends upon the travel industry, and a steady fuel supply is what keeps our
comm~ility's valued visitors moving. We.en~ourage your office to approve the Calnev Pipe Line, LLC 
and Kinder Morgan Energy Partners apphcatlOn to expand the Calnevsystem,
 

J  

RANDALL H. WALKER
 
Director of Aviation
 

RHW/dlw 

cc: Virginia Valentine, County Manager 



MAY-16-2008 18:57 From: To: 17602526099 P.U2 

To; Ms. Edythe Seehafer 

Fax#: 760-252-6099 fA(~IMllE 
Re: Calnev Pipeline E>:pansion Proposal 
Date: May 16, 2008 
Pages 2, including this cover sheet. 

Ms. Seehafer: 

Please refer to the attached letter from our president and chief executive officer, 
Keith Smith, expressing Boyd Gaming Corporation's support for the pipeline 
expansion project. 

Feel free to contact me direct at 702-792-7303 if i may be of assistance to you. 

From the desk of... 

Gina B. Polovlna 
Vice President. Government & Community 

Affair$ 
Boyd Gaming Corpotation 

sees Howard Hugh~s Par'l(way, 9\11 Floor 
l.as Vegas, Nevada 89169 

(702) 792.7303 
Fax: (702) 792.7263 



MAY-iS-2008 18:57 From: 10;17602526099 
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May .16~ 200& 

Edythe Seehafer 
Environmental Coordinator 
BLM Barstow Field Office 
2601 B.ar~i:()w Road 
Barstow, California 92311 

DeaT Ms. Seehafer: 

1 am aware that your agency wRll be working in ';;01,junction \'lith the COilllty of Satl 
Bernardino on the Environmental Impact StatententlEnvironmcntai Impact Report: 
required for the expansion of the Calncv pipelirle systcrn. The increased capacity, from 
the nearly $400 rnm.ion proposed project, would prove to be a tremendous asset in our 
efforts to address Southern Nevada's continually increasing PJ.e1 needs. 

With 6,000 new residents moving to Southern Nevada each month a.nd 40 million tourists \ Gvf.;",j.J'l~\ -\ 
 J (" .b \}j\." 

_ /1 oJ\~ 
- 

vi~itjllg the Las Vegas area annually, we need to take proactive steps to meet tomorrow's
needs and I helieve that the pipeline expansion proposa1 is the right approach at the right
time. 1encourage your support ()f this essential project 

Keith Smith 
President/CEO 
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SOUTHWEST AifalNES CO. 
Jim ~VllnSQn 
Regional Manager of 
Fuel OIWrations 
P.O. BQx36S11; HDQ1FM 
Dallas, TX 75230-1611 
Phone (214) 79M03S 
E-mail: Jlnutevenscl1@wnc¢.com 

Ivtay 7, 2008 

VIA FACSIMILE (760.252.6099) Ai~ U.s. MA11L 

Edythe Seeohafer? Environm@Dtal Coordir!<Ji.tor 
Bureau ofLand Management 
Barstow Field O'"'dice 
2601 Barstow Road 
Barstow" CA 92311 

REo: Came'" PjpeJine Expansion Project ~ Seoping CommeM on Joint EISIEIR 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

L.o\S:f.;;rel Corporation is a conrortium. of major U.S., international, and regiorwl airlines
opern.ting at McCa.tnU1 Intematio:nal A.irport in Las Vegas, N~ including Air Canada, Air
Tran..-.at, .Alaska Airlines, Allegiant Air, AmencarJ. .Airlines, Continental Airlines~ Delta Air
Lines, Federal Express, Frontier Airlines, Hawaiian Airlines, Korean.Airlines, Maxjet Anways,
Northwest Airlines,. Southwest Airlil1es~ United .Air Lines, US Ai!W'ays, and Virgin Atlantic
AiNt"'aYs_ LASfueL through its operator, runs the jet :fuel storage facility and hydrant distril;l'ution 
system at McCaI'l"a1l. Inte.marlonal~ supplying Je'£··A fuel to all ofth~ airport ten:W.t'uUs and airplane
gates. 

The proposal by Calnev Pipe Line, LLC to expaJi1d and modernize its fuel pipeline 
sw...ng McCarran. and other dest"i.natious is of significant importance !>.) LASfuel and its member
airlmes. L.\Sfuel supports the proposal and believes the pipeline project will provide c.rltlcal 
infrastm.cture capacity improvements" We understand that if the proposed new 16-inch diameter 
multi-product pipeline is approved a11d construeteti. the existing 14-inch diameter pipeline will 
remain in place to supply Jet-A fuel We do not believe there are othet distribution methods that
could serve the need this project \11,111 address. Alternatives such as trucking are not feasible to 
snpply jet fuel to the airport and "'.vould likely increase rather than reduce environmental. impacts, 
including air quality, traffic, and related safety concerns. 

• .. . lin d 1 • •. . . . By proposmg to reuse an (;)lJsting pipe . e au co- ocate a new pl}?eLme Wlt.mn we.L_
E:xisfillg utility corridor to t.\e extent po5&ibl~ the project appears designed to mirJ.miza adverse
environmental impacts. Also, by reusing the e:dsting 14-inch diai11eter pipeline to serve
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Edythe Seermfer. EnviromnentaJ. CoOl'ilinatot
 
1VIay 7. 2008
 
Page 2
 

McC~ the need for modified oormectior.ill and allport-related ancillary facilities will be ) 
elitn.'L.--mted or kept to a. nliniln.um. ~ _ifF 

V·le appreciate the opportunity to participate ttl the $Coping process for this imPortantJCr_~(;\P 
project. Please include L-A.Sfuel in the distribution list for flli"'1ll"e notices concerning me Cal'lev? 
Pipeline project by directing sUlJ.::h notices ro my attention. 

cc;	 Randall H. WaL.\er, Director
 
ClarK County DepCi...tm.ent ofA'lJiation
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"the best bad guy in the west" 

June 10, 2008 

BLM Barstow Field Office
 
Attn: Edythe Seehafer
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

Dear Ms. Seehafer:
 

I'm writing you today to express Terrible Herbst's support for the proposed Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project. I no
only serve as General Counsel for Terrible Herbst, but I also recently had the privilege of serving on the Blue
 
Ribbon Commission to Improve the Reliability of Southern Nevada's Fuel Supply. The Commission identified the'


c 
l

s
 
ir



 
s is

t 
ica

er


 

 

 

l 

 

~
  ~
 
)J~ \
 

{"
 
~)~ ei/'"'
 

l'
 J,
 

pipeline project as a long term solution to meeting the fuel needs of southern Nevada and to improve reliability. 
With the current pipeline reaching capacity in the next three years, this project is the best strategy to address the 
supply security of fuel and economic vitality of the southern Nevada region without the problems tlfadded publi
ha~ards:\suchas freeway congestion and pollution.
 

The CalnevPipeHnesystem delivers nearly all of the gasoline, diesel, and jet fuel that are consumed in Las Vega
and the desert areaS'bf California. This includes delivery to Barstow, Las Vegas, and facilities such as Edwards A
Force Base and Nellis Air Force Base. However, as you know, growth in southern Nevada will cause the current
pipeline system to be at capacity within the next three years. As the largest gasoline distributor in this region, thi
of serious concern to Terrible Herbst. . 

The livelihood of southern Nevada's almost two million residents depends heavily on travel and tourism. Withou
suffi~ie~t gas~line,:diesel~ndjet fue~, our economy would suffer greatly. The proposed pipeline is extremely crit
to bnngmg this regIOn the resources It needs. . ' , , '.' , "
 

If the proposed pipeline is not built or is deiayed,'incremehtalfuel will have to be trucked in via diesel tankers ov
Interstate 15. This mode of q-aD.sPOt1:ation would be significantly moreexpe~ive th~n the'proposed pipellile. Since
the incremental supply sets the market pri~e,:tIiis w(nild·further driv~;up' fueLpncesfor ~l1.Nev~d.ans.:·AdditionaJ.
 
trucking on Int~rstate 15 would increase t:raffic on th~ aii'eady. uongested Int{'Tst~te 15'comdor: and be a.·h~i~ri~k.to 
public saJety. It would cause an iilcrease 'bfseriousaccidentsanddieseletiri$siQ~,.. ..
 

TerribleHerbst believes The Calnev Expansion Pipeline Project is vital in secUrely and reliably addressing the long

term fuel needs of this region without risking the safety and environment of our COttlIilunlty. Itis critical fOf our
 
regional and local sustainability that the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project proceed since it will inevitably reach its

capacity.' ." ,. .
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General Counsd ' .' J,;" 

"Tern.ble I:I~rbst"Inc. 

5195 Las Vegas Boulevard South, Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 • (702) 79~-6400 • Fax (702) 736-0819 
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Calnev
 
Expansion Pipeline Project
 

OVERVIEW 

•	 To address long-term energy needs, Calnev Pipe Line LLC (Calnev), a subsidiary of Kinder Morgan 
Energy Partners (KMP) -- one of the nation's largest independent owner /operators of petroleum product 
pipelines and terminals -- is planning to construct a replacement pipeline to increase capacity on the 
existing Calnev pipeline system. 

•	 Calnev is the primary pipeline system that delivers needed gasoline, diesel, and jet fuel to both the high 
desert communities of California and southern Nevada, including Barstow and Las Vegas, as well as key 
facilities such as Edwards Air Force Base, Nellis Air Force Base and McCarran International Airport. The 
proposed pipeline project would idle an existing a-inch pipeline, replacing its capacity with a larger 16-inch 
pipeline. 

•	 Benefits of the new pipel ine include reduced diesel em issions from tanker trucks that may otherwise need 
to deliver the additional supplies to meet the demand of the California and Nevada desert market. This also 
means avoiding possibl e tanker truck congestion on the 1-15 and over the EI Cajon pass. 

•	 Calnev currently consists of two pipelines --one a inch and one 14 inch - - that originate at existing facilities 
in Colton, California and travel over the Cajon Pass and through the Mojave Desert roughly paralleling the 
15 Freeway to Las Vegas. The Calnev pipeline is the primary means by which all grades of gasoline, 
diesel and jet fuel supplies get to these high desert markets. 

•	 Calnev has been serving the growing needs of California's high desert and the southern Las Vegas region 
since the early 1960's when the 8-inch pipeline was originally constructed, and later when the 14-inch line 
was added. Recently, KMP invested $25 million dollars in system upgrades to meet projected energy 
needs through 2010. 

•	 KMP and their representatives have been meeting with elected and othe r public officials and staff in 
jurisdictions throughout the areas in which the replacement pipeline likely would be located in order to 
identify optimal routes, seek input and answer questions. This communication will continue throughout the 
public review process to ensure an ongoing and productive dialogue. 

ABOUT KINDER MORGAN ENERGY PARTNERS 

•	 KMP is one of the largest publicly traded pipeline limited partnerships in America and owns oroperates 
more than 27,000 miles ofpipelines and approximately 145 terminals. Its pipelines transport more than 2 
million barrels per day of gasoline and other petroleum products and up to 9 bill ion cubic feet per day of 
natural gas. KMP terminals handle over 80 million tons of coal and other bulk materials annually and have 
a liquids storage capacity of about 70 million barrels for petroleum products and chemicals. KMP is also 
the leading provider of C02 for enhanced oil recovery projects in the United States. 

•	 The general partner of KMP is owned by Knight Inc.(fIk/a Kinder Morgan, Inc.) one of the largest energy 
transportation, storage and distribution companies in North America. Combined, the two companies have 
an enterprise value of more than $35 billion. 

For further information please contact:
 
Oliver Rocroi (California) at 951.781.2240
 

George Ross (Nevada) at 702.784.5220
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BY FACSIMILE: (760) 252 6099 

BLM Barstow Field Office
 
Attention: Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

Re: Scoping Comments on EIS for CalNev Pipeline Expansion Project 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

I had the honor of serving on the Blue Ribbon Commission to Improve the Reliability of 
Southern Nevada's Fuel Supply. The Commission was responsible for analyzing and 
identifying fuel delivery issues in the Las Vegas valley. The pipeline expansion being 
proposed in the EISIEIR statement of purpose was a key alternative identified which 
would meet the long term solution for Southern Nevada and improve reliability. 
Southern Nevada is one ofthe fastest growing metropolitan areas in the country. As ~
Southern Nevada's population grows so does its consumption and demand of gasoline, 
diesel and jet fuel. Most modes oftransportation in Southern Nevada depend on a single 
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fuel supply which is why it is imperative that the EISIEIR statement is approved. 

Sierra Pacific is enthusiastically supportive of this important infrastructure project whic
is a critically needed to ensure the continued economic vitality of our region. We belie
that it is important that the EISIEIR for this project make clear to the public that the 
expansion of the CalNev Pipeline is needed in large part to accommodate expected 
growth forecasts. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the EIS for this important 
project. 

Sinc~e~T, ./' !~ I 
. /) \ . .//, /' ,/ i 1£.-"""'

)- ". / "i:k.-:d' 
~.i}t.t/ (,Il 

Roberto R. Denis 

P.O. Box 98910, Las Vegas, Nevada 89151-0001 • 6226 West Sahara Avenue, Las Vegas, Nevada 89146 
P.O. Box 10100, Reno, Nevada 89520-0024.6100 Neil Road, Reno, Nevada 89511 
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Roberto R. Denis • Senior Vice Pri:$ident, Energy&rpp/y • rdenis@sierrapacmc.oom • 702.367.5660 • 702.367.5300 fax 

BY FACSIMILE: (760) 252 6099 

BLM Barstow Field Offlce
 
Attention: Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator
 
260I Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

Re: Scoping Comments on EIS foR' CalNev Pipeline Expansion Project 

Dear Ms. Set~hafer: 

I had the honor of serving ou the Blue Ribbon Commission to Improve the Reliability of 
Somhem Nevada's Fuel Supply. The Commission was responsible for analyzing and 
identifying fuel delivery issues in the Las Vegas vaHey. The pipeline expansion being 
proposed. in the EISIEIR statement of p\wpose was a key alternative identified which 
would meet the long term solution for Sou.thern Nevada and lmprove reliability. 
Sm.lthern Nevada is one of the fastest growing metropolitan areas in the country. As 
Southern Nevada's population grows so does its consumption and demand ofgasoline, 
diesel and jet fuel. Most modes of transportation in Southern Nevada depend on a single 
fuel supply which is why it is imperative that the EIS/EIR statement is approved. 

Sierra Pacific is enthusiastically supportive of this important infrastructure project which ~ 
is a ~ri!it~ally needed to ensure the contin~ed eC?IJ.omic. vitality of our regi?n. We believe ~\l.i I 
that it IS Important th.l:it the EIS/EIR for this prOject maKe clear to the public that th> V. J 
expansion of the CalNev Pipeline is needed in large part to accommodate expected ~ 0 
growth forecasts. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope ofthe EIS for this important 
project. 

Sincp-rti)y, >// 0J .'/' {' -;7 ......!/ I -' '. t:...........

~! 'J/."/ -; ./I.u..,A/1tJv " [. j 

Roberto R. Denis 

P.O. Box 98910, Las Vegas, Nevada 89151-0001 • 6226 West Sahara Avenue., Las Veg~s, Nevada 89146 
P.O. Box lOlClO, Reno, Nl:vada 8~520-0024. 6100 Neil Road, R~no, N~vad(-\ 89511 

mailto:rdenis@sierrapacmc.oom
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DIRECT DIAL: (702)495-3700
 
FACSIMILE: (702)495-3290
 

FRANK J. FERTITTA III
 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
 
CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD
 

May 5,2008 

Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Goorclinator 
BLM BARSTOW FIELD OFFICE 
2601 Barstow Road 
Barstow, California 92311 

Re: Expansion of the Calnev Pipeline System 

Dear Ms. Seehafer, 

Please accept this letter of support for C?lnev Pipe Line, LLC's proposal to 
expand its existing pipeline system (the "Calnev Pipeline System") on behalf of Station 
Casinos, Inc. ("Station") and its more than 14,000 team members who live and work in 
Southern Nevada. By way of introduction, Station is the leading provider of gaming and 
entertainment for residents of the Las Vegas valley. Currently, Station owns and 
operates nine major gaming and entertainment facilities and eight smaller casinos, all 
.located in the Las Vegas valley. 

We support this expansion because today, the Calnev Pipeline System carrie$ 
nearly all of the automotive and Jet fuel products needed by the residents of, and visitors 
to, the Las Vegas valley. Securing sufficient fuel supplies to meet the demands of our 
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community's explosive population growth and the increase in visitor volume that will 
accompany the opening of the major resort hotel and casino projects currently under
construction on the Las Vegas strip is of critical importance to the economic health of
Southern Nevada. The proposed expansion of the Calnev Pipeline System will help to 
provide the additional fuel delivery capacity that our community requires. Station 
certainly supports that ende.avor. 

1505 S. PAVILION CENTER DR. • LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89135 • TELEPHONE: (702) 495-3000 • TOLL FREE: (866) 922-6777 
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,@, ..April 28, 2008 
~r."

Ms. Edythe Seehafer
 
BLM Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

RE: Comments on the proposed Calnev Pipeline expansion 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

You are currently accepting comments on the proposed expansion of the Calnev Pipeline

which supplies petroleum products to our Las Vegas valley. I am both a resident of Las
 
Vegas and the CEO of Allegiant Travel Company, headquartered here in Las Vegas. In
 
both instances, personally and professionally, I/we are totally dependent on the
 
movements of gasoline fuels through the Calnev Pipeline for our livelihood. This single
 
point of supply is critical for our continued prosperity.
 

With the growth of the valley during the past 10-15 years, it is widely known that the 
capacity on the pipeline is stretched. In fact, last summer, our airline was put on 
rationing for jet fuel because of delivery problems tied to capacity issues on the pipeline. 
The proposed expansion, particularly within the foot print of the existing pipeline, seems 
very appropriate and the most expeditious way of providing the much needed additional 
capacity to our valley. 

We are very appreciative of the work done by the Blue Ribbon Commission formed by ~
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the Clark County Board of Commissioners in October 2005. This panel did an excellen
job of reviewing the capacity and associated problems in our current infrastructure as 
well as alternatives to expanding capacity. Additionally; they reviewed a number of 
proposals and their sponsors. This proposed solution, backed by Kinder Morgan, to bu
an additional 16 inch pipeline in the current right of way should be acted on as soon as 
possible. 

 

L 

Maurice J. Gallagher 
C. E. 0., President - Allegiant Travel Company 

cc Randall H. Walker, Director of Aviation 
Tyri Squyres, Director of Corporate Communications 

------ www.alle 9 ian t air. com _ 



ROUTE 1, BOX 23-B 
PARKER, ARIZONA 85344 

April 11, 2008 

Kathy Abbott, Realty Specialist
 
Bureau ofLand Management
 
S1. George Field Office
 
345 East Riverside Drive
 
S1. George, UT 84790
 

Dear Ms. Abbott: 

Thank you for your letter dated March 7, 2008, requesting comment on application number 
CACA-49138 and NEV-0056213. Calnev Pipeline, LLC is proposing to construct a 233-iriiie 
pipeline to convey petroleum products across public lands administered by several federal and 
local agencies in San Bernardino Co.unty, California, and adjoining Clark County Nevada. 

At this time, the Colorado River Indian Tribes are in concurrence with your findings of no
historic/cultural properties affected by the above referenced activities based on the information 
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that you have provided. However, the Colorado River Indian Tribes does reserve the right to
intervene at a later date if new or omitted information may become available that is related to the

.	 proposed project.	 

Thanking you in advance for your kind attention and consideration ofthis response. 

1
 

Sincerely, 
~ c? \./1 
~~ 

Michael Tsosie
 
Museum Director
 

Cc:	 Eric Shepard, Attorney General
 
Lisa Swick:, Archaeological Compliance Technician
 
File: .Letter 135
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CENTER for BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

May 11,2008 

BLM Barstow Field Office 
Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator 
Bureau of Land Management 
Barstow Field Office, 2601 
Barstow Road, Barstow, CA 92311 
e-mail at eseehafer@ca.blm.gov. 

Re: Notice of Intent and Notice of Preparation for a Joint Environmental Impact 
Statement/ Environmental Impact Report and California Desert Conservation Area Plan 
Amendment for the CalNev Pipeline Expansion Project 

The Center for Biological Diversity ("Center") submits these comments on the scope of 
the EIR/EIS for the above-entitled project based on the scoping notice published in the Federal 
Register on March 13, 2008. 73 Fed. Reg. 13558. The Center is a non-profit environmental 
organization dedicated to the protection of native species and their habitats through'science, 
policy, and environmental law. The Center has over 40,000 members throughout the western 
United States including many members who live and recreate in the areas that will be affected by 
this project. 

The Center is concerned that the joint EIR/EIS adequately analyze impacts to biological 
resources, scarce water resources, and air quality. Impacts to biological resources including, but 
not limited to, impacts to rare, threatened, endangered, and special status species and their 
habitats should be identified and analyzed in detail and avoided, minimized or mitigated as 
required by NEPA, CEQA, the CDCA Plan, the ESA, and the CESA. The analysis must include 
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to species and their habitats, water resources and riparian 
areas, water and air quality, and growth inducing impacts. In addition, the EIR/EIS must identify 
and adopt specific mitigation measures necessary to protect all special status species in the 
affected area including the desert tortoise. For the bighorn sheep, which is also a fully protected 
species under California law, no take must occur. Mitigation measures could include, for 
example, tortoise exclusion fencing in appropriate areas near the pipeline and roads in the action 
area both during construction and the operational life of the project. As another example, the 
EIR/EIS should also consider overpasses across the existing pipeline and adjacent roads 
(particularly 1-15) as well as the new expanded pipeline in order to maintain critical movement 
corridors and connectivity between populations for bighorn sheep and other species as mitigation 
for impacts of this project. 

The agency must also analyze the project's impact on global warming including the 
contribution from both construction and operation of the pipeline. The project's greenhouse gas 

Tucson • Phoenix • San Francisco • San Diego . Los Angeles • Joshua Tree • Silver City • Portland • Washington, DC 

Lisa T. Belenky • Staff Attorney -1095 Market St, Ste. 511 'San Francisco, CA 94103-1628
 

tel: (415) 436.9682 ext. 307 fax: (415) 436.9683 Ibelenky@biologicaldiversity.org www.BiologicalDiversity.org
 



emissions should be calculated and off-set for both the construction phase and future operations. 
Because the proposed larger pipeline may encourage more consumption in the project area, those 
additional greenhouse gas impacts should also be calculated and avoided, or off set through 
mitigation measures. To the extent the larger pipeline may be growth inducing those impacts 
must also be thoroughly reviewed. Any increase fire risks or other catastrophic risks from the 
increased pipeline size and capacity must also be disclosed and evaluated. 

Thank you for your consideration of these scoping comments. We look forward to 
reviewing the draft EIRJEIS for this project. Please send all future notices, a copy of the draft 
EIRIEIS, and any other correspondence to my attention at Center for Biological Diversity, 
1095 Market Street, Suite 511, San Francisco, CA 94103. 

Sincerely, 

~~. 
Lisa Bcl;nk;o-

Scoping comments CalNev pipeline expansion 
May 11,2008 
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LAND USE SERVICES DEPT.
ADVA~;C: ?: ./_~J:·l!~!G mVIS'ml 

VullDn 
Materials Company 

Western Division 
MayS, 2008 

Ms. Carrie Hyke, AICP, Principal Planner 
Environmental and Mining Section 
Advance Planning Division 
Land Use Services Department 
County of San Bernardino 
385 North Arrowhead Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182 

Dear Ms. Hyke: 

My letter responds to the County's Notice ofPreparation for the CalNev Pipeline Expansio~ Project 
dated March 17,2008. 

The attached maps, furnished by URS the County's consultant on this project, shows the alternative 
route for the proposed pipeline utilizing Institution Road, a private road owned by Vulcan. 

Institution Road crosses the Cajon Creek floodway at grade. During stonn events the road is subject 
to flooding and erosion. 

In addition Institution Road crosses the Cajon Creek Conservation Area which is home to over 20 
sensitive species including the listed San Bernardino Kangaroo Rat. Alteration of the Creek's 
hydrological regime, either during construction or later when the proposed pipeline is in operation 
could impact this area's sensitive habitat and resident sensitive and listed species. The proposed route
ifit occurs within Cajon Creek's active floodway also has this same potential. 

Placing a fuel transporting pipeline in an active stream channel also possess risks to the area's water 
supplies should a release occur. Downstream aqueducts of the Metropolitan Water District's and San
Gabriel Valley Municipal Water District's and the well field of the Muscoy Mutual Water District's 
could be imperiled. 

We ask that these impacts and risks be addressed by the forthcoming EIRIEIS. 

t:o 
~p~'~ 
Manager, Reclamation & Special Projects 

Copy:	 Nancy Ferguson, USFWS 
Berry Bierschbach, Muscoy Mutual Water District 

3200 SAN FERNANDO ROAD. LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90065-1415. TELEPHONE 323 258-2777 



Vulcan Properties - San Bernardino and Lower Cajon Creek 
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From: Lisa Ta [mailto:asian_azil@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2008 3:53 PM 
To: Hyke, Carrie 
Subject: Comments regarding the Calneve Pipeline Expansion Project 
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Whom This May Concern: 

 name is Lisa Ta, andl am a current resident in Rialto, and also a current student at the local 
enhower High School. It has come to my attention, that Kinder Morgan Energy Partners are 
nning and now currently scoping the Calnev Pipleline Expansion Joint EIS/EIR. As a resident 
Rialto, I understand the importance and need for this new pipeline in regards to the growth and 
velopment of the California High Desert region and the Las Vegas area, but I would still like to 
ess my concern about the saftey of the residents in the area of construction. I attended your 
oping meeting on June 18, 2008 at Carter High School, and was able to see the possible 
ting and its alternatives. I highly suggest and urge for the routing to take the course of west on

othill Blvd, north on Cedar Ave. and then west again on Baseline Rd. My reasons finding it 
portant to take this alternative route is because of the fact that the local Elementary school, 
nn Elementary is only less than a block away from the possible routing of north on Cactus Ave, 
addition to the fact that at the corner of Etiwanda and Cactus there is a day care center for 
dren ages 3 and above. Also along the Cactus route is a local church. It is critical to take an 
rnative routing when considering the health hazards in regards to the young children. 

ghly encourage you to thouroughly inform the public in plain language about this project, its 
als, aims and possible dangers. I am in the process of contacting with the administration at 
enhower High School, so that the staff and students would be aware of this. Eisenhower High 

hool is only a block away, and I hope your company puts into consideration the amount of 
dents who walk to school on the Baseline and Cactus intersection. 

addition, another reason as to why the Cedar route should be taken because of the fact that 
 West Valley Water District lies right on Cactus, this would increase the dangers of the pipeline 

ntaminating the already contaminated Rialto water, with the fact that Cactus, a main road, in 
 intersection of Cactus and Baseline is only at two road street, while Cedar has four roads, this 
uld ensure a better way of construction, while not blocking the usual traffic flow. 

ank you for your time, 

Lisa Ta
 
Current resident of Rialto and Eisenhower High Student
 

Post Script:
 
Please forward this to the correct department if need be.
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KEVIN 1 TOUREK 
senior vice president, general counsel 

direct dial: (702) 770-2113 
fax: (702) 770-1518 

emai!: kevin.tourek@wynolaslegas.com 

~/jay 16, 2008 

Edyt!e Seehafer
 
Environmental Coordinator
 
BlM Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, California 92311
 

Re: Calnev Pipeline, LLC; Expansion ot Fuel Pipellne 

Dear Ms. Seehefer: 

On behalf of Wynn Las Vegas, LLC, I wanted to let you know that our company 
enthusia.stically supports the proposed expansion of the Calnev pip/aline syst,s:m. The 
increased fuei capacity that wm be provided by ahe expanded system is critical to the 
continued growth of Clark Courrt'f, Nevada as wei! as the Las Vegas tourist indu.stry, 

As a mernber of the Clark County Blue Ribbon Commission to Improve the Reliability of 
Southern Nevada's Fuel Supply, it is dear to me that the expansion of the Calnev systems 
presents a valid long term soiution to the fuel supply problem that Las Vegas wi!! face ~ 
during the next decade. The environmental impact of the expanded Calnev pipeline Gu..2J"C1
should be minimal as it will follow the path of the exlsting pipeline and will have the least 
environmenta.l impact. 

~ v 
Accordingly, it is the vimv of 'Wynn Las Vegas that the proposed pipeline expansion is l (j,fJ'jvl/ . 
important to Southern Neva.da and should be supported and encouraged. j 

KT:cp 

3131 las vegas bouievard south las vegas NV 89109 tel (702j 7707000 www.wynnlasvegas.com 



II MWD 
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA  

Executive Office 

May 1,2008 Via E-mail and Mail 

Ms. Edythe Seehafer
 
Bureau of Land Management Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, California 92311
 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement /
 
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project
 

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) received a copy of the 
Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement / Draft Environmental Impact 
Report for the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project (Project). The Bureau of Land Management is 
the Lead Agency under the National Environmental Policy Act compliance (NEPA) and the 
County of San Bernardino is the lead agency for the California Environmental Quality Act 
compliance (CEQA). The Calnev system provides petroleum products delivery to the Las Vegas 
area through two existing pipelines from the North Colton terminal in Colton, California to 
Bracken Junction in Las Vegas, Nevada. The Project proposes to expand and reconstruct 
233 miles of pipeline and would include construction, operation and maintenance of a new 
16-inch diameter pipe, new pumps, modified connections to existing laterals, electrical 
substations, and other ancillary facilities. This letter contains Metropolitan's response to the 
Public Notice as a potentially-affected public agency. 

Our review of the Notice indicates that Metropolitan's Rialto Feeder pipeline and facilities are 
located within the project area. The Rialto Feeder pipeline is a 120-inch steel pipeline that runs 
in a westerly to easterly direction along Pine and Institution roads in the city of San Bernardino, 
California. The proposed alignment, consisting of the Primary Route and Alternatives, will 
intersect the Rialto Feeder at Highway 215 between Palm Avenue and University Parkway. 
Metropolitan is concerned about the possible impact of the Project to the Rialto Feeder and to 
other Metropolitan facilities in the vicinity. 

Metropolitan is concerned with potential impacts to these facilities associated with future 
excavation, construction, utilities or any development that may result from implementation of the 
proposed Project. Development associated with the proposed Project must not restrict any of 
Metropolitan's day-to-day operations and/or access to its facilities. Metropolitan must be 
allowed to maintain its rights-of-way and requires unobstructed access to our facilities and 
properties at all times in order to repair and maintain our system. 

700 N. Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012· Mailing Address: P.O. Box 54153, Los Angeles, California, 90054-0153· Telephone: (213) 217-6000 



Ms. Edythe Seehafer 
Page 2 
May 1,2008 

In order to avoid potential conflicts with Metropolitan's rights-of-way, we require that any design 
plans for any activity in the area of Metropolitan's pipelines or facilities be submitted for our 
review and written approval. Approval of the Project where it could impact Metropolitan's 
property should be contingent on Metropolitan's approval of design plans for the Project. 
Detailed prints of drawings of Metropolitan's pipelines and rights-of-way may be obtained by 
calling Metropolitan's Substructures Information Line at (213) 217-6564. To assist in preparing 
plans that are compatible with Metropolitan's facilities, easements, and properties, we have 
enclosed a copy of the "Guidelines for Developments in the Area of Facilities, Fee Properties, 
and/or Easements of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California." Please note that 
all submitted designs or plans must clearly identify Metropolitan's facilities and rights-of-way. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to 
receiving future environmental and related documentation on this Project. If we can be of further 
assistance, please contact Ms. Brenda S. Marines at (213) 217-7902. 

Delaine W. Shane 
Manager, Environmental Planning Team 

BSM/bsm 
(Public Folders/EPU/LettersI29-MAR08A.doc - Edythe Seehafer, Calnev Pipeline Expansion) 

Enclosures: Map 
Planning Guidelines 

cc: Ms. Carrie Hyke 
AICP, Principal Planner 
County of San Bernardino 
Advance Planning Division 
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor 
San Bernardino, California 92415-0182 



The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California Facilities 
and the Calnev Pipeline Expansion project 
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Metropolitan Water District of Southern California. May 2008 
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21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178 

- .(909) 396-2000 • www.aqmd.gov 
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March 19,2008 

Ms. Edythe Seehafer
 
Environmental Coordinator
 
BLM Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the 
Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above- .
l
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mentioned document. The SCAQMD's comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air qUality
impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft environmental impact report (EIR). Please send
the SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all 
appendices or technical documents related to the air quality analysis and electronic versions of all air quality 
modeling and health risk assessment f'Iles. Without all f'Iles and supporting air quality documentation, the. 
SCAQMD will be unable to complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in
 
providing all supporting air quality documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of th
comment period.
 

Air Quality Analxsis
 
The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist 
other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency
 
use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD's Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. Alternatively, the lead agency may wish to
consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2007 Model. This model is availabl
on the SCAQMD Website at: www.urbemis.com. 

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the 
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including 
demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but

. :~~~~:;=~e~o~~:s~~~_~~~0::0~~eu:~u~~::(~~~~:0~~~~e:~n~=c~:d~~~i;::~~o:~~~:~~:tii::~:~~es 
(e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include, 
but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and 
vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources
that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis. 

The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for calculating PM2.5 emissions from construction and operational
 
activities and processes. In connection with developing PM2.5 calculation methodologies, the SCAQMD has also
 
developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD requests that the lead agency quantify
 
PM2.5 emissions and compare the results to the recommended PM2.5 significance thresholds. Guidance for
 
calculating PM2.5 emissions and PM2.5 significance thresholds can be found at the following internet address:
 
http://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/PM2 5/PM2 5.html.
 

 

 

~



Ms. Edythe Seehafer -2- March 19, 2008 

In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts the SCAQMD recommends calculating localized air quality 
impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST's can be used in addition to the 
recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA 
document. Therefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead 
agency perform a localized significance analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing 
dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at 
http://www.aqmd.gov/cega/handbook/LST/LST.html. 

It is recommended that lead agencies for projects generating or attracting vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty diesel
fueled vehicles, perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a mobile source health risk 
assessment ("Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling 
Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis") can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA web pages at the following 
internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/mobile toxic/mobile toxic.html. An analysis of all toxic air 
contaminant impacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should 
also be included. 

Mitigation Measures 
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible
 
mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to
 
minimize or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
 

. mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for 
sample air quality mitigation measures. Additional mitigation measures can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA web 
pages at the following internet address: www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/mitigation/MM intro.html Additionally, 
SCAQMD's Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling 
construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required. Other 
measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD's Guidance Document for 
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found at the following 
internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/prdas/agguide/agguide.html.Inaddition.guidance on sitting incompatible land 
uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community 
Perspective, which can be found at the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. Pursuant 
to state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(l )(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed. 

Data Sources 
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD's Public Information
 
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available
 
via the SCAQMD's World Wide Web Homepage (http://www.agmd.gov).
 

The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are accurately 
identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles BlanksQn, Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist, CEQA Section, at 
(909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding this letter. ' 

SS:CB:AK 
SBC080318-02AK 
Control Number 



NEVADA NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE
 
Southern Region
 

4747 W. Vegas Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada 89108
 ~ 
Phone: 702-486-5127, Fax: 702-486-5133 

1 November 2007 

GILA MONSTER STATUS, IDENTIFICATION AND
 
REPORTING PROTOCOL FOR OBSERVATIONS
 

Gila Monster Status 

•	 Per Nevada Administrative Code 503.080, the Gila monster (Heloderma suspectum) is 
classified as a Protected reptile. 

•	 Per Nevada Administrative Codes 503.090, and 503.093, no person shall capture, kill, or 
e possess any part thereof of Protected wildlife without the prior written permission by th

Nevada Department ofWildlife (NDOW). 

This species is rarely observed relative to other species which is the primary reason for its 
Protected classification by the State ofNevada. The USDI Bureau ofLand Management has 
recognized this lizard as a sensitive species since 1978. Most recently, the Gila monster was 
designated as an Evaluation species under Clark County's Multiple Species Habitat 
Conservation Plan (MSHCP). The evaluation designation was warranted because inadequate 
information exists to determine ifmitigation facilitated by the MSHCP would demonstrably 
cover conservation actions necessary to insure the species' persistence without protective 
intervention as provided under the federal Endangered Species Act. 

The banded Gila monster (Ns. cinctum) is the subspecies that occurs in Clark, Lincoln, and Nye 
counties ofNevada. Found mainly below 5,000 feet elevation, its geographic range 
approximates that of the desert tortoise (Gopherus agasizii) and is coincident to the Colorado 
River drainage. Gila monster habitat requirements center on desert wash, spring and riparian 
habitats that inter-digitate primarily with complex rocky landscapes of upland desert scrub. 
They will use and are occasionally encountered out in gentler terrain of alluvial fans (bajadas). 
Hence, Gila monster habitat bridges and overlaps that ofboth the desert tortoise and chuckwalla 
(Sauromalus ater). Gila monsters are secretive and difficult to locate, spending >95% of their 
lives underground. 

The Gila monster is the only venomous lizard endemic to the United States. Its behavioral 
disposition is somewhat docile and avoids confrontation. But it will readily defend itself if 
threatened. Most bites are considered illegitimate and consequential to harassment or careless 
handling. These lizards are not dangerous unless molested or handled and should not be killed. 

Scant information exists on detailed distribution and relative abundance in Nevada. The Nevada 
Department ofWildlife (NDOW) has ongoing management investigations addressing the Gila 
monster's status and distribution, hence additional distribution, habitat, and biological 
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 infonnation is of utmost interest. In assistance to gathering additional infonnation about Gila
monsters in Nevada, NDOW will be notified whenever a Gila monster is encountered or 
observed, and under what circumstances (see Reporting Protocol below). 

Identification 

T
o
k
re
a
G
b
c

he Gila monster is recognizable by its striking black and 
range-pink coloration and bumpy, or beaded, skin. In 
eeping with its namesake, the banded Gila monster 
tains a black chain-link, banded appearance into 

dulthood. Other lizard species are often mistaken for the 
ila monster. Of these, the non-venomous western 

anded gecko (Coleonyx variegatus) and non-venomous 
huckwalla are most frequently confused with the Gila 

monster. All three species share the same habitats. 

The western banded gecko is often mistakenly identified 
as a baby or juvenile Gila monster. Western banded 
geckos do have a finely granular skin and pattern that 
can be suggestive of the Gila monster to the untrained 
eye. However, western banded gecko heads are 
somewhat pointed at the snout and the relatively large 
eyes have vertical pupils. Snouts ofGila monsters are 
bluntly rounded and the smallish eyes have round pupils. 
Newly hatched Gila monsters are about 5-6 inches long with a vivid orange and black, banded 
pattern. Aduit western banded geckos are at best cream to yellow and brown in pattern and do 
not exceed 5 inches. 

Both juvenile and adult chuckwallas are commonly confused 
with the Gila monster. Juvenile chuckwallas have an orange and 
black, banded tail. Although banding of the tail fades as 
chuckwallas mature, their large adult size (up to 17 inches) rivals 
that of the Gila monster. Adult chuckwallas have a body shape 
somewhat suggestive of the Gila monster, but they lack the 
coarsely beaded skin and black and orange body pattern of the 
Gila monster. 

Reporting Protocol for Gila Monster Observations 

Field workers and personnel in southern Nevada should at least know how to: (1) identify Gila 
monsters and be able to distinguish it from other lizards such as chuckwallas and western banded 
geckos (see Identification section above); (2) report any observations ofGila monsters to the 
Nevada Department of Wildlife (NDOW); (3) be alerted to the consequences of a Gila monster 
bite resulting from carelessness or unnecessary harassment; and (4) be aware ofprotective 
measures provided under state law. 

1) Live Gila monsters found in hanns way on the construction site will be captured and then 
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detained in a cool, shaded environment C::S85°P) by the project biologist or equivalent 
personnel until a NDOW biologist can arrive for documentation, marking and obtaining 
biological measurements and samples prior to releasing. Despite that a Gila monster is 
venomous and can deliver a serious bite, its relatively slow gate allows for it to be easily 
coaxed or lifted into an open bucket or box carefully using a long handled instrument such as 
a shovel or snake hook (Note: it is not the intent ofNDOWto request unreasonable action to 
facilitate captures; additional coordination with NDOW will clarify logistical points). A 
clean 5-gallon plastic bucket wi a secure, vented lid; an 18"x 18"x 4" plastic sweater box wi 
a secure, vented lid; or, a tape-sealed cardboard box of similar dimension may be used for 
safe containment. Additionally, written information identifying the mapped capture location, 
Global Positioning System (GPS) coordinates in Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) 
using the North American Datum (NAD) 83 zone 11. Date, time, and circumstances (e.g. 
biological surveyor construction) and habitat description (vegetation, slope, aspect, 
substrate) will also be provided to NDOW. 

2)	 Injuries to Gila monsters may occur during excavation, blasting, road grading, or other 
construction activities. In the event a Gila monster is injured, it should be transferred to a 
veterinarian proficient in reptile medicine for evaluation of appropriate treatment. 
Rehabilitation or euthanasia expenses will not be covered by NDOW. However, NDOW will 
be immediately notified of any injury to a Gila monster and which veterinarian is providing 
care for the animal. If an animal is killed or found dead, the carcass will be immediately 
frozen and transferred to NDOW with a complete written description of the discovery and 
circumstances, date, time, habitat, and mapped location (GPS coordinates in UTM using 
NAD 83 Z 11). 

3)	 Should NDOW's assistance be delayed, biological or equivalent acting personnel on site 
should detain the Gila monster out of harms way until NDOW personnel can respond. The 
Gila monster should be detained until NDOW biologists have responded. Should 
NDOWnot be immediately available to respond for photo-documentation, a digital (5 mega
pixIe or higher) or 35mm camera will be used to take good quality images of the Gila 
monster in situ at the location of live encounter or dead salvage. The pictures will be 
provided to NDOW at the address above or the email address below along with specific 
location information including GPS coordinates in UTM using NAD 83 Z 11, date, time and 
habitat description. Pictures will show the following information: (1) Encounter location 
(landscape with Gila mdnster in clear view); (2) a clear overhead shot of the entire body with 
a ruler next to it for scale (Gila monster should fill camera's field ofview and be in sharp 
focus); (3) a clear, overhead close-up of the head (head should fill camera's field of view and 
be in sharp focus). 

Please contact NDOW Biologist Polly Conrad at (702) 486-5127 x3718
 
or bye-mail at pconrad@ndow.org for additional information regarding these protocols.
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United States Department of the IntertQr 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
 

Mojave National Preserve
 
2701 Barstow Road
 r-, n 

Barstow, California 92311 

-: 

L7619	 
.il\ 

. 
'-,........ (.'
.MAY 19 2008	 ~ 

Memorandum 

To:	 Bureau of Land Management, Barstow Field Office
 
ATTENTION: Edythe Seehafer, Environmental coordi::l0r ~ ~ n
 

From:	 Superintendent, Mojave National Preserve ~pr~~ 
Subject:	 Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project ~ 
We are in receipt of a Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact 

#~.St~~ement and a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Calnev Pipeline 
Expansion Project (dated March 17, 2008). My staff met with representatives of 
Kinder Morgan and DRS Corporation at the Bureau of Land Management, Barstow Field 
Office in August 2006, and again at Mojave National Preserve offices in January 
2008. In both meetings, we discussed the existing right-of-way for the Calnev 
Pipeline and the proposed expansion. 

The National Park Service does not have a legal instrument to allow Kinder Morgan l 
to install an additional pipeline within its existing right-of-way. The \ 
California Desert Protection Act of 1994 (PL 103-433) that established Mojave Ij\CJV 
National Preserve does not specifically mention the Calnev Pipeline or Kinder i~ ~G 

Morgan. Moreover, the National Park Service does not have the authority to issue \ 0 
new rights-of-way for underground petroleum pipelines. The Code of Federal ~ 

Regulations, Title 36, Part 14 - which addresses rights-of-way in the National '\ 
Park Service - describes the agency's rights-of-way authorities strictly for power ! 

transmission lines, radio and television sites, and telephone and telegraph lines. J t 
.,t(;v 

In the draft Envi.ronmental Impact Statement and draft Environmental Impact Report'J~l}£r 
any alternative that proposes the installation of additional pipeline in Mojave ~~ 
National Preserve must address this issue. Without the authority to issue a new -'J \ ~()J 
right-of-way for petroleum pipelines, the National Park Service cannot consider I J~,P . 
this a viable option. J V~ 

If you have any 'questions, please contact Ms. Anne Kearns at anne k~arns@nps.gov
 
or (760) 252-6144.
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 State Water Resources Control Board
 
Division of'"ater Quality -, .,- c', .- ! , ' :- n 

1001 I Street· Sacramento, California 95814· (916) 341-5455' " ' ; ". ~'. '.J
 
Linda S. Adams
 Mailing Address: P.O. Box 100· Sacramento, California ·95812-0100..:. .: . \ Arnold Schwarzenegger Secretary for FAX (916) 341-5463· http://www.waterboardS.ca.gov Governor ' Environmental Protection 

i''''', ,.' 

C ,\ l..li U:'.. ";1 ,-\ 

May 16, 2008 

Ms. Edythe Seehafer
 
Environmental Coordinator
 
BLM Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF PREPARATION CALNEV PIPELINE EXPANSION 
PROJECT 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on San Bernadino County's March 2008 
Notice of Preparation for the CalNev Pipeline Expansion Project (Project). The Project 
involves the expansion and reconstruction of 233 miles of pipeline in California and 
Nevada that transports jet fuel from the North Colton terminal in Colton, California to 
Bracken Junction in Las Vegas, Nevada. The Project would include construction, 
operation, and maintenance of a new 16-inch diameter pipeline from Colton to Las 
Vegas; new pumps (an electrical substation and other ancillary facilities to increase 
pumping at Colton); a new pump station (electrical substation and ancillary facilities at 
Baker, California); as well as new or modified connections to existing laterals. CalNev 
Pipeline, as operating partner with Kinder Morgan Energy Partners, has applied for a 
right-of-way on lands managed by the Bureau of Land Management, the U.S. Forest 
Service, and the Department of Defense; county franchise agreements and Conditional 
Use Permits; and appropriate permits from state, federal, and local jurisdictions. 

Our comments are submitted in compliance with California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Guidelines §15096, which requires CEQA responsible agencies to specify the 
scope and content of the environmental information germane to their statutory 
responsibilities and lead agencies to include that information in their Environmental 
Impact Report for the Project. The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water 
Board) and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Water Boards) 
regulate discharges which could affect the quality of waters of the state in order to 
protect the chemical, physical, biological, bacteriological, radiological, and other 
properties and characteristics of water which affects its use. A number of activities 
associated with the Project may require permits issued by the State or Regional Water 
Boards. 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
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Because the Project will involve both the Lahontan Water Board and the Santa Ana 
Water Board, the State Water Board will take the lead regulatory role for the Clean 
Water Act (CWA) §401 water quality certification, in consultation with the affected 
Regional Water Boards. Our comments focus primarily on discharges regulated und
our CWA §401 and storm water programs. 

The environmental document should address all site-specific and cumulative impacts
water quality and other aspects of the environment from the construction, operation, 
and long-term maintenance of the new pipeline. The Project design should prevent 
and, where not possible to prevent, at least minimize, or compensate for adverse 
impacts to water quality. State Water Board staff encourage enhancement of the 
potential positive environmental Project benefits by utilizing approved stormwater bes
of management practices, developing a comprehensive mitigation plan including 
biological monitoring, and providing erosion control training and other environmental 
capacity development for construction and maintenance staff. 

If you have any questions or comments, please contact staff member Darren Bradford 
at (916) 341-5558, or at dbradford@waterboards.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth L. Haven 
Assistant Deputy Director 
Division of Water Quality 
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cc:	 Mr~ Gerard J. Thibeault, Executive Officer
 
Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board
 
3737 Main Street, Suite 500
 
Riverside, CA 92501-3348
 

Mr. Harold J. Singer, Executive Officer
 
Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board
 
Victorville Office
 
14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200
 
Victorville, CA 92392
 



'~ ..~ California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Lahontan Region 

Linda S. Adams Victorville Office Arnold Schwarzenegger 
Secretary for 14440 Civic Drive, Suite 200, VictorviIle, California 92392 Governor 

Hnvirnnmental Protection (760) 241-6583· Fax (760) 241-7308 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan 

April 16, 2008	 File: Environmental DocIfJriew 
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Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator ..,
 

San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department .: ::; 
v' 

.... j
 
..--..~2601 Barstow Road -. ;' 

Barstow, CA 92311 
Fax (760) 252-6099 

... ' i 
.~0	 ',""" 

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR THE CALIFORNIA-NEVADA::.). - .~'" 
PIPELINE EXPANSION PROJECT TO EXPAND AND RECONSTRUCT 233 MltE~F 1E)l'1 '. 

PIPELINE FROM NORTH COLTON TERMINAL IN CALIFORNIA TO BRACKEN JUNCTION IN~ 
LAS VEGAS NEVADA. THE PROJECTED INCREASE IN COMMERCIAL AIR TRAFFIC IN 
MCCARRAN AIRPORT IN LAS VEGAS WILL REQUIRE INCREASE IN JET FUEL SUPPLIES 
OVER THE NEXT 20 YEARS. THE PROPOSED PROJECT WILL EXPAND THE EXISTING 
PIPELINE TO MEET THE INCREASE IN DEMAND 

Please refer to the items checked for staff comments on the above-referenced project: 

[ X ]	 . The site plan for this project does not specifically identify features for the post
construction period that will control stormwater on-site or prevent pollutants from non
point sources from entering and degrading surface or ground waters. The foremost 
method of reducing impacts to watersheds is "Low Impact Development" (LID), the 
goals of which are maintaining a landscape functionally equivalent to predevelopmen
hydrologic conditions and minimal generation of nonpoint source pollutants. LID resu
in less surface runoff and potentially less impacts to receiving waters. Principles of LI
include: 
•	 Maintaining natural drainage paths and landscape features to slow and filter runo

and maximize groundwater recharge, 
•	 Reducing the impervious cover created by development and the associated 

transportation network, and 
•	 Managing runoff as close to the source as possible. 

We understand that LID development practices that would maintain aquatic values co
also reduce local infrastructure requirements and maintenance costs, and could bene
air quality, open space, and habitat. Planning tools to implement the above principles
and manuals are available to provide specific guidance regarding LID. 

We request you require these principles to be incorporated into the proposed project 
design. We request natural drainage patterns be maintained to the extent feasible. 
Future development plans should consider the following items: 

[ X ]	 The project requires development of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and 
00 a NPDES General Construction Stormwater Permit and/or 
IKl a NPDES General Industrial Stormwater Permit 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
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These permits are accessible on the State Board's Homepage 
(www.waterboards.ca.gov). Best Management Practices must be used to mitigate 
project impacts. The environmental document must describe the mitigation measures or 
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Best Management Practices. 

[ X]	 The project may require a Federal Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification from the Regional Board. Application forms can be found at our web site 
(http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/). 

[ X]	 The proposal does not provide specific information on how surface Waters of the State 
and/or Waters of the U.S. will be impacted. These surface waters include, but are not 
limited to, drainages, streams, washes, ponds, pools or wetlands. Waters of the State or
Waters of the U.S. may be permanent or intermittent. Waters of the State may include 

~~~~~~~~t.e~~~n~~~~:ne~:~~~tleg~~u~~~~i~:endo~~j~~:~~~:~Ot~~s~i~;a~~~~~~~~ of 

surface water disturbance and provide alternatives (avoidance, minimize disturbances 
and mitigation). Mitigation must be identified in the environmental documents including 
timing of construction. 

Mitigation must replace functions and values of wetlands lost. For more information see 
the Lahontan Region Basin Plan 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/lahontan/BPlan/BPlanlndex.htm. 

LX]	 Other 

•	 Please include both pre-construction and post construction stormwater management
 
and best management practices (BMP) in the environmental documents.
 

•	 If the proposed project crosses areas that contain drainages, wetlands, Waters of the 
State, Waters of the U.S. or blue-line stream, we request that measures be incorporated 
into the project to avoid these areas and provide buffer zones where possible. .If the 
proposed project impacts such areas please inform project proponent to consult with 
Army Corps of Engineers, Department of Fish and Game, and the Water Board prior to 
commencing the project. 

•	 Please map and delineate any wetlands and other surface Waters of the State and 
Waters of the U.S. (see above for definitions of surface Waters of the State and Waters 
of the U.S.). 

.. Please consider development features that span the drainage channels or allow for
 
broad crossings. Design features of future development should be incorporated to
 
ensure that runoff is not concentrated by the proposed project, thereby causing
 
downstream erosion.
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If you have any questions, please contact me at (760) 241-7376, or e-mail me at 
mhakakian@waterboards.ca.gov 

Sincerely, 

/L:!&c~dLc~~/l 
Mack Hakakian, PG 
Engineering Geologist 

MHlrc/CEQA comments/California-Nevada Pipeline Expansion Project 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

a Recycled Paper 
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TO: Edythe Seehafer DATE: April 16~ 2008 

ORGANIZATION: COl./nty of San 
Bernardino Land Use Services 

F· 

PHONE NO: FAX NO:
 

FROiVl: Mack Hakakian 

SUBJECT: 
COMMENTS ON THE NOTiCE OF P'RJEP;~lRAT!O[\J FOR 1H~ CAUFOl~NL~..NEVAOA PiPEUNE 
EXPANSION PROJECT TO EXPt\Nf) AND ~ECONS;r[~UCT23:3 MILES OF 16" P!PEI~!NE FROM 
NORTH COL-TON TERMH\t4l H~ GAUfORN!A. ''fO lB~aCKEN JUNCTION ~N LAS ViEGAS 
NEVADA. THE PRO..JECltED ~!t-~CREAS~ IN COM!Vi2RCIAt Ai~ 'TR~FFiC ~N MCCARRM\! 
AIRPORT ~N LA.S VEGAS WiLL R~(Hj!RE !NCRE~~~E iN JET FUiEL S~)P;;»UES OVEP.1Hi; NeXT 
20 YE~~S. TiHE PROPOSED ?ROJECT 'W1Li.. ~~XP,4t-~O lilH; EX~STIN(j :PIPEUNE TO MEET THE 
INCREASE !N DEMAND 

No. of pages, including cover gheet: ~4_ 

PER YOUR REQUEST 

FILE RETURN COMMENTS 

-X- ORIGiNAL TO FOLLOW SIGNATURE 

REGARDING PHONE 
CONVERSATION 

corvlMENTS: 

rp: Formsl FAX FRM 
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CITY OF SAN BERNARDINO
 
MUNICIPAL WATER DEPARTI\1ENT
 

EOARD OF WATEll COM~SS!.ONBRS 

TONI CALLICcrrr 
P'resldellt 

C<lmmJSsiOl1el'A 
B, WARREN COCKE.
 
JU01TB: W. BATTEY
 
NOlUNE. r, MJLLER
 

LOUIS A. FERNANOBZ
 

STACE¥R. ALDSTADT 
General Manager
 

ROBIN L. OHAMA
 
Oeputy Gelletal Muager
 

MATTHBWH, LITCHFIELD. P,E.
 
Director, Water Utility
 

SOlfN A CLAUS
 
Director. Wl'Iror Re.;:lamatlon
 

DON SHACKlll...FORD
 
Director. Financc
 

VALERHl. HOVSBi,
 
Director, BnvirQilmeliUlI &:
 

Regulat(lfy C(;rtlpliao~e
 

ADMlNISTRATIONIENGINEERfNG FlLX (909) 3g4-5532 
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DRe/ERe case: 

SAN steRNAROIMO MUN!CIPAl WATER DEPARTMENT 

STANDARD REQUIREMENTS 

CALNEV PIPl;;I.INE EXPANSION PROJECT 

APN NUMBER: 

EPN NUMBER.: DATE COMPILED; Si121200e 
REVIE\N OF PLANS; COMF'H.ED 8Y; Brunson, Ted 

OWNER: Kinder 11110rgan En~rgy PSflners 

DeVEL.O~R: Calnev Plp~ Line, LI.C 
TYPE OF PROJECT: C¢n.etruoUon, operation, and maintemlnce of a nGl.'II16" dlam~tGr pipeline, ~o pl,lmp ststions, electrical substation 

and other anoltlary faeliltie$ to iflel'e:"l5e pl,lmping at Colton. 
MUMBER OF UNiTS: o 
LOCATION; North Colfon terminelhi Colton, CA to Bracken Junction· 12s Vegas, NV 

WATEIU?gPMT.,MENI EN.GINEERING: 

FAX NUMBER: (909) 3B4·55;$2CONTACT: Brunson, Ted 

NotG: Ail Wat~ Stf<6VI;:~ a-re SQb.f~t;:t tQ tl'l~ R&1It';S .RfJgl}!,r;;tit:Jt'l!iiJ ofttle w~rer Di?ipaftmfJn!' 

i:~ Siz:e I)f Main il,djacent the Project Multiple in possible proximity' to propiJsed 16" petroleum pi~l(!)lir:e r. D..e.J c " 
eJ t~wroxb'l1ate Water j5t~S$ure Elevation ofWaler Storage: 1916 Hydrant Flow@ 20p$i: 

n TJ'ps, SJ:!:a, Location and Distance to Nearest Fire Hydrflnt 

f": \f'\!aler Su:;;ply Study Required'.J Pre~,sure Regulatot Rat:lUire~! or. Cu~tofl'1S' Side of the Meter 

n Offsite Water Facilities Required ~J V\iawr Malin ~8h'i"IbUl'sl!lrn~!'11 Due 
I" i Araa Not SI;';l""ed by San Bernardino Munjc!p~ Watflr De~rnnal'!t 

! I ~tworl<: Hyd~lJlic Analysis Required per Ufllfof'" !Ji.'!~i~;'! Stalldi;irds 

Comments; .. - THE SSMWD WOULD LIKE TO REQUESi A MORE DETAILeO V!ClrJlTY MAP THROUGH THE CI1Y OF SAN J? De5C. 
BERNARDINO. \-..\.Ctf 
~ • THE PROPOSEO 16" PETROLEUM ?lPEUNE LOCAnON MUST CONFORM WITH CURRENT CAliFORNIA ] we tz:J-- Q 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES REOUIREM!~l'liS WITH RESPE.CT -ro PROXIMITY OF PUBL.IC POTABLE I _U '. i 1. . 
WATER SYSTEM INFRASTRUCTURE, T-te.::::....t'TtA

". A MEETING 8ElWEEN n-JE SBMVIlO ANa THE OEVELOPE;;R Phi-\.'( BE REQUIRED TO DISCUSS ALL POTEI\lT!ALl ~bL.: c.. {
CONFLICTS f CONCEm-4S. ~=:1l1.torrncv \ o-A 

WATER: QUAUrv CONif:\OL 

CONTACT: Arrieta, Con P'HONE NUI'II1BER: \909} 3M-5325 FAX NUMSSR: (90S) 384-5928 
RJ RP.P. Backtlow Davie>!! Requireclat $ervi(;~ Connection fOr OOlfiGr,t1C SGIV!O<l; 1 
I!ZI Double Check Ba~flow Dt;!viee Reql,!ired *i $e,yire Connection for Fire and irrigation I? DMC-" 
:~: Baddlow Dsvloo to be In$p~ctecl before Water Ssrvice can be Activated J 
-·"1 No B~ekfIQw Oevice is required a1 this tkr~ 

~Y'.'!.n.CA~CIW IN~O~r.tlAiION 

CONTACT: PHONE MJMBEFt FAX NUMBE;R: 
Not",; Pror;.fQf Pa,Yme"t Must be Submitt?(1 ;1.l;!- tnt" Bu{fC#fng .Saf'lJ'ty [jiijpa'rtmel1f A"'it:1r fO ISStiall~e or the St!fte$fng Permit 

1 : Sewer Capacity Fee Applicable at this time 

!. ".; S~w~t Capacity Fee must be paid to the Water Department for Q GaIlO(j$ Per Dey; Equivalent DweJiing Units: 12 
r:: Subject to Recalculation (if I=ee prior to tile Issuance of 8ulld!ng P~rmlt 

[~ Breakdown Of Estimated ~a'ions Per Day 

GQiPY TO; Customer; PlannIng; Engin@9ring 

-~--"""_.--·--""'I"''''''''''~" _~~_, 
Th'.Jfsday, May 15,2005 EPM Pag\'l1 of 1 



JIM GmBONS ANDREW K. CLINGERSTATE OF NEVADA
Governor Director 

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION 
209 E. Musser Street, Room 200 
Carson City, Nevada 89701-4298 .-;: 

(775) 684-0222 
Fax (775) 684-0260 

http://www.bl;.;1get.state.nv.us.. 

April 14, 2008 c '::0 

Edythe Seehafer
 
US Department of the Interior
 
Bureau of Land Management
 
Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

Reference:Re: SAl NV # E2008-405 

Project: 233 mile Calnev pipeline expansion project, Clark County 

Dear Edythe Seehafer: 

Enclosed are comments from the agencies listed below regarding the above referenced document. Please
 
address these comments or concerns in your final decision.
 

State Historic Preservation Office 

This constitutes the State Clearinghouse review of this proposal as per Executive Order 12372. If you have
 
questions,-p!ease contact me at (775) 684-0209.
 

Sincerely, ~:J
 
.f~~//~__ ./;~
 

/./XQ;:70/hfiL) 
Krista Coulter
 
Nevada State Clearinghouse
 



/. //;-;"t,j
I{Rebecca Palmer .J 

J 
.:
.\
....J 

From: Nevada State Clearinghouse [Clearinghouse@budget.state.nv.us] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 200812:14 PM 
To: Rebecca Palmer 
Subject: E2008-405 233 mile Calnev pipeline expansion project, Clark County - Bureau of Land 

Management 

<http://budget.state.nv.us/images/state seal.jpg> NEVADA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 
Department of Administration, Budget and-Planning Division 
209 East Musser Street, Room 200, Carson City, Nevada 89701-4298 
(775) 684-0209 Fax (775) 684-0260 

TRANSMISSION DATE: 3/25/2008 

State Historic Preservation Office 

Nevada SAl # E2008-405 

Project: 233 mile Ca1nev pipeline expansion project, Clark County
 

Follow the link below to download an Adobe PDF document concerning the above-mentioned
 
project
 
for your review and comment.
 
E2008-405 <http://budget.state.nv.us/clearinghouse/Notice/2008/E2008-405.pdf>
 

Please evaluate it with respect to its effect on your plans and programs; the importance
 
of its contribution to state and/or local
 
areawide goals and objectives; and its accord with any applicable laws, orders or
 
regulations with which you are familiar.
 

Please submit your comments no later than Friday, April 11, 2008.
 

Use the space below for short comments. If significant comments are provided, please use
 ;.agency letterhead and include 
the Nevada SAl number and comment due date for our reference. 
Questions? Krista Coulter, (775) 684-0209 or clearinghouse@state.nv. us qJ~<mai1to:clearinghouse@budget.state.nv.us> ,)- .~ 
The comment date listed in the document (5/17) is incorrect. Please reply by 4/11/~~ot~ 

____No comment on this project Proposal supported as written ~~ l~ 

2~Y ~~~~tjJ) a/))VTrWYl-t Oft /tN) j2t91tt-t I tb- C?\-\fD/J / ,~ruo 
~ Jd., j~ II'lLOf (j~1sL jJ)j)f2(X1QJYJ jQUJfC!ci --i'1L Vetaria { 

Slgnature: /- J 

Date, Y})eiX'i'ff(()]}rJ\fLL
 
!/I0;10 ~
 

Distribution: Sandy Quilici, Department of Conservation & Natural Resources Stephanie 
Martensen, Division of Emergency Management Chad Hastings, Fire Marshal Florence Dosh, 
Hawthorne Army Depot Kirk Bausman, Hawthorne Army Depot Zip Upham, NAS Fallon Ed Rybold, 
NAS Fallon Jerry Sandstrom, Commission on Economic Development Sandi Gotta, Division of 
Conservation Districts John Walker, Nevada Division of Environmental Protection Pete 
Anderson, Division of Forestry Mike Dondero, Division of Forestry Rich Harvey, Division of 
Fore~try Catherine Cuccaro, Department of Transportation Anthony Grossman, Department of 
Wildlife, Director's Office D. Bradford Hardenbrook, Department of Wildlife, Las Vegas 

1 

mailto:mai1to:clearinghouse@budget.state.nv.us
mailto:clearinghouse@state.nv
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DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION
 
209 E. Musser Street, Room 200
 
carson City, Nevada 89701-4298
 

(775) 684-0222
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April 16, 2008 

Edythe Seehafer
 
Bureau of Land Management
 
Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

Re: SAl NV # E2008-405 Reference: 

Project: 233 mile Calnev pipeline expansion project, Clark County 

Dear Edythe Seehafer: 

Enclosed are additonal comments from the following agencies regarding the above referenced document: 

Division of Water Resources 

These comments were received after our previous letter to you. Please incorporate these comments into 
your decision making process. If you have questions, please contact me at (775) 684-0209. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Krista Coulter
 
Nevada State Clearinghouse
 

Enclosure 
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Nevada State Clearinghouse 

From: Sue Gilbert 

Sent: Friday, April 11 , 20084:52 PM 

To: 'clearinghouse@ budget.state.nv.us.' 

Subject: FW: RESPONSE: E2008-405 233 mile Calnev pipeline expansion project, Clark County - Bureau of 
Land Management 

From: Mark Sivazlian 
Sent: Friday, April 11, 20084:44 PM 
To: Sue Gilbert 
Subject: RESPONSE: E2008-405 233 mile Calnev pipeline expansion project, Clark County - Bureau of Land 
Management 

---------- ---_.._--_....._._._----_.._-----_._--_...._..__._---------
From: Nevada State Clearinghouse 
sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2008 12:14 PM 
To: Robert K. Martinez 
Subject: E2008-405 233 mile Calnev pipeline expansion project, Clark County - Bureau of Land Management 

NEVADASTATECLEAlUNGHOUSE 
Department of Administration, Budget and Planning Division 
209 East Musser Street, Room 200, Carson City, Nevada 89701-4298 
(775) 684-0209 Fax (775) 684-0260 

TRANSMISSION DATE: 312512008 

Division of Water Resources 

Nevada SAl # E2008-405 
Project: 233 mile Calnev pipeline expansion project, Clark County 

Follow the link below to download an Adobe PDF document concerning the above-mentioned project 
for your review and comment. 

E2008-405 

Please evaluate it with respect to its effect on your plans and programs; the importance of its 
contribution to state and/or local 

areawide goals and objectives; and its accord with any applicable laws, orders or regulations with 
which you are familiar. 

Please submit your comments no later than Friday, April 11, 2008. 

Use the space below for short comments. If significant comments are provided, please use agency 

4/1412008 
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letterhead and include
 
the Nevada SAl number and comment due date for our reference.
 

Questions? Krista Coulter, (775) 684-0209 or cleariD.ghQ1.lli~_@.§..t!t~-"nY,J.ls
 

The comment date listed in the document (5/17) is incorrect. Please reply by 4/11/08.
 

__No comment on this project _X_Proposal supported as written
 

AGENCY COMMENTS:
 

Any water used?n the desc~ibed lands shall be provided by an establishe~ utility or under perm~t issued J.\~~~ .
 
by the State Engmeer's OffIce. All waters of the State belong to the publIc and may be appropnated for 1J.l()Y.s~\
 

beneficial use pursuant to the provisions of Chapters 533 and 534 of the Nevada Revised Statutes
 
(NRS), and not otherwise. .
 

Water used in construction applications are not exempt from seeking the appropriate waivers or permitsIJ~'>:"'\
 
from the Nevada State Engineer, even if that use is temporary in nature. If there are questions \. GJ;f.;
 
concerning the use of water on this project please contact this office. ~
 

Respectfully Submitted,
 

Signature: Mark Sivazlian
 

Date: 4/1112008 

Distribution: Sandy Quilici, Depa.rtment of Conservation & Natural Resources 
Stephanie Martensen, Division of Emergency Management 
Chad Hastings, Fire Marshal 
Florence Dosh, Hawthorne Army Depot 
Kirk Bausman, Hawthorne Army Depot 
Zip Upham, NAS Fallon 
Ed Rybold, NAS Fallon 
Jerry Sandstrom, Commission on Economic Development 
Sandi Gotta, Division of Conservation Districts 
John Walker, Nevada Division of Environmental Protection 
Pete Anderson, Division of Forestry 
Mike Dondero, Division of Forestry 
Rich Harvey, Division of Forestry 
Catherine Cuccaro, Department of Transportation 
Anthony Grossman, Department of Wildlife, Director's Office 
D. Bradford Hardenbrook, Department of Wildlife, Las Vegas 
Robert Martinez, Division of Water Resources 
James D. Morefield, Natural Heritage Program 
Linda Cohn, National Nuclear Security Administration 
National Nuclear Security Administration 
Joseph C. Strolin, Agency for Nuclear Projects 

4/1412008
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Steve Weaver, Division of State Parks 
Joann Schoch, Congressman Porter 
Mark Harris, PE, Public Utilities Commission 
Pete Konesky, State Energy Office 
Hatice Gecol, State Energy Office 
Rebecca Palmer, State Historic Preservation Office 
Bruce Gustafson, Nevada Department of Taxation, Local Government, Centrally Assessed Property 
Terry Rubald, Nevada Department of Taxation, Local Government, Centrally Assessed Property 
John Muntean, UNR Bureau of Mines 
Jon Price, UNR Bureau of Mines 
Krista Coulter, zzClearinghouse 
Reese Tietje, zzClearinghouse -Reese 
Maud Naroll, zzClearinghouse-Maud 

4/1412008
 



STATE OF NEVADA 
KENNETH E. MAYER

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE Director 

1100 Valley Road 
DOUG HUNTReno, Nevada 89512 
Deputy Director 

(775) 688-1500 Fax (775) 688-1595 JIM GIBBONS 
Governor 

SOUTHERN REGION
 
4747 Vegas Drive
 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89108
 
(702) 486-5127 . Fax (702) 486-5133 

:,., 
. (.:.~..May 15,2008 . -' .

c "CJ ~'1 

NDOW-SR# 08-2_68 .. ;,::J 
SAI# E200 8-405 ::~:1 c 

~~- , 
......Ms. Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator
 

Bureau of Land Management
 
Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 92311
 

Re: EIS/EIR Process Notice - Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

Dear Ms. Seehafer 

Thank for the opportunity to provide c,omment. The Nevada Department of Wildlife (Department) 
understands that expansion and reconstruction of a petroleum products pipeline is proposed to connect the 
North Colton terminal in Colton, California with Bracken Junction in Las Vegas; Nevada. The 233~mile 

pipeline project is to meet anticipated jet fuel demand over the next 20 years. In the letter from San 
Bernardino County dated last March 17th

, the Nevada portion of the proposed alignment wouldseem 
mostly coincident to the existing ROW adjacent I-IS. A deviation to the east from the existing alignment ois indicated as the proposed pipeline enters southernmost Las Vegas Valley. .( ?), 

In view of the EIS/EIR level for environmental analysis, wildlife quickly coming to mind and potentially' {).,,~,~X;1o(t";J 
affected by the proposed project include the desert bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis nelsoni), desert rf) 0 giJ'}.{ . 

tortoise (Gopherus agassizii), banded Gila monster (Heloderma suspectum cinctum), and burrowing owl I"-"" 

(Athene cunicularia). All four are Nevada BLM special status or sensitive species and receive some level 
of protection by the State ofNevada. The species might be affected in indirect andlor cumulative 
contexts consequential to the subject project and other development activities in the project area and/or 
anticipated zone of influence. The latter three have the greatest potential for exposure to direct effects 
from the proposed project. Protocols for chance encounters with the Gila monster are enclosed and 
available on the Department's web-site at www.ndow.org. These protocols should become part of worker 
education and best management practices for the proposed project and can fall into place along with those 
anticipated for the federally Threatened desert tortoise., . cfJ 
The Dep~ent is inter~sted in potential effects to the existing Large S~ale Translocation Site serving J{vrJo1J (. 
desert tortOlse translocatIOn aspects ofClark County's Desert ConservatIOn Program. The Department J~c. \. 
also notes that two proposed aviation projects presently under NEPA analysis" S.outhern Nevada . ~'. :.CIJ'\ 

Supplemental Airport and the Southern Nevada Regional Hel~port,. could benefit by connection with the ., dJ:\'15 I ') 

proposed pipeline but are not mentioned in the aforementioned notice letter. The demand for space in the 1~r 1\~g.:\\./ 
1-15 corridor (between Primm and Las Vegas Valley) by a multitude of proposed or conceptual j ~'" 
developments is a concern regarding long-term effects to wildlife resources. 

(NSPO Rev. 2-07) (0)5386 ~ 



Seehafer, E. 2 May 15, 2008 

This concludes the Department's preliminary thought regarding the proposed project. Should there be 
questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me at the Department's Southern Region Office in 
Las Vegas. I can be contacted by phone at 702-486-5127 x3600, or bye-mail at bhrdnbrk@ndow.org. 

7:)~ 
D. Bradford Hardenbrook 
Supervisory Habitat Biologist 



Supervising Air Quality Engineer 

Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 
14306 Park Avenue, Victorville, CA 92392-2310 

760.245.1661 • fax 760.245.2699 
Visit our web site: http://www.mdaqmd.ca.gov 

Eldon Heaston, Executive Director 

March 18, 2008 

, c-,Edythe Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator 
".~ ,;1.... ~.,..BLM Barstow Field Office ....... .•oJ
..... 

~.,.., , 

2601 Barstow Road "';i"l 
.... 

........ 7;::;}
Barstow, CA 92311 

':•..:JProject Title: Ca1nev Pipeline Expansion Project ..:... 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

The Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (District) has received the Notice of
 
Preparation for the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project. The project would include construction,
 
operation and maintenance of a new 16-inch diameter pipeline from Colton to Las Vegas; new
 
pumps, an electrical substation and other ancillary facilities to increase pumping at Colton; a new 
pump station, electrical substation and ancillary facilities at Baker; as well as new or modified 
connections to existing laterals. 

The District has reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the project and has no special comments ,,~ 
or information that would be necessary to the environmental review process. District attainmentl8'-~" 
plans are located at http://www.mdaqmd.ca.gov/rules plans/rules-plans.htm for your informationj 
and review. If the proposed Baker pump station includes pumps not powered by grid electricity ~ ~ 
(rated at least 50 hp) the District recommends that BLM require the submission of applicable ~'tf''' J:> 

permit applications and the associated application and permit fees to the District as a condition of ~ 
approval. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this planning document. If you have any questions
 
regarding this lettei', please contact me at (760) 245-1661, extension 6726, orTracy Walters al
 

extension 6122.
 

Sincer~ 

~DesalViO 
TW/AJD Calnev Pipeline Expansion 

City of Town of City of City of City of City of County of County of City of City of Town of 

Adelanto Apple Valley Barstow Blythe Hesperia Needles Riverside San Twentynine VictorVille Yucca Valley 
Bernardino Palms 



March 27,2008 

Edythe Seehafer
 
Environmental Coordinator
 
Bureau of Land Management
 
Barstow Field Office
 

RE: Caine" Pipeline Expansion Project 

Edythe Seehafer, 

Hit my name is Greg Kapovich and I am a clt'/ planner for Las Vegas. The city of
 
Las Vegas has received your notice describing the proposed pipeline expansion,
 
dated March 17, 2008. We have a few questions needed for clarification prior to
 
issuing our comments on the project. Has either of the tw'o lead agencies (BlM I
 
or County of San Bernardino) created an alignment map showing a detailed route J.G~
 
of the pipeline through the Las Vegas VaHey? If so, can you send/faX/email me a ') ,
 
copy of the alignment map? The map provided with the letter dated March 17, I ~'
 
2008 was very helpful in explaining the projec1 concept; however, we'd like the
 j
Las Vegas Valley portion magnified. This will allow us to d.etermine if the route 
runs through Clark County; Las Vegas, North las Vegas, Henderson, or all of the 
entities. You can email me at gkaoovich@lasvegasnevada.Qro!, call me at (702) 
229-6137, or fax me at (702) 384~1391. Thank you. 

Greg Kapovich 
Planner I 
Planning & Development 
Cit't of las Vegas 
702-229-6137 - phone 
702u384-1397 - fax 

mailto:gkaoovich@lasvegasnevada.Qro


United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
 
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office
 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

2008-SL-0343 

To: 

I From: 
I I 

Subject: 

2493 Portola Road, Suite B 
Ventura, California 93003 

~
 
~ 
-~ 

TAKE PRlDE 
INAMERlCA 

May 16, 2008 

Environmental Coordinator, Bureau of Land Management, Barstow Field Office, 
Barstow, California 

~orBiologi~t ()~~ . 

Comments on N~reparelan Env;~nmentalImpact Stateme~t 
(EIS)/Environmental Impact Report for the Calnev Pipeline Expansion 

We are responding to San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department's request, dated 
March 17, 2008, and received in our office on th€ same date, for information on fish and wildlife 
trust resources, which may be present in tlie vicinity of the proposed Calnev Pipeline expansion. 
Ybur request includes a notice ofpreparation of an environmental impact 
statement/environmental impact report for the subject project and a general large scale map of 
the proposed location of the pip~line expansion. . . 

The project is to construct an underground petroleum pipeline between Las Vegas, Nevada, and 
Colton, California adjacent to an existing pipeline.' The project would include construction, 
operation, and maintenance of a new 16-inch diameter pipeline from Las Vegas to Colton; new .. 

.pumps, and electrical substation, and other ancillary facilities in the Baker California area; and 
. ! 
, i	 new or modified !=X)nnections to existing laterals. Pipeline construction would take place during 

12 months and would begin in late 2009 or ~ar1y 2010. 

The proposed route crosses through the jurisdictions of three Ecological Services Field Offices 
of the U.S. Fish and Wil~life Service (Service). The comments provided below are a 
compilation ofcomnients from the Ventura and Nevada Fish and Wildlife Offices. Their 
jurisdictions are. from the northern edge ofthe Cajon Pass north and east to Las Vegas. The 
portion of the proposed project that in:cIudes the Cajon paSs and points south to Colton is within 
the jurisdiction of the Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office. We suggest that you coordinate 
directly with them for concerns they may have regarding fish and wildlife trust resources in this 
portion of the project area. They may be reached at 760-431-9440. 

The Service's responsibilities include administering the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (Act), including sections 7, 9, and 10. Section 9 of the Act prohibits the taking ofany 
federally listed endangered or threatened species; Section 3(18) of the Act defines take to mean 
to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture or collect or to attempt to engage 
in any such conduct. Service regulations (50 CFR 17.3) define harm to include significant 
habitat modification or degradation whlch actu~lly kills or injures wildlife by significantly 
impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding or sheltering. Harassment is 



2 Environmental Coordinator 

defined by the Service as an intentional or negligent a~tion that creates the likelihood of injury to 
wildlife by annoying it to such an extent as to significantly disrupt-normal behavioral patterns 

. which include, but are not limited to, breeding, feeding, or sheltering. The Act provides for civil 
and criminal penalties for the unlawful taking oflisted species. 

. . 

Exemptions to the prohibitions against take may be obtained through coordination with the 
Service through interagency consultation for projects with Federal involvement pursuant t9 
section 7 or through the issuance of an incidental take permit under section lO(a)(l)(B) of the 
Act. If the subject project is to be funded, authorized, or carried out by a Federal agency and 
may affect a listed species, the Federal agency must consult with the Service, pursuant to section 
7(a)(2) of the Act. If a proposed project does not involve a Federal agency but may result in the 
take ofa listed animal species, the project proponent should apply for an incidental take permit, 
pursuant to section 1O(a)(l )(B) of the Act. Once you have determined if the proposed project 
will have a lead Federal agency, we can provide you with more detailed information regarding 
the section 7 or lO(a)(l)(B) permitting process. . 

We have enclosed a list ofthe federally listed species that may occur in this area~ We 
recommend you conduct appropriate surveys to verify species presence in the project area, and if 
present, that you avoid project impacts to listed species. If avoidance is not possible, we ask that 
you implement other forms ofmitigation as defined by NEPA regulations for project impacts to . 
listed species. Although only listed species receive protection under the Act, we urge you to 
consider sensitive species early in the planning process to avoid future conflicts in the event they 
become listed or proposed for listing prior to project completion. 

IIi particular, we are concerned that the project may impact the banded Gila monster (Heloderma J 
suspectum cinctum), a ~pecies listed as sensitive under the Nevada Natural Heritage Program . 
(Heritage Program), and as a protected species under State law in Nevada. The banded Gila 
monster resides primarily in the Mojave desert scrub and salt desert scrub ecosystems in southern \ 
Nevada, southeastern California, southwestern Utah, and western Arizona. The banded Gila 
monster is one ofonly two venomous lizard species in the world. Gila monsters are difficult to I 
locate as they spend the majority of the year in underground burrows; however, illegal collection, J \ •I'0' <Jconstruction ofroads, and loss ofhabitat continue to threaten this sensitive speci~s. We ask that 
you evaluate project impacts to any existing populations and suitable habitat for this species for 
each alternative being considered in the EIS. Ifyou determine that impacts to Gila monster and \ 
its habitat may occur because ofproject implementation, we recommend that you consult with \ 
the Nevada Department ofWildlife to mitigate impacts to this species as appropriate. \ 

We also are concerned about the white-margined beardtongue (Penstemon albomarginatus), \\. 
which is a BLM sensitive species and considered rare by the Heritage Program. The proposed \'
 
projectmay impact the Roach Dry Lake population located near the town ofJean east of
 
Interstate 15 in Nevada. White-margined beardtongue requires deep, wind-blown sands that .
 
occur adjacent to dry lakes.. We are concerned that construction near the Roach Dry Lake would
 
likely dismpt local ecological processes by removing the source ofsand and wind-blown ~\
 
material required by this plant. We recommend that an analysis ofpossible project impact~ on _ .~
 

I 



Environmental Coordinator 

the white-margined beardtongue be included in the EIS. If you detennine that impacts to the 
, white-margined beardtongue and its habitat may occur because ofproject implementation, we 

recOmmend that you mitigate impacts to this species as appropriate. 

For a complete list of California and Nevada sensitive and State protected species in your project 
area, we recommend that you review the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) and 

,Heritage Program sensitive species list. You may contact the CNDDB at 916-322-2493 and the 
Heritage Program at 775-684-2900. The mission ofHeritage Program is to continually evaluate 
the conservation priorities ofnative plants, animals, and their habitats; particularly those most 
vulnerable to extinction or are in serious decline. During project analyses, ifyou obtain new 
information or data for any California or Nevada-sensitive species, we request that you provide 
the information to the CNDDB at CNDDB - Department ofFish and Game,1807 13th Street, 
Suite 202, Sacramento, California 95811 or the Heritage Program at 901 South Stewart Street, 
Suite 5002, Carson City, Nevada 89701. 

The Service holds ,the conservation responsibilities and management authority for migratory 
birds under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as amended (16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.). 
Under the MBTA, nests (nests with eggs or young) ofmigratory birds may not be harmed, nor 
may migratory birds be killed. Such destruction may be in violation of theMBTA. Therefore, 
we recommend land clearing, or other surface disturbance associated with the proposed project, 
be conducted outside the avian breeding season to avoid potential destruction ofbird nests or 
young, or birds that breed in the area. If this is not feasible, we recommend a qualified biologist 
survey the area prior to land clearing. Ifnests are located, or if other evidence ofnesting (Le., , 
mated pairs, territorial defense, carrying,nesting material, transporting food) is observed, a 
protective buffer (the size depending on the habitat requirements ofthe species) should be 
delineated and the entire area avoided to prevent destruction or disturbance to nests until they are 

, no longer active. ' 

TIn particular, we are concerned'about the western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea), 
a Ne:vada s~ate-protected and Califo~a species of special co~cern, an~ potential. project impacts 

! to this speCIes from the proposed action. The western burrowmg owl IS also a Bud of
I Conservation Concern (Service 2002) and is listed as a BLM sensitive species. The Nevada ' 
! Partners in Flight Plan (NeeI1999) identifies the burrowing owl as a priority bird species and 
i identifies the reduction of its habitat in southern Nevada as a major threat to this species. 

. I Burrowing owls may be present within the project area. IfbuITowing owls are detennined 
i through surveys to occur within the project area, we recommend that you design your project to 
r avoid disturbing burrows that are used by owls. If this is not possible, we ask that the project 
i incorporate recommendations in our pamphlet, ''Protecting BurroWing Owls at Construction 
\,.J.- Sites in Nevada's Mojave Desert Region" (enclosure). 

Lastly, we offer general recommendations that would minimize possible impacts to migratory 
birds from construction ofnew·buildings or structures in the MojaveDesert. Holes, gaps, or 
hollow spaces in buildings or structures could allow cavity-nesting migratory birds to enter and 
become entrapped in these spaces. Holes as small as 0.75 inches in diameter could trap birds. 
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We recommend that gaps or narrow open hollow spaces in buildings or structures be closed 
during construction to prevent bird entry. In addition, open-ended posts of any material or color, 
used to mark boundaries at construction sites should be capped; however, since caps can 
deteriorate over time, use of solid posts is preferred. To prevent raptors and other migratory 
birds from getting their feet trapped in metal sign posts, any exposed holes near the top ofposts 
should be filled with rivets, bolts or nuts. These' conservation measures for migratory birds 
should be included in theEIS. 

In summary, we recommend that an analysis ofpossible project impacts to federally listed 
species, State-protected species, sensitive species, and migratory birds be included in the EIS. 
The analysis should disclose project impacts to species and include measures to avoid, minimize 
or mitigate impacts. Furthermore, we recommend that BLM consider environmental impacts of 
each alternative and select the alternative least damaging to fish and wildlife resources as the 
preferred alternative in the EIS. Ifyou have any questions regarding this letter, please contact· 
Judy Hohman at (805) 644-1766, extension 304 in the Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office or 
Leilani T~ano in the Nevada Fish and Wildlife Office at (702) 515-5230. 

Attachments (2) 

cc:	 Assistant Field Manager, Nevada Fish and Wildlife, Las Vegas, Nevada 
Field Supervisor, Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office, Carlsbad, California 



LISTED, PROPOSED, AND CANDIDATE SPECIES
 
WHICH MAY OCCUR WITHIN THE VICINITY OF THE PROPOSED CALNEV
 

PIPELINE EXPANSION
 
CLARK COUNTY,NEVADA AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
 

Birds 
Least Bell's vireo Vireo bellii pusillus E 
Southwestern willow flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus E,CR 
Yellow-billed cuckoo Coccyzus americanus C 

Reptiles 
Desert tortoise Gopherus agassizii T,CH 

Key:
 
E - Endangered T - Threatened CR - Critical habitat
 

C - Candidate species for which the Fish and Wildlife S.ervice has on file sufficient information
 
on the biological vulnerability and threats to support proposals to list as endangered or
 
threatened.
 



METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIAIII MWD 

Executive Office 

May 1,2008 Via E-mail and Mail 

Ms. Edythe Seehafer
 
Bureau of Land Management Barstow Field Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, California 92311
 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement / 
Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) received a copy of the
 
Notice ofPreparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement / Draft Environmental Impact
 
Report for the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project (Project). The Bureau of Land Management is
 
the Lead Agency under the National Environmental Policy Act compliance (NEPA) and the
 
County of San Bernardino is the lead agency for the California Environmental Quality Act
 
compliance (CEQA). The Calnev system provides petroleum products delivery to the Las Vegas
 
area through two existing pipelines from the North Colton terminal in Colton, California to
 
Bracken Junction in Las Vegas, Nevada. The Project proposes to expand and reconstruct
 
233 miles of pipeline and would include construction, operation and maintenance of a new
 
16-inch diameter pipe, new pumps, modified connections to existing laterals, electrical
 
substations, and other ancillary facilities. This letter contains Metropolitan's response to the
 
Public Notice as a potentially-affected public agency. 

Our review of the Notice indicates that Metropolitan's Rialto Feeder pipeline and facilities are 1 
located within the project area. The Rialto Feeder pipeline is a l20-inch steel pipeline that runs 
in a westerly to easterly direction along Pine and Institution roads in the city of San Bernardino, ~ 

California. The proposed alignment, consisting of the Primary Route and Alternatives, will rP 
intersect the Rialto Feeder at Highway 215 between Palm Avenue and University Parkway. ) j(j p 
Metropolitan is concerned about the possible impact of the Project to the Rialto Feeder and to \J 
other Metropolitan facilities in the vicinity. ~ 

\, .'
,.~j' 

Metropolitan is concerned with potential impacts to these facilities associated with future ~-l'~" . 
excavation, construction, utilities or any development that may result from implementation of the //\1/) 
proposed Project. Development associated with the proposed Project must not restrict any of \ &.. \lJ 
Metropolitan's day-to-day operations and/or access to its facilities. Metropolitan must be : of~"r\\ 
allowed to maintain its rights-of-way and requires lillobstructed access to our facilities and I x: 
properties at all times in order to repair and maintain our system. ~ 
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In order to avoid potential conflicts with Metropolitan's rights-of-way, we require that any design l ~
 

plans for any activity in the area of Metropolitan's pipelines or facilities be submitted for our I ~
 
review and written approval. Approval of the Project where it could impact Metropolitan's J v?
 
property should be contingent on Metropolitan's approval ofdesign plans for the Project.
 
Detailed prints of drawings ofMetropolitan's pipelines and rights-of-way may be obtained by .J-.
 
calling Metropolitan's Substructures Information Line at (213) 217-6564. To assist in preparing (y,j;JJr
 

plans that are compatible with Metropolitan's facilities, easements, and properties, we have 
enclosed a copy of the "Guidelines for Developments in the Area of Facilities, Fee Properties, 
and/or Easements of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California." Please note that 
all submitted designs or plans must dearly identify Metropolitan's facilities and rights-of-way. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to 
receiving future environmental and related documentation on this Project. If we can be of further 
assistance, please contact Ms. Brenda S. Marines at (213) 217-7902. 

:ar:0tL.
 
Delaine W. Shane 
Manager, Environmental Planning Team 

BSM/bsm 
(public FoldersIEPl)/LettersI29-MAR08Adoc - Edythe Seehafer, Calnev Pipeline Expansion) 

Enclosures: Map 
Planning Guidelines 

cc: Ms. Carrie Hyke 
AICP, Principal Planner 
County of San Bernardino 
Advance Planning Division 
385 North Arrowhead Avenue, First Floor 
San Bernardino, California 92415-0182 



The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California Facilities 
and the Calnev Pipeline Expansion project 
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Guidelines for Devel0Peents in the
 
Area of FacilIties, Fee Propert1es p and/or Easements
 

,of The Metropolitan Water DIstrict of Southern CalIfornia
 

1. Introduction 

a. The, £ollowinq qeneral quidelines should be 
followed for the design of proposed facilities and 
developments in the area of Metropolitan's facilities, fee 
properties, and/or easements. 

b. We require 'that 3 copies of your tentative and 
final record maps, ,qrading, pavinq, street improvement, 
landscape, storm drain, and utility plans be submitted 
for our review and written approval as they pertain to 
Metropolitan's facilities, fee properties and/or, 
easements, prior to the commencement of any construction 
work'. 

2. Plans, Parcel and Tract Maps 

The following are Met.ropolitan •s requirements for the 
identification of its facilities, fee properties, and/or 
easements on your plans, parcel maps and tract maps: 

a. Metropolitan's fee properties anA/or easements and 
its pipelines and other facilities must be fully shown and 
identified as Metropolitan' s on all applicable plans • 

. b. Metropolitan's fee properties and/or easemeJlts 
must be shown and identified as Met.ropolitan· s with the 
official recording data on all applicable parcel and 
'tr.ct maps. 

c. Metropolitan' s fee prOPerties andlor easements 
and exis'ting survey monuments must be dtmensionally tied 
'to the parcel or ttact boundaries. 

d. Metropolitan's records of surveys must be 
referenced on the parcel and tract maps • 

. r-"
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3. Maintenance of Access Along Metropolitan's Rights-of-Way 

a. Proposed cut or fill slopes exceeding 10 percent
 
are normally not allowed within Metropolitan's fee
 
properties or easements. This is required to facilitate the
 
use of construction and maintenance equipment, and prOVide
 
access to its aboveground and belowground facilities.
 

b. We require that 16-foot-wide commercial-type

driveway approaches be constructed on both sides of all
 
streets crossing Metropolitan's rights-of-way. Openings
 
are required in any median island. Access ramps, if
 
necessary, must be at least 16-feet-wide. Grades of ramps
 
are normally not allowed to exceed 10 percent.. 1f the slope

of an access ramp must exceed 10 percent due to the
 
topoqraphy, the ramp must be paved. We require a
 
40-foot-long level area on the driveway approach to access
 
ramps where the ramp meets the sueet.. At Met.ropolitan' s
 
fee propert.ies, we may require fences and gates. 

e. The terms of Metropolitan' s pertnanent easement
 
deeds normally preclude the building or maintenance of
 
structures of any nature or kind within its easement8, 'to
 
ensure safety and avoid interference with operation an4
 
maintenance of Metropolitan's pipelines or other facilities.
 
Metropolitan must have vehicular access alonq~e easements
 
at all times fC?r inspection, patrolling, ana for maintanance
 
of the pipelines and other. facilities. on a routine basia.
 
Ne require a 20-foot-wide clear zone around all above-ground

facilities for this rou1:.ine access. This clear zone should
 
slope away from our facility aD a qrade Dot to exceed
 

. 2	 percent. We must also bave acee,ss along t:he easemen1:.s
 
with construction equipment. An example of this is shown on
 
Figure 1.
 

d. The footings of any proposed bui14ings adjacent to
 
Metropolitan's fee properties and/or easements must not
 
encroach into the fee property or easement or impose

additional loading on Metropolitan1s pipelines or other
 
facilities therein. A typical situation is shown on
 
Figure 2. Prinu of the de1:&il plans of the footing'S for
 
any building or structure adjacent to the fee property or
 
easement must be su!:lmitted for our review and written
 
approval as they pertain to the pipeline or other facilities
 
therein. Also, roof eaves of building'S aajacent to the
 
easement or fee property must not overhang in~ the fee
 
property or easement area.
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e. Metropolitan's pipelines and other facilities, 
e.9. structures, manholes, equipment, survey monuments, etc. 
within its fee properties and/or easements must be protected 
from damage by the easement holder on Metropolitan's 
property or the property owner where Metropolitan has an 
easement, at no expense to Metropolitan. If the facility is 
a cathodic protection station it shall be located prior to 
any grading or excavation. The exact location, description 
and way of protection shall be shown on the related plans . 
for the easement area. 

4. Easements on Metropolitan's Property 

a. We encourage the use of Metropolitan's fee riqhts
of-way by governmental agencies for public street and 
utility purposes, provided that such use does not interfere 
with Metropolitan's use of the property, the entire width of 
the property is accepted into the agency's public street 
system and fair market value is paid for such use of the 
right-of-way. 

b. Please contact the Director of Metropolitan's 
Riqht of Way and Land Division, telephone (213) 250-6302, 
concerning easements for landscaping, street, storm drain, 
sewer, water or other public facilities proposed within 
Metropolitan's fee properties. A map and legal description 
of the requested easements must be submitted. Also, written 
evidence must be submitted that shows the city or county 
will accep~ the easement' for the specific purposes into its 
public system. The CJrant of the easement wi.ll be subject to 
Metropolitan's riqhts to use its land for water pipelines 
and related purposes to the same ~xtent as if sllch grant had 
not been made. There will be a charge for the easement. 
Please note 'that, if entry is required on the·property prior 
to issuance of the· easement, an entry permit must be 
obtained. There will also be a chUVe for the entry permit. 

s. Landscaping 

Metropolitan's landscape guidelines for its fee 
properties and/or easements are as follows: 

a. A qreen belt may be allowed within Metropolitan's 
fee property or easement. 

b. All landscape plans shall show the location and 
size of Metropolitan's fee property andlor easement and the 
location and size of Metropolitan's pipeline or other 
facilities ~erein. 
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c. Absolutely no trees will be allowed within 15 feet 
of the centerline of Metropolitan's existing or future 
pipelines and faeilities. 

d. Deep-rooted trees are prohibited within 
Met.ropolitan's fee properties and/or easements. Shallow
rooted t.rees are the only trees allowed. ~he shallow-rooted 
trees will not bEt- permitted any closer 1:han 15 feet from the 
centerline of the pipeline, and such trees shall not be 
taller than 25 feet with a root spread no greater than 
20 feet. in diameter at maturity. Shrubs, bushes, vines, and 
ground cover are permitted, but larger shrubs and bushes 
should not be planted directly over our pipeline. Turf is 
acceptable. We require submittal of landscape plans for 
Metropolitan's prior review and written approval. (See
Figure 3). 

e. The landscape plans must contain provisions for 
Metropolitan's vehicular access at allt~es along its' 
rights-of-way to its pipelines or facilities therein. 
Gates capable of accepting Metropolitan's locks are 
required in any fences across its rights-of-way. A1so, 
any walks or drainage facilit.ies across its acoess rout.e 
must be eonstruc~ed to AASSTO B-20 loading st.andards. 

£. Rights to landscape any of Metropolitan's fee 
properties mus't be acquired from i -es Right of Way and 
Land Division. Appropriate entry pera:it.s must be obtained 
prior t.o any entry on :its property. There will be a charge 

_for	 any entry permit or easements required. 

6.	 Fenci.ng 

Metropolitan requires that perimeter fencing of its fee 
properties and facilities be constructed' of universal chain 
link, 6 feet in height and' ~opped wi'th 3 strands of barbed 
wire an9'led upward and outward at a 45 degree angle or an 
approved equal for a total fenoe height of 7 feet. Suitable 
substitute fencing may be considered by Metropolitan.
(Please see Figure 5 for details). 

7.	 Ut.ilities in Metropolitan's Fee prop!rties and/or Easements 
or Adjacent to Its Pipeline in Publio Streets 

Metropolitan's policy for the alinement of utilities 
permitted within its fee properties and/or easements and 
street rights-of-way is as follows: 



..
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a. Permanent structures, including catch basins, 
manholes, power poles, telephone riser boxes, etc., shall 
not be located within its fee properties andlor easements. 

b. We request that permanent utility structures 
within public streets, in which Metropo1itan 1s facilities 
are constructed under the Metropolitan Water District 
Act, be placed as far from our pipeline as possible, but 
not closer than 5 feet from the outside of our pipeline. 

c. The installation of utilities over or under 
Metropolitan1s pipeline(s) must be in accordance with the 
requirements shown on the enclosed prints of Drawings
Nos. C-l1632 and C-9S47. Whenever possible we request a 
minimum of one foot clearance between Metropolitan's pipe
and your facility. '1'eaporaX'y suppoX't of Metropolitan IS 
pipe may also be required at undercrossinqs of its pipe
in an open trench. !'he temporary support plans must be 
reviewed and approved by Metropolitan. 

d. Lateral utility crossings of Metropolitan's
pipelines must be as perpendicular to its pipeline
alinement as practical. Prior to any excavation our 
pipeline shall be located manually and any excavation 
within two feet of our pipeline must be done by hand. 
This shall be noted on the appropriate drawings. 

e. Utilities constructed longitudinally within 
Metropolitan's rights-of-way must be located outside the 
theoretical ~rench prism' for uncovering it. pipeline and 
must be located parallel to and as close to its right&
of-way lines as practical. 

f. When piping is jacked or installed in jacked
casing or tunnel under Metropo11tan's pipe, there JIlustbe 
at least two feet of vertical clearance between the 
bottom of Metropolitan I s pipe. and the top of the jacked
pipe, jacked casing or tunnel. We a180 require that 
detail drawings of .'the shoring for the jacking or 
tunneling pits be submit~ed for our review and approv,al.
Provisions must be made to grout any voids around the 
exterior of the jacked pipe, jacked casine; or tunnel. If 
the piping is installed in a jaeked casin9 or tunnel the 
annular space between the piping and the jacked casiDg or 
tunnel must be filled with grout. 
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q. Overhead electrical and telephone line 
requirements: 

1) Conductor clearances are to conform to the 
California State Public Ut.ilities Commission, General 
Order 95, for Overhead Electrical Line Construction or 
at a greater clearanee if required by Metropoli't.an.
Under no circumstances shall clearance be less than 
35 feet. ' 

'2} ,A marker must be attached to the power pole
showing the ground clearance and line voltage, to help 
prevent damage to your facilities during maintenance or 
other work being done in the area. 

3) Line clearance over Metropolitan's fee 
properties and/or easements shall be shown on the 
"rawing to indicate the lowest point of the line 
under the most adverse conditions including
consideration of sag, wind load, temperature chanqe,
and support type. We require that overhead lines be 
located at least 30 feet laterally away from all 
above-ground structures on the pipelines. 

4) When underground electrical conduits, 
120 volts or grea'ter, are ins'talled wi1:hin 
Metropolitan's fee property and/or easement, the 
conduits must be incased in a minimUlll of three inches 
of red concrete. Where possible, above ground warning
signs must also be placed at the right~of-way lines 
where the conduits enter and exit the right-of-way. 

h. The construction of sewerlines in Metropolitan's
fee properties and/or easements mustconfoxm to the 
California Department of Health Services Criteria for the 
Separation of Water Mains and Sanitary Services and 'the 
local City or County Health COQe Ordinance as it relates to 
installation of sewers in the vicinity of pressure
waterlines. The construction of severlines .should also 
conform to these standards in street rights-of- way. 

i. CrosBsections shall be provided for all pipeline
crossings showing Me~opolitants fee property tmd/or 
easement limits and the location of our pipelineCs). Tbe 
exact locations of the crossing pipelines and their 
elevations shall be marked on as-built drawings for our 
info~tion. 
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j. Potholinq of Metropolit.an 's pipeline is required
if the vertical clearance between a utilit.y and 
Metropolit.an's pipeline is indicat.ed on the plan to be one 
foot or less. If the indicated clearance is between one and 
two feet., potholinq is suggested. Metropolitan will provide 
a representative to assi,ts others in locating and 
identifying its pipeline. Two-working days notice is 
requested. 

k. Adequate shoring and bracing is required for the 
full dept.h of the trench when the excavation encroaches 
within ~he zone shown on Figure 4. 

1. The location of utilities within Metropolitan's 
fee property and/or easement shall be plainly marked to 
help prevent damage during maintenance or other work done 
in the area. Detectable tape over buried utilities 
should be placed a minimum of 12 inches above the utility
and shall conform to the following requirements: 

1) Water pipeline: A two-inch blue warning 
tape shall be imprint.ed with: 

"CAUTION BURIED WADR PIPELINE II 

2) Gas, oil, or chemical pipeline: A 
two-inch yellow warning tape shall be tmprinted
with: 

-CAtr.rI:ON· BlJ1UED _ 

3) Sewer or stOJ:m drain pipeline: A 
two-inch green warning tape shall be imprinted with: 

-CAOTION BOJlIED PIPELINE

4) Electric, street lighting, or traffic 
signals conduit: A two-inch red warning tape shall 
be imprinted with: 

-CAUTION BURIED CONDUIT

5) Telephone, or television conduit: A 
two-inch orange warning tape shall be imprinted 
with: 

IICAUTION B~IED CONDUIT
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m. Cathodic Protection requirements: 

1) If there is a cathodic protection station 
for Metropolitan's pipeline in the area of the proposed
work, it shall be located prior to any grading or 
excavation. The exact location, description and manner 
of protection shall be shown on all applicable plans.
Please contact Metropolitan's Corrosion Enqineerinq 
Section, located at Metropolitan's F. E. Weymouth 
Softening and Filtration Plant, ?OO North Moreno 
Avenue, La Verne, California 91750, telephone (714) 
593-7474, for the locations of Metropolitan's cathodic 
protection stations. 

2) If an induced-current cathoclic protection 
system is to be installed on any pipeline crossing
Metropolitan's pipeline, please contact Mr. Wayne E. 
Risner at (714) 593-7474 or (213) 250-5085~ Be will 
review the proposed system and determine if any
conflicts will arise 'with the existing cathodic 
protection systems installed by Metropolitan. 

3) Within Metropolitan1s rights-of-way,
pipelines and carrier pipes (casings) shall be coated 
with an approved protective coating to conform to 
Metropolitan's requirements, and shall be maintained in 
a neat and orderly condition as directed by Metropolitan.
The application and monitoring of cathodic prot.c~ion 
on the pipeline and casing shall confor.m to Title 49 of 
the Code of Federal'Re9UlatioDs, Part. 195. 

4) If a steel carrier pipe (casing) is used: 

(a) Ca"thodic protection shall be provided 
by use of a sacrificial magnesium anode (a sketch 
showing the cathodic protection det.ails can be 
provided for the designers information). 

(b) The steel carrier pipe shall be 
protected with a coal tar enamel coating inside 
and out in accordance with A~ C203 specification. 

n. All trenches shall be excavated to comply with the 
CAL/OSHA Construction Safety Orders, Art.icle 6, beqinning
with Sections 1539 through 1547. Trench backfill shall be 
placed in 8-inch lifts and shall be compacted to 95 percent
relative compaction (ASTM D698) across roadways and through
protective dikes. Trench backfill elsewhere will be 
compacted to 90 percent relative compaction (AS'l'M D698). 
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o. Control cables connected with the operation of 
Metropolitan's system are buried within streets, its fee 
properties and/or easements. The locations and elevations 
of these cables shall be shown on the drawings. The 
drawings shall note that prior to any excavation in the 
area, the control cables shall be located and measures 
shall be taken by the contractor to protect the cables in 
place. 

p. Metropolitan is a member of Underground Service 
Alert (USA). The contractor (excavator) shall contact 
USA at 1-800-422-4133 (Southern California) at least 48 
hours prior to starting any excavation work. The contractor 
will be liable for any damage to Metropolitan's facilities 
as a result of the construction. 

8. Paramount Right 

Facilities constructed within Metropolitan's fee 
properties and/or easements shall be subject to the 

. paramount right of Metropolitan to use its fee properties
and/or easements for the purpose for which tbey were 
acquired. If at any time Metropolit.an or its assigns
should, in the exercise of their rights, find it necessary 
to remove any of the facilities from the fee properties
and/or easements, such removal and replacement shall be at 
the expense of the owner of the facility. 

9. Modification of Metroeoli~an's Facilities 

When a manhole or other of Metropolitan's facilities 
must be modifi.ed to accoJll1Doaate your construction or recons
truction, Metropolitan will modify the facilities with i'ts 
forces. This sbouldbe noted on the construction plans. The 
estimated cost to perform this modification will be given to 
you and we will require a deposit for this amount before the 
work is perfonled. Once the deposit is received, we wi.ll 
schedule the work. Our forces will coordinate the work with 
your contractor. Our final billing will be baaed on actual 
cost incurred, and will include materials, construction, 
engineering plan review, inspection, and administrative 
overhead charges calculated in accordance wi~ Metropolitan's
standard accounting practices. If the cost is less than the 
deposit, a refund will be made, however, if the.cost exceeds 
the deposit, an invoice will be forwarded for payment of the 
additional amount. 
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10. Drainage 

a. Residential or commercial development typically
increases and concentrates the peak storm water runoff as 
well as the total yearly storm runoff from an area, thereby 
increasing the requirements for storm drain facilities 
downstream of the development. Also, throughout the year 
water from landscape irrigation, car washing, and other 
outdoor domestic water uses flows into the storm drainage 
system resulting in weed abatement, insect infestation, 
obstructed access and other problems. Therefore, it is 
Metropolitan's usual practice not to approve plans that show 
discharge of drainage fram developments onto its fee 
properties and/or easements. 

b. If water must be carried across or discharged onto 
Metropolitan's fee properties and/or easements, Metropolitan 
will insist that plans for development provide that it be 
carried by closed conduit or lined open channel approved in 
writing by Metropolitan. Also the drainage facilities must be 
maintained by others, e.g., city, county, homeowners association, 
etc. If the development proposes changes to existing drainage
features, then the deve'loper shall make provisions to provide
for replacement and these changes must be approved by Metropolitan
in writing_ 

11. Construction Coordination 

During construction', Metropolit.an' s field representative 
will make periodic inspections. We reques~ that a st.ipulation
be added to the plans or specifications for no~ification of 
Mr. of Metropolitan's Operations Services Branch, 
telephone (213) 250- , at least two working days prior to 
any work in the vicinity of our facilities. 

12. Pipeline Loading Restrictions 

a. Metropolitan's pipelines and conduits vary in 
structural strength, and some are not adequate for 
AASHTO B-20 loading. Therefore, specific loads over the 
specific sections of pipe or conduit must be reviewed and 
approved by Metropolitan. Boweve~, Metropolitan's pipelines 
are typically adequate for AASHTO B-20 loading provided that 
the cover over the pipeline is Dot less than four feet or 
the cover is not substantially increased. If the temporary 
cover over the pipeline during construction is bet:.ween three 
and four feet, equipment mustrest:.ricted to that which 
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imposes loads no greater than AASHTO H-10~ If the cover is 
between two and three feet, equipment must be restricted to 
that of a Caterpillar 0-4 tract-type tractor. If the cover 
is less than two feet, only hand equipment may be used. 
Also, if the contractor plans to use any equipment over 
Metropolitantspipeline which will impose loads greater than 
AASBTO B-20, it will be necessary to submit the specifications 
of such equipment for our review and approval at least one 
week prior to its use. More restrictive requirements may
apply to the loading guideline over the San Diego Pipelines 
land 2, portions of the Orange County Feeder, and ~e 
Colorado River Aqueduct. Please contact us for loading
restrictions on all of Metropolitan's pipelines and 
conduits. 

b. The existing cover over the pipeline shall be 
maintained unless Metropolitan determines that proposed
changes do not pose a hazard to the integrity of the 
pipeline or an ~pediment ~o its maintenance. 

13. Blasting 

a. At least 20 days prior to the start of any
drilling for rock excavation blastinq, or any blasting, in 
the vicinity of Metropolitan's facilities, a two-part
preliminary conceptual plan shall be submitted to 
Metropolitan as follows: 

b. Part 1 of the conceptual plan shall include a 
complete summary of ,proposed transportation, handling, 
storage, and use of explosions•. 

c. Part 2 shall include the proposed general concept 
for blasting, including controlled blasting techniques and 
controls of .noise, fly roc~, airblast, and ground vibration. 

14 ~ CEQA Requirements 

a. When Environmental Documents Have Not Been 
Prepared 

1) Regulations ~plementinq the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) require that 
Metropolitan have an opportunity to consult with 'the 
agency or consultants preparing any environmental 
documentation. We are required to review and consider 
the environmental effects of the project as shown in 
the'NeqativeDeclaration or Environmental ~pact Report 
(ElR) prepared for your project before committing 
Metropolitan to approve your request. 

r
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2) In order to ensure compliance with the 
regulations implementing CEQA where Metropolitan is not 
the Lead Agency, the following minimum procedures to 
ensure compliance with the Act have been establishea: 

a) Metropolitan shall be timely advised of 
any determination that a Categorical Exemption
applies to the project. The Lead Agency is to 
advise Metropolitan that it and other agene1es
participating in the project have complied with 
the requirements of CEQA prior to Metropolitan's
participation. 

b) Metropolitan is to be consulted during
the preparation of ~e Negative Declaration or 
EIR. 

c) Metropolitan is to review and submit any 
necessary CamDents on the Negative Declaration or 
draft. EIR. 

d) Metropolitan is to be indemnified for 
any costs or liability arising out of any
violation of any law. or regulations inclUding but 
not limited to the Cal1fornia Environmental 
Quality Act. and its implementing regulations. 

b. When Environmental Documents Bave Been Prepared 

If environmental dOClDDents have been prepared for your
project, please furnish us a copy for our review and. files 
in a timely manner so that we may have sufficient time ~o 

review and comment. The following steps must· also be 
accomplished: . 

1) -:rhe Lead Agency is to advise Metropolitan 
that it and other agencies participating in the project
have complied with the requirements of CEQA prior to 
Metropolitan's. participation. 

2) You must agree to indemnify Metropolitan, it. 
officers, engineers, and agents for any costs or 
liabUity.arising out of any violation of any laws Dr 
regulations including but Dot ltmited to the California 
Environmental Quality Act and its implementing regulations. 

lS. Metropol!tan's Plan-Review Cost 

a. An ~n9ineering review of your proposed facilities 
and developments and the preparat.ion ofa let.ter response 
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qivinq Metropolitan's comments, requirements anc/or approval
that will require 8 ~n-hours or less of effort is typicallY
performed at no cost to the developer, unless a facility 
must be modified where Metropolitan has superior rights. If 
an engineering review and letter response requires more than 
8 man-hours of effort by Metropolitan to determine if the 
proposed facility or development is compatible with its 
facilities, or if modifications to Metropolitan's manhole(s) 
or other facilities will be required, then all of 
Metropolitan's costs associated with the project must be 
paid by the developer, unless the developer has superior 
rights. 

b. ~ deposit of funds will be required from the 
developer before Metropolitan can begin its detailed 
engineering plan review that will exceed 8 hours. The 
amount of the required deposit will be determined after a 
cursory review of the plans for the proposed development. 

c. Metropolitan's final billing will be based on 
actual cost incurred, and will include engineering plan
review, inspection, materials, construction, and 
administrative overhead charges calculated in accordance 
with Metropolitan's standard accounting practices. If the 
cost is less than the deposit, a refund will be made7 
however, if the cost exceeds the deposit, an invoice will be 
forwarded for payment of the additional amount. Additional 
depOsits may be required if the cost of Metropolitan1s
review exceeds the amount of the initial deposit. 

16. Caution 

We advise you that Metropolitan's plan reviews and 
responses are based upon information available to 
Metropolitan which was prepared by or on behalf of 
Metropolitan for general record purposes only. Such 
information may not be sufficiently detailed or accurate for 
your purposes. No warranty of any kind, either express or 
implied, is attached to the infor.mation therein conveyed as 
to its accuracy, and no inference should be drawn from 
Metropolitan's failure to comment on any aspect of your
project. You are therefore cautioned to make such surveys
and other field investigations as you may deem prudent to 
assure yourself that any plans for your project are correct. 

r
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17. Additional Information 

Should you require additional information. please contact: 

Civil Engineering Substructure, Section
 
Metropolitan Water District
 

of Southern California
 
P.o. Box 5'153
 

Los Angeles, California 9005'-0153
 
(213) 217-6000
 

JEH/MRW/lk 

Rev•. January 22,' 1989 

Encl. 

r
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City ofRialto"o,m~~' 
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, _., ;- ,.......~ :." -' t-: F! .......
California 
, ~ , ..J '/~:', C;\-L j I-::·C i' . ; ....: 

~ """ 
~ .: 

May 13, 2008 . 

VIA MAIL TO: 

BLM Barstow Field Office 
Attention: Edythe Seehafer 
2601 Barstow Road 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Carrie Hyke, Principal Planner 
Environmental and Mining Section 
Advanced Planning Division 
Land Use Services Department County of San Bernardino 
385 N. Arrowhead, 1st Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182 

VIA FAX TRANSMITTAL TO: 

Edythe Seehafer (760) 252-6099 
Carrie Hyke (909) 387-3223 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL TO: 

Edythe Seehafer eseehafe@ca.blm.gov 
Carrie Hyke chyke@lusd.sbcounty.gov 

Re: Response to Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Draft Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR) for the CalNev (Kinder Morgan) Pipeline. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Christina Taylor, 
Associate Planner at (909) 820-2556 or ctaylor@rialtoca.gov. 

150 South Palm Avenue • Rialto, California 92376 



City ofRialto
 
California 

May 12, 2008 . 

BLM Barstow Field Office 
Attention: Edythe Seehafer 
2601 Barstow Road 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Re: CalNev (Kinder Morgan) Pipeline Expansion 

Dear Ms. Seehafer: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the CalNev pipeline expansion. 

The proposed expansion and reconstruction of 233 miles of pipeline, part of which 
traverses the City of Rialto is of concern to the City. qf particular concern is the 
proposed new 16-inch diameter pipeline. 

The City of Rialto has developed a preliminary list of issues and concerns which are 
relevant to this project. We appreciate your willingness to work with the City to address 
these concerns in a mutually acceptable manner: 

•	 Land Use 
-0 The proposed location of the pipe line is incompatible with many of the 
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existing and proposed uses within the City. The City has several large
scale planning projects as well as existing residential and commercia
areas that could be severely impacted by this project. 

o	 The EIR should analyze and discuss an alternative pipeline alignment o
west on Baseline Road to Alder Avenue, north on Alder Avenue to
Casmalia Street, east on Casmalia Street to Locust Avenue. 

• Tra~c/i~~~u~~~~sed construction period for the pipeline within the City o
Rialto has the potential to significantly impact the City's residents and
businesses through the disruption of major routes into and out of the City. 

•	 Water Quality 
o	 The City is already facing severe water quality issues and is concerned

that the construction of a pipeline carrying hazardous materials will further
impact the quality of water the City provides to its residents. 

150 South Palm Avenue • Rialto, California 92376 
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•	 Toxic/Hazardous 
o	 Due to the nature of the material being transported through the City, staf

is requesting that several alternative routes be considered in order to
minimize the overall effect the project will have on the residents and
businesses with in the City. 

o	 The nature of the materials also necessitates the need for safety measure
such as automatic shut off valves or other emergency safety measures. 

In order to maintain the visual quality existing within the community and the 
improvements that are anticipated as a result of forth coming developments, 
consideration needs to be given to the need for landscaping and street improvements 
along the proposed alignment route.
 

The construction of the new 16 inch diameter pipe will also require the establishment of a 
new franchise agreement with the City of Rialto. 

Additionally, the City of ~alto i~ requesting the NOP review and co~ment period b
extended 45 days: ~he CIty. of Rialto d~es not feel adequate commuruty outreach has 
been conducted Within our CIty. The meetmgs that have been held have not covered all of
the areas that will be affected by this project. 

CEQA Section 15103 Response to Notice ofPreparation states that a responsible agency

may request of the lead agency an extension of time to the Nap comment period if
submitted within 30 days of receipt of the Nap with a response or a well justified 
request. The City of Rialto feels that the lack of community outreach in affected areas
constitutes a well justified request for an extension of time. During this extension of time
the City would request of CalNev (Kinder Morgan) that an additional community
meeting be held within the City at a location to be determined most effective by the City. 

This preliminary list provides some of the major concerns that must be addressed as a

result of the CalNev pipeline. The City of Rialto again thanks you for the opportunity to

review and comment on the Nap. We look forward to working with you to identify and

mitigate all of the impacts to the City of Rialto.
 

Ifyou have any questions or need additional information, please contact Christina Taylor,

Associate Planner at (909) 820-2556.
 

 

 

Christina Taylor 
Associate Planner 

Cc:	 Mayor and City Council Members 
City Administrator 



CITY OF HENDERSON 
240 Water Street 
P. O. Box 95050 

Henderson, NV 89009 

May 15,2008 

Bureau of Land Management 
Edyth Seehafer, Environmental Coordinator 
Barstow Field Office 
2601 Barstow Road 
Barstow, CA 92311	 

Re: Cal/Nevada Pipeline Project Comments	 

Dear. Ms. Seehafer:	 . t. kv<'-4 
?,,~r \ 

The City of Henderson is respectfully requests a two-week extension on the public 
comment deadline of May 17th to provide more comprehensive comments on the 
Cal/Nevada Pipeline project. In an effort to meet the deadline, the following is our list of 
initial comments received from our development related departments: 

~~ ~ .l r 
o--\-;<fA1 

~'-:S
'., 

c :-1 
". --. 

1.	 Consider moving the pipeline alignment within the transportation and utility 1~v.,1i"
 
corridor between Primm and S1. Rose parkway.
 

2. Until an alignment is finalized; the City is unable to make complete comments l .eyt .pi' 
regarding utilities meeting adequate separation requirements. To assist in this y-tO \,,(~ ~t-< 
effort; please provide a typical cross section of where the pipeline is located T}'J' 
within the right-of-way and any details of known utility conflicts. U<t.-

3.	 Be advised that most of Las Vegas Blvd., including the portions identified in theJJcJlet 
project map, is an easement with underlying property owners. L., C 

4.	 During construction do no restrict or impede access to the M Resort, a major «~~\\
 
casino/resort, located at the intersection of Las Vegas Blvd. and S1. Rose \
 
Parkway. This mixed use, hotel and retail development scheduled to open Spring
 
of 2009.
 

5.	 During construction minimize restriction of access to Las Vegas Blvd. and St. 
Rose Parkway as this is the "gateway" entry to the City of Henderson.	 p 

6.	 Recommend int~ragen.cy coordina~onwith the Southern Nevada Water Authority l vJ r)v,\(''l 
(SNWA) regarding adjacent waterlmes - such as the future McCullough Lateral, \ at" tJ... 
Clark County Planning, and the Clark County Sanitation District. J~" \ 

7.	 Prior to plan submittal, contact the City of Henderson's Community Development JQ nLJ-vv rJ". 
Department, Current Planning, to determine whether or not an entitlement process '~D d '.-' 
is necessary; including but not limited to: licenses, permits, fees, etc. ~ 



Bureau of Land Management 
CallNevada Pipeline Project Comments 

5/15/08 
Page 2 

8.	 Please contact the Development Services Center Manager's Office to facilitate a ] 
submittal coordination meeting with all development related plan review teams. 

Regards, 

Stacie Welsh 
DSC Project Coordinator 

Cc:	 Christine Kidd, DSC Manager 
Robert Carrington, City Surveyor 
Michael Johnson, Long Range Planner 
DSC Plan Review Teams 
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240 Water Street 
P.O. Box 95050 

Neru;t~rson: NV 89009 
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Stacie Welsh 

From: Stacie Welsh 

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2008 7:48 AM 

To: 'eseehafer@ca.blm,gov' 

Cc: Bonnie Kolesa 

Subject: cat/nevada pipeline project oomments 

Attachments: Stacie Welsh.vef 

The City of Henderson, NV was unable to attend the project seoping meeting held \>~tP 
on April 3rd in Las Vegas. This project will impact the City of Henderson's ROW 1j,rJ! 
and their will be permitting requirements, Unfortunately the letter we received J 
from Carrie Hyke( County of San Bernardino, there Is no teiephone number to 
contact for more information. The best I found was your address. Please provide 
our agency with a contact name and number so that I can obtain additional project 
seoping information to share with our team. I have less than two business weeks 
to receive the information and provide comments back to yOl! by the May 17th 

deadline. Your assistance is greatly needed, If you are not the person to help meF 

please let me know who is. 

Regards, 
Stacie 

Stacie Welsh, MPA 
DSC Pr'oject Coordinator 
PO Box 95050 
Henderson, NV 89009-5050 
{P] 702..267.3618 
[C] 702.756-.1179 
[F} 702.267,3605 
:5;t~qte.W~I.$-h.~·~t9-!tYQtb~'1Q.f}L~QrlJ;~gm 

5/112008
 

mailto:eseehafer@ca.blm,gov
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Staeie Welsh 
~AW 

from: System Administrator 
To: eseehafer@ca.blm.gov 
Sent: Thursday, May 01, 20087:48 AM 
5Mbject: Undeliverable; caVnevada pipeline project comments 

Your message did not reach some or all of the intended recipients. 

1 



CITY OF 

City of Fontana 
CALIFORNIA 

May 19,2008 

BLM Barstow Field Office 

Attn: Edythe Seehafer 

Environmental Coordinator 

2601 Barstow Road 

Barstow, CA 92311 c 

_. 

-; 
:J 
;) 

:~ 
.. ::... 
."'-

.) 

. ''=. 

....J' 

He: Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project from Colton to Los Vegas 

Dear Ms. Seehafer, 

Thank you for including the City of Fontana on your interested parties list for the 

Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project. The City of Fontana has no comments or -( IJ
i 
 

v,\?· 
(V\t'lJ., 

O cP 

concerns. ~

Thanks again for including the City of Fontana in the public review comment 

period. 

Sincerely, 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

PLANNING DIVISION 

www.fol1tann.org 
8353 SIERRA AVENUE FONTANA, CALIFORNIA 92335-3528 (909) 350-7600 



Mayor City Manager 
Michael L. Montandon Gregory E. Rose 

Council Members
 
William E. Robinson
 
Stephanie S. Smith
 

Shari Buck
 
Robert L. Eliason
 

.:J 
J 

. " 

•.~ 

City Manager's Office c. .., 
2200 Civic Center Drive • North Las Vegas, Nevada 89030 

Telephone: (702) 633-1005 • Fax: (702) 633-1339 • TDD: (800) 326-6868 
www.cihJofnorthlasvegas.com ( . 

-. --1 

May 17, 2008 

BLM Barstow Field Office 
Attn: Edythe Seehafer 
Environmental Coordinator 
2601 Barstow Road 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Re: Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

The City of North Las Vegas would like to thank you for this opportunity to comment on this 
project. The City understands that there will be an additional opportunity to comment during the 
Environmental Impact Statement process, but we would like to express a few of our concerns. 

Currently there is an 8" and a 14" pipeline running from Colton, California to Nellis Air Force Base \:'::> 

(AFB) that also supplies North Las Vegas. As proposed, a 16" pipeline will run from Colton to I'~("'c 
McCarran airport and the above noted 8" line will become "idle". At this time, this proposal maylY 
create an indirect impact on the City as opposed to a direct environmental impact. In order to fully 
ascertain the scope of any impacts the City would like to have the use of the term "idle" c1arified'-l 
The City is concerned that: If the 8" line is "idle" and the 14" line can currently meet the needs of , 
North Las Vegas and Nellis AFB, what happens when capacity is reached in the 14" line and the ,t. \1JlCr 
8"line is no longer viable? Is it the intention to maintain the 8" line and bring it back into service I 
when additional capacity is needed? Will the 16" line be extended to Nellis AFB to accommodateJI 
both the AFB and North Las Vegas' future growth or will other accommodations be made for 
additional capacity? 

It is the City's understanding from Mr. Paul Smith of Ecology and Environmental Inc., that there 
is a proposed pipeline from Wyoming, through Salt Lake City, Utah, to North Las Vegas. 
However, at this time, there is no time table for this project. 



Page 2 
May 1,2008 

North Las Vegas would like to thank you again for this opportunity to comment on the Calnev 
Pipeline Expansion. 

Respectfully, 

:
.-~'->-~ 
regory~ ~ 

City Manager, City of North Las Vegas 

c:	 Ms. Maryann Ustick, Assistant City Manager, Development 
Mr. Frank Fiori, Acting Director, Planning and Zoning Department 
Ms. Jan Schweitzer, Public Works 



CLARK COUNTY
 
DESERT CONSERVATION PROGRAM
 

500 S GRAND CENTRAL PKY • PO BOX 555210· LAS VEGAS NV 89155-5210 
(702) 455-5942 • FAX (702) 382-4593 

Lewis Wallenmeyer, Director· Alan Pinkerton, Assistant Director· Tina Gingras, Assistant Director 

May 1, 2008 

Edythe Seehafer	 .. 
_0
',

Environmental Coordinator	 c 
BLM Barstow Field Office 
2601 Barstow Rd	 . ,,,,",,,,,"," 

.~ 

Barstow, CA 92311-6653	 
"\] ',. 

;"',1 
: :;::J 

cDear Ms. Seehafer:	 .) 

< Ul :, 
The Clark County Desert Conservation Program (DCP) has been requested to provide ~iiny 
environmental or land use concerns along the Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project in southern Clark 
County, Nevada. The Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project is an expansion and construction pipeline 
project encompassing two hundred, thirty-three miles of pipeline starting in Colton, California and 
terminating at the Bracken Junction in Las Vegas, Nevada. Thirty-nine miles of the Calnev pipeline 
project is located within Clark County, Nevada (pipeline milepost 195 to pipeline milepost 233). The 
pipeline enters Nevada approximately one mile southeast of Primm and generally follows the existing 
railroad corridor north for approximately twenty-two miles and then follows Interstate 1-15 and Valley 
View Boulevard to the Bracken Junction (Valley View and Ponderosa), one mile west of McCarran 
Airport. The Study map is attached. 

Along within the pipeline construction, a proposed pipeline lateral (2.8 miles) is planned to be 
constructed between Bracken Junction and the McCarran Airport. Two access roads (1.75 total 
miles), and a staging area (6.5 acres) will be constructed to support the pipeline project. (See Study 
map). 

The DCP evaluated environmental and land use concerns within the Calnev pipeline project area 
which included analyzing existing information for environmentally sensitive areas, wildlife, and plant ~, 

species of concern. uJ., 

" VH
·v 

The pipeline study area intersects two ecosystems, Mojave desert $crub and Salt desert scrub. The \~0)l 

majority of the pipeline study area is located within the Mojave desert scrub ecosystem (35 miles of ~ Jfl 
Mojave desert scrub of which 10 miles falls within the Las Vegas urban footprint) and the remaining ~ 
four miles of the study area is located in the Salt desert scrub ecosystem. 

Environmental data and issues of concern in the DCP database that falls within or near the Calnev 
Pipeline Expansion Project are: 

1.	 Much of this area is historically desert tortoise habitat area with documented observations 
from the Nevada Natural Heritage Program (NNAP). Mojave desert scrub ecosystem is 
prime desert tortoise habitat area, but desert tortoise can also be found in Salt desert I 
ecosystems. Other species of concern found in Mojave desert scrub ecosystems are GilaJ' 
Monster and Burrowing Owl. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
 
RORY REID, Chairman • CHIP MAXFIELD, Vice-Chairman
 

SUSAN BRAGER· TOM COLLINS' CHRIS GIUNCHIGLIANI • LAWRENCE WEEKLY· BRUCE L. WOODBURY
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2.	 Tortoise fencing has been constructed along the 1-15 corridor from approximately Sloan,l ~\A 'if.", 

Nevada to Primm, Nevada. The Calnev project area comes in close proximity to the \ r) ;\..', .t 
tortoise fence between pipeline milepost 217 to pipeline milepost 221. Any tortoise fencing \ ~.~ 
damaged or removed during construction of the pipeline or access roads will need to be \ f, 

coordinated with the Nevada Department of Transportation for repair or replacement. )it,l( 
f, t\ 

~(,(fiJr 

3.	 Documented plant observations from the NNHP database inciude Penstemon ~\t?iV ~<1'l; 
albomarginatus (white-margined beardtongue) and Penstemon bicolor ssp. roseus (rosy \2.0 
twotone beardtongue). -' ,,~r/ 

~(jJo , 

4.	 The following native bees have been documented within the general study location; jf~:;l~,/'J 
Agapostemon angelicus, Agapostemon texanus, and Ashmediella breviceps. I~) 

Jij/L. 
5.	 The Conservation Management Categories for this pipeline study area is classed as J"fl'..; 

Multiple Use Managed Area (MUMA) or Un-Managed Area (UMA). 

We hope that this information is of assistance to you. 

With my regards, 

Marci D. Henson 
Program Manager 

MDH/ree 

Enclosures 

I 
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Los Angeles Office: 818 W. 7th Street, 12th floor, Los Angeles, CA 90017 e 213.236.1800 
Inland Empire Office: 3600 LimE Street, Suite 216, R!verside, CA 92501 951.784.1513B 

FAX COVER SHEET 

To: Edythe Seehafer. environmental coordinator Date: 05106/08

Location: ELM Barstow Field Office Fax #: (760) 252-6099 

Number of pages {including cover):
 

From: Christine Fernandez (213) 236-1923
Phone #: 

Note: If you do not receive all the pages, please cat; (213) 236-1923,-- 

URGENT FOR REViEW o FYi(0 Planning & Poli'Y o 
I FAX # 213.236:1963 
\ 

\...------_.... 
Comments: 

(D:::~ Resources ~ Dear Ms. Seehafer,l fAX # 213.630. 149J Ahacbed are com.ments fwm the Southern CdifOi'!1ia Associatior: of 
GOverranents ["egarding k'le NOP ibr the draf{ EJR/EIS for the Cainev Pipeline 

r -... Expansion Prc,ject -- S.CAG No. I20080 166.
( 0 Il'lformation SeNicE 
1 Data & GISllnfom'lation Please contact me ifyou have question&I TechnObg}'tlVlodeling 
\ FAX#213.236.1962 Christine Femandez ...... -_._-DAssjsta"t RCtPonal Phnner 

Southern California Association of Governments 
818 W. 7th St, 12th Floor 

~--- Los Angeles, CA 90017 

( D Inland Office (213)236-1913 (phone) 
FAX # 951.784.3925 (213) 236-1963 (fi.iX) 

femande@scrrg.ell.gov\.-_._---

Resolving Regiona! Challenges
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Firs'Yl« l'm;i<J/ifi\ 
!1;j<h~~ Di~QI\ La"" fo,'eS~ 

sect,lnd V"~e ?,e;i(ful'll 

tialfllll"ic!wit1, 5.1n G!>b>i"1 

Imm~11I'l.e ~st PlI!sidalll
 
Y'J'Qll""e.lSllrko:, LoS A~ (:oonty
 

Adminlmilt!@
 
Ro<-~Id Q.LDlA!ridge. P';"-ers~
 

<;=..n\.mi\'J'.~n"'ll'li< M<5
 
Hum'" f),;v~I¢pl<\M:
 
.lOr. ,<ll'i<.\y, gj Cem;rc.
 

EIN<gy and .n'iirOfi~Ko(It
 

Ocl>bi" Cock, H\,!,.,lJ~<;!1i S~~(\I
 

T@ll,ponntlon ~otl 'Q-lrl1t>VniC.ljotl~
 

Ma" D. W&pnIH. C\"~SI;o
 

From=2132361961 

Apri123.20oa 

Ms. Edvthe seehafer, Environmental Coordinator
 
BlM Barstow Reid Office
 
2601 Barstow Road
 
Barstow, CA 9231 i
 
Fax: (760) 252-6099, eseehafer@ca.blm·9o'tl
 

SCAG Comments. 01'1 the Notice of f:'reparation of e Draft Em'jl't'nm611t~f impact 
Report/Di'$!'t IEnvkonm~r'ita! Impact Statement t'>.)il' th~ Calmw Pipline Expans!<Pl1 
Project· SCAG No. i2003Q'iB6 

Dear Ms. Seehafer, 

Than\( you for sUbmitting ih~ Notice of Preparat;cn (NOP} <:if a Draft Envlronmen6<li Impact 
ReportiOra.fi: EI'l\l~~omjjtmt1i1 fmp(lC:~ ·Stlltert";~i'it (OElRiDEIS) for the Ca!nev ?iplk,e 
Expansion Proj6ct • SCAG t..io. ~2ntlBa"iSi1>, to the SOll~hem Califomia AssQcia1ion of 
Govemments (SC.t\G) for review "mel comm*nt. BeAG is tl~e authorized regiona~ agency fur Inter
Govemmental Review of p,'og,am$ proposed for feder~l finanCial assistaflG<:! and direct 
development activibas. pwrSr,Jant to Pr~$idential Execufivs Ordst 12312 (repl1#cing A-95 Review). 
Additionally, pursua;nt to Public Resources Code Section 21083(d) SCAG reviews Environmental 
Impacts Repoo$ of projects of regionEl! significance for consIstency with regional plans per the 
California Err>iironm~ntai Ql,JaiiW Act Guidelines, $el;:!ions 15125(d) and 152oa(~)(I). SeAG Is 
also the de:;igrlated Regbnai Transportatiorl Planning Agencv and as such is responsibfe for both 
prepsration of the Regkmal Transportaton Plan (RTP) and Regioni21 Trar.sportation hli~rOVemel1t 

Program (RTIP) Ul'ld~f California Govgmment Code Section 65080 and 65082. 

SCAG staff has reviewe<;i the aforementioned NOP and has determined that the proposed project 
is regionally- s!gf'lruO~lit ~,,~r the Caoiifornia Environmental QW.3.!ity Act (CEQA) Guideline;, (Section 
Hi12S(d) and 152Ci5). The proposed proJ€!Ci. is an expansion anc reconstruction of 233 miles of 
petroleum delivery' plpel!!'Ie in California am! Ne'lada. CEQA requires that EiRs discuss any 
inconsl$ten;;;ies bet-ueen the p"ipos.ed project and applic-abie general p!an~; and regional plal1$ 
(Section 1512:5 [lil). If lhere are inconsistencies, an explanation arid rationaiizatiof1 for such 
inconsistencies $hoilld Be piO\fj6~d, We eX!Je{:t the DSIRiDE!S to spadfioolly cite eU SCAG 
policie£, and addr~;"'$ lhe manner in wt.ich triEr project is consistent 110t..cv!isister,t, or not 
app~cable to these. poircies Md pro\!ide supportive analysis ss to WliY it !$ consis1ent, not· 

consistent. or not applicabJ~" . 

PC!'jci~5 of SCAG's Regional Ccrr:prer:e~$!ve Pla~. and Guide (RGPG), Regional Trans~ortallcnl 
\

I
.

L~'\ 

YVD..lc....v . ,

 . e
 
~ o,n;)
r 



 

Plan ,RTP!< {mr;j Comp?$-$ GrO\k'th Vt$!on (CG'v; that may be appllcsble to your project are 
outliMa in thI'J ;atladliT1e'1t. Tho RCFlG, RYP <!i1Q CGV can ;,.,<: ft,und M the BeAG web site at 
httr:,:!iscag,ca.(KNI1i~'f. For ;;;$$13 of review, we wouid enCfiurBge )Iou to u!>e a ll;ide.bY-l:lidie 
comparison of al! SC,A,{;; pGii;::ies with a discussion of 1he consi!Otency, non·consistency or non-
appiicability or the policy ;and liUpport1\.'e analysis in a t:;ble fo,ma~ (example attached). ..

The atach~d detailed COi1"lments are meant to provide gUidano~ for considering the proposed
 
prOieGt within the c~:mte}(~ of our regional goals and policies, Please proVide a minimum of 45
 
dayS!> fo-r SCAG to review the DEIRJDE:iS and associatad plan;(> when th~$a dQel,lm:m~ are
 
available. If you ha',;e an,. Questions r~ga-r;jjt'lg th~, attach~d comments, pleaSl; contact C11nsu!'ll$
 
Femande<: at (213) 236-i923. Thani\ you,
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A.pril 2.3, 200S SCAG No. 120080166
 
Ms. Edythe Seehafer
 

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF It DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ~1iPACr.
 
R.EPORT/DRAFT ENVIRONME.NTAL lNH:\>ACT SlATEMIE.!'.!T FOR THE CAlNEV PiPUN~ EXPANSJON
 

PROJ~CT ~ SCAG NO. 120080165
 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed project wOljld include GOn~truction, op.er~tion and maintenance of a iiew 16..1nco pipeline 
from Colton, California to Las Vegas, Nevada; n",w pumps, an eiectrical substation and o!:!'J~r allcillary 
facilities to increase pumping at Colton; a new pump station, electrical substation and ancillary facilities at 
Baker; as wei! as new or modified connections tc existir\g !aterals. Pipeline construction Will take place 
over 12 months and is anticip,~ted to being in !Gtt:'; 2009/e2rly 2010. The nEW pipeline 1i'/iB sen/e the need 
for significant increases in jet fU~1 supplies a1 the McCarran international AirporT in Las. V€,gae, for the next 
20 years. 

;-he project \I~OUld req~!re a rigtlt-of.wsy (ROW) C:~ la:ids mBin~..;"ged by thc: BLM,.t,he U~ Forest ~ervlce 
IUSFS) and tne Oepamnent of Defense- (DoD}, a )Tanchise a~reement and Condltlona! Use Permil from 
the County, and appropriate permits from state, feder~! .3M local .!'..Jnsdiction{>. An amendment of the 
BLM's land-use plan and the California Desert Conservation Area (COCA) Plan \vauld also be required. J 

• 
\:<Iv'\ 

\&" 
(()no' J 

¥ () iC/:> 

 ~ .!Jl 
uJ./ 

: J9 

The new pipeline will follow most of the existing alignmen: of the current Caln9v pipeline tr,at rum;; from 
~~Iton, CA to Las Vegas, NV nitling !::dwa.rds AF8, B~rstow. Baker, VaHey Wells, and MCCmrran Airport 
!n Detwean 

GOi'JSISTENCY wln~ REGION.i:l.l COMFBlli~..JS!'~A!{AND G..,tJJ!DE..2Qb!£.lE1 \ 

The Growth M<nagement Ch.pte' (GI!C) of the Raj\<)nal Ccrnp,ahensivo Plan and Gl'OO (RCPG)J
contains the following policies that are partiCUlarly appflcabie a.ole should be addressed in the Cir:<!fi.: E!R. 

RE';gioRa~ Growth Forecasts '
The DEIR should refiect the most curr>~nt SCAG fbrecasts. whi~;rl are the 2004 RTP (AprH 2004)
Population, Household and Employment forecasts. The forecasts ror ]'O\.if region, subregion, dnd cities are 
asfo!lows: 

I

1r
Population 
Households 
Employment 

A~"pted SANBAG Forecas~1 
201q 

Population 2,059,420 i 
Households 618,782 : 
Employment 870,491 : 97'2,.243! 1.074,861 I 1,178,890 I 

Ado:pted SANBAG Url!ncorpt;~aJted;ii.re$ F{jfiSiC,sIste:t 

20'1 OJ 2015 J!i;~Q 2825 
Population "329,293 ~14 ! U3>E8i<.4-,7-7-3~---""'4"":L"'t.188 ;
 
Households 104,352 i . 1H),09~ L__128,197 140,270 !
 

Employment 77,387 i 84,619 1 ~2,OOO 1 99,448.J 106.997 j
 

Pag~2 
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April 23, 2008 SCAG N!l.l2008G16G 
Ms. Edyth~ Se~h"fer 

Adopted City of Barstow forecasts 1 

2010 2015 2025 2030-
Population 2S,401 28,83~ 3~1215 35,460 3S,571 I 
H01,.1seholds 9,072 10.414 ~ 1,790 13,155 14,527 1 
Employment 18256 21,363 24,533 27,728 30sos 1 

1Aaopt&d City of Colton Forecasts 
2010 ~015 2025 2030-

Population 62,086 sa087t 74.004 79,676 85,!17 i 
Households 18.42B 201n.! 2g205 25.§.~9 2s.oss 1·
Employment 34,784 .40:467- 45,.265 52,103 56,021 i 

-1. The 2004 RTP QltlWth torecast at tlla regiOllclf, eou11t1 and SUl)r~ona! level was adoprea by RC •n 
April, 2004. City totals cite !he SU({I of Sn'lalf m-.a data Mdshould bP. u~ f¢r ('.(MSQ()l po~s only. 

The Draft 2008 RTP Baseline Growth Forecast (built upon subregion/toea! jurisdiction input) was ~elea$ed 
on November 1. 2007 by the Communir;~, Economic and Human Development Ccmmlttee {CEHD~ aiong 
with the Draft 2008 RTF" and RC? tor pvb!ic review <;;nd comment. You may wish to review th~se foreca$'!s 
to determine compati"bnity with any Project Forecasts. The fcllm..ring 2035 forecasts are provided for your 
reference for the Cities of Cotto11 and Baker. San Bernardino subrsglon (U,11ncorpotated and COO~ and 
SCAG Rsglon. The forecasts for the mter·.Jening years (~010. 2015, 2020. 2oz.s;, and :2030; will be 
Included in the 2008 RTP Baseline GrOWI.h Forecast. 

89,604: I 27,852 53_411 1 

69,533 . 25.080 35.525 i 
- Unhlcorpo nrtecl I 

hea I · -_~328aa 1 
10447 18,126 

SANBAG ·r·· 
113 960 38.874 ' 69.119 

~CAG Region I 24,Q56,000 7,710,000 I 10,287.000 ! 
1. Source; Draft21J08 RTP Baseline Gra.tl\h Forecast 

(htlp1f$1;C!Q.ca.gov.iforecastldowl'lload~!HP_baseline_fo.'<!cas.!:!_1 00~ .xis ) 


3.(}1 	 The population. housing, and iobs forecasts, which are adopted by SCAG's Regional Council 

and that reflect local plans anc polici;s sha;t be used by SCAG ir' all phases of implemertiation 

cmareview. 


GMC POUCIES REtATtn TO nt,E_f!C?q GOA.¥ •!Q ifJft10\,JS THE ~~Al STANQARD Qr: 
LNIMG 

The Growth Management goal~ to cfe\Jetcp :Jrban forms lhat enab!e irn:hviduals to ~pend tess inrorne en 
housing cost, that minln~ite public anr.l private aa~opmant costs, and that er.ah!e tifms to be more 
competitive, strengthe£1 th® regional strategic goal to stimulate the regional eoo.·v.>rny. The evaluation cf the 
proposed pr'Oject in relation to th& fcllowir:g polide$ would be irl1end~.d to guida f:\ffor!s toward achievement of 
suCh goals c;nd does not infer regionai interference v.rith local !and use powers. 

3.05 	 Encourage p;;1{terM of urbFJn deve!opmBnt atJcf land use which reduce costs on infrastrvcwre 

construction and make better use ofexisting facii.tlies. 


3.09 	 Suppott local jurisdtctton.s · ei'lorts to mtnfmlze' ft19 cost of infrastructure and pub!1c .servi<:e 

delivery, and efioos io st·ch new ~ources of fundir.g for deveiopment ~nd th~ prevision of 

setvic.es. J 

3.10 	 Support /oce,f jurisdictions' actions to mJnlmiza red tape and exp~ite the pennftting pror;e$$ to 

mafntain economic Vitality and compet;tiveness. 


Page3 
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April 23,2008	 SCAG No. 12(j(l8!0166 
Ms. Edyflhe Seehafer 

~MC POliCIES RELATED 10 THE RCPCPOft,l TO !MPROVE THig REGIONAL QUALITY OF LIFE 

The Gro\'Jth Management goals to attain mobility and clean air goals and to develop urban fonl1s that 
enhance quality of life, that accommodate a diversity of lire style:;, that preserve open spac8 and naiural 
resources, and that are aesthetically plE!$$ing and preserve the character of communilies, enhance the 
regional strategic goal of maintaining the regional quality of life. The evaiuation of the proposed pmject in 
relation to the following policies would be intended to provide direction for plan impiementation, and does not 
alrude to regional mandates. 

3.11	 Support. provisions and incentives created by locat iudsdictJons to attract housing gmfArth in job c
 

rich SUbregions andjob f,rowth in h(}usin9'~rich subregions.
 
3.13	 £ncourage locallurisdidjorls' plans that maximize the use ofexisting Lir.bap,ized areaS accessible
 

to transit through inti!! fmd redeveloprm:mf.
 
3.14	 Support local plans to increase density of fl..'iure development [oc$t~d ;f;!t strat~gic points aiong
 

the regional commuter roil, transit .systems. eind actiVity cenMrs.
 
3.16	 Encourage deVelopments in emf around activity centers, transportatioil corridors, i)nderutilized
 

jnf.rr;stractuffl systems, and areas needing racy'cj[ng and mdei/fjJopment.
 
3.i8	 Encourage planned of:;vefCpment in iocations le61sr tikefy to cause adve!se I'ii/lvirtmrmmiai
 

impact.
 
Suppoti policies and actions that preserve open spac;$ ;!ire!!>!!J jderdified in ioca!, stat.s. and
 
federal plans.
 

3.20	 $Uf,.>pori tha protection of vit~f reSOUi"C&S such as w~t!ands, gtOwlaWarfJr recharge ar@as, J 
woodlands, Prod~Cti~n lands., .and l~nd confaii1fng ~tljq~tf: and endangere~.plafjtSJand al)im~Js_ ¥-Q..~/j <Ii 

3.21	 Encourage the tmptemenrf!tlOF! (>[ mMSUteS almea at the preservation and pmrectlon of \ 03-' 
recorded and unrecorded cUltural resoumes cod arcti!J&o/ogicai sftss. ] j J'~U 
DiscDurage development, Or encouroge the use: of si-10cfal design roqu!remenis, in areas with (j 

steep .glope.s, high fire, fft..-Xld, and seismic hazams.<..y..1 
3.;2,3	 Encoum~ mii!~aticm .ni$2!Sutes: that. re,iUi:X: nOiS"'.. in certain iocai2ons,. measures airned ~t J0~P 

pteseNatlon or DlologiCaf end e:.:ologtCaf reSQUfGiS'S. meeSi..lres U;at woule! (.educe exposure to 
seismic hazards, minimize ;;aftnqw:lke dBmag~, and to devefop em&tg€fiGy response and 
recovof.;'y plans. b 

1../... 
nt\' 

GMC POUCIES R.E!:-ATED TO THE ~CPG GOAL TO PROViDE SOCI~2QUr]~AL. ~Q.QULTURAL (;/~ 
.~iT,{ rQ.t./ 

JI 
The Grovvth Management goals to deveiop Urball fOrTnS tt,at avoid er....onorrdc and soda: fJOiElriZEltion]'fP 
Pf?ffi.otes, the regional .•strat~gic ~.?al (/ mir!,~!izing.f;()ci.iOi! and ge.t.:;g~;&p.!1~C disp~.rilieB and of. reSChi..q9 eql.litj! (j 

arllOflg all segments or SOCiety. ! he 8valurmon of ;;he proposed ,XOJ8Ct In relatioo to the pOlICy statea belOW 
!s intended. gUide direction for the 9cC::;imDilsnmen~ of thiS goai, ;3nd does not InfBt regional manoates arld 
interference with bocalland use powers, 

3.27	 Support foce! jurisdictions and o['he·r seNice proviasrs in tfJeir ei'torts to develop sustainable
 
communities and provide. equaffy fo m7 members of society, ~ccessible ;;Ina effacti\le services
 
Si.lcb as; pubJic edtlcatkm, housing. healUt care, social services, rocreationaf facijjfies, Jaw
 
enforcement. and fire pmtection_
 

. reP 
"'iVY' 

5.11	 Through the envifDl1mentaf document r,~view process, ensure that plans at aif Jew,fs or 
government (reg/onat air bG:5in, county. sur..lI"€fgiDrlaJ, and focal) consider air qualf!y, land use, 
tr<;ll}sporiation, and economic refatfonsfiips to t!?nsure consistency and minimize conflicts 

1::>age4 
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OPEN SPACE AND CONSERVATIDr..J CliAP-lEB 

The Open Spac9 and Conservation Chapter goals relatec tv the ~!roposed project include: 

9.03	 Promote salf-sustalning regional rocrei;}tion resotJrces and fqc;;iiities, 
9.04	 Maintain open space for adequate prottiction to /iv~s and propertiGs against natural and 

manmade hazards. 
Minimize potentially hazardous dfJv¢fopmcnts in i,li/sides, canyons, a~8S susceptible to flooding, 
earthquaktJs, wildfire and other known hazards, and areas with iimited access for emergetICy . ~~ 
equipments. 1 ;.O'v-eu., 1-

9.0B	 Dev~/op :,rel/-m.~m(jged vi~bJe ecosystems or knovm habitats of rare, threatened and endangered I f~ 'n IJY(w 

species, mC/tIdmg w€Jt!&t)(Js. .-l 'fY" 

WATER QUALITY CHAPTER RECOMMEt-mATIONs AND POiUCY OPTiONS 

The Wafer Quality Chapter goals related to the proposed project include: 

"if.G2	 Encourage ·watershed matlfig,:,:ment" programs and ~;trategies, recognizing ~he primary tOls of Jl w~~ 
local governments in such 8fforts, ~ 

11,{)"l	 Encourage water reclamation fhro!1ghout i.hP.t region I?{here it iE: cost~8ffective, feasible, end
 
appropriate to reduce r/J!i;:JJJC& Oli irrlpo.'1ed water &nd wastewater discharges. CUtt8r.t
 
administrativB impediments to incrosHJ-d use of wasiswai-er should b8 addressed.
 

The 20M Regional Transport.ation Pian (RIP) also has goals and policies that are pertinent to this 
proposed project. This RTP links the goa! of sustak-ling mobWty with ihe goals of fostering economic 
deve;oprnent, enhancing the environment, reducing 6nergy o:)nsumption, promoting transportationufrla!'ldly 
development pattem~. and encoure.ging fair and equitable aer...ess to residents affected by s~io-economic. 

geogrnphic and commercial Iimitatiol'l5_ The RTP t:Ol'1t1nues to support all applic3bfe federal and state la\'I.'S in 
implementing tne proposed project .Among the relevant goals and policies of the RTP are tlie fOllo'wing: 

RegionM Ttf,msportatio!» PFijn Gt';tils:
 
RiP G'I f"tax/mire mobliity fJnd tlccessft<iihy for ~ff people emf goods in the region.
 
R'TP G2 ensure travel $~fety end reliabiJity far a!! peopfe and goods in [tie regi"n.
 
RTP G3 Preserve and ensure 8 susteinabfe regional transportation system.
 
RTf> G4 Maxfmfze the productivity ofOUf traonspol1alfon system.
 
RTP G5 Protect the environment, improve air quality and promote energy effi~;i?ncy.
 

RTP G6 £ncotJrage land use and growtf! pattems that compfem€mt 0111 transporiation l.'1ve&1rfJents.
 

GROWTH VISiONIt-JG 

The fundamental goal of the Compa:s$ Gr.-:::wth Vi3ion~ng; §fforJ: is to make the SCAG ragion a better It---Y... 
plaCf1 £,0 live. work and play f~r all ,reSidents '·'~g.cwjle8s of race, 'athni.cityor h1c.ome class. Thus, deGis10ns \ r. ~'-" Q 
regardmg grm.vtil, transportation, land USI~1 and economic a:levelopmem shQuld be made to promote and \ eJ- ,> fY' 

sustain for future generations the regk,n's mobility, !!vabiHtj and prosperi[y. The following "Regional ~J.:i'~J
GrOlllJth Principles" are proposed ao provide l?J framework for loca! snd regional decision mal,ing that I).Y .~~.
~mpro\l'es the quality ?f life for ~H SCAG resi~ent:s. ~ach pri~cip~e is f~1l0wed by a specif~c set of stra~egies G~....('o(/{ 
Intended to achieve thIS goal. l\J:ore mformatlon ana maps can be found at 
http://www.compassblu8Qrini.org/2oercentlareas_ 

Page 5 
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MqY-06-2008 13:04 Frl)m:2132361961 

Apri12S,2008 SCAG No. 120080166 
Ms. ~dythe Seehafer 

Principie f: Improve mDbility for aU t¥3sid8nts. 
(;tVP1. 1 Encourage tr-ansporf8tion inve.stmsnts and iand use decisiorls that sr.::; mutually supportive. 
GV Pt. 2 Locate nsw housing near e';(istingjob.s Md 11CwJOi';.s near existing housing. 
GVP1.3 Encourage tronsf!:~orient$d dtwefopment. 
GVP'f.4 Promot& tJ variety of tr;;(vel choices 

Principf$ 2~Fosterlivability in fl/f communities. 
GV P2.1 Promote intiff d&velopment and redevelopment to reY'I~8iizfJ existing communities. 
allP2.2 Promote developments, which provide a mix ofuses. 
GVP2.3 Promoifl "people scaled," wafkable communities. 
COW £02.4 Support the preseMltion ofstable, single-family neighborhoods. 

Prlnrr:iplf'; J: Enablf: prosperity f')f all people. 
GV1'3,1 Provide, in each community, a variety of hOMsing types to meet th9 housing mJ{¥ds of aff income 

ievels.
 
GVP3.2 Support aducationaI opportunities thai promote balanced groliAh.
 
GVP3.3 Ensure envirc'nmentaf jlistice regardless of race, ethnk:ity or income class.
 
GVP3.4 Support local and state fIScal pOi'icies that encourage balanced gro\vth
 
GVP3:.5 Encourage civic eng-agement.
 

PlinclpJe 4: Promote stilstainabUhy k~r fuwro gili1enJIli¥ons. 
GVP4.1 PreseTWJ ruraf, agricu!turel, recreational, and environmentafiy 8&nsitiv8 arelEis. 
GVP4.2 Focus deve!opm&,t'f in urban c.-3ntel'E andexisting citi(;s. 
GlIP4.3 Develop t~trategies to accommc.>df'tt!7t gmwth tliat use.') resources r;;ff[e!entfy. ~li..tifnM8 pollution 

lind sIgnifiCantly re(J.uc-e v,.wM.
 
GV P4.4 Uii!ize ~green" developmfHJi t$otmiqMIJ:S
 

PageS 
DOCS#145625 



MAY-06-2009 13:04 From:2132361961 

April 23, 2008 SCAG No. 12003016S 

Ms. Edtth» Seehafer 


SUGGESTED StOia BYSlOE F'ORMAT • C()MPARtSON TABLE OF SCAG POUC.1ES LCiV0 
For ease of review, we would encouragl:· the use oi :a; side-b~-.sid-s comparison Qf aH SCAG policies with ajVJ-'(_ o/ . 
discussion of the consistency. non-~ons!$ten·::y or net aoplicable o' the ;:JOiicy :and supportiv& analysi~ in e ~ 
tabie fnrmat AJl policies and goa,s !n·.Jst ~e evatUat:eo as to impaCt!;, Suggested format is S<s follows: 

SCAG RCPG (RTP and/or CGV} Policies- .. 

.. ---·----....,.-- ~rowt~ Managoo:ent Chapter 


Poficy P~H{;y Tet:t ' statemee~tof COn$i&tiam:y, 

i NutD,b=-e"-'r'-+--- Ncm·Com~isteocr., or_f!~t />.. licabl& 

1 3.01 The population, housing, and Joos forecasts., w'?i iCt! \..ohsistcnt: statement as to whj• 


are adopted by SCAG's Regional Council end that Noi..CoMJlstent statement as to why 

i refteci local pf<;lrlS and po~icies shaf! l)e u.'>ed by £\lot AppUceble: Statement as to Why


I~ SCAG if'! au pheses of irr.plementa~~n an<i J"eView. ! _ _______ 

I 3.02 Jn areas with large seasoru:1 population fluck.~Btions., ; Conslste~t Statement as to v-ltry

l such as resort areas. forecast permanant i NQt-Consistent Statement as to why 


populations. Howev~r. appropriale infrast'ucMe j Not Applicable: Stateme>lt as to why 
l systems stJould be &R:ed to serve hlgh~se<'Jeon lI 1population totals. 


~ .The timing, financing. and lo:::atioo of pubiie fac!lities., Consistent: Stgtement~~ towny 

I . 1;utility systems, and transportetiof! Sl''Ster'ls shalt be ; NoH:·.on-si;otent Statement as to V'ft1~

1 

1 · used l>y SCAG to !mp!-~me;,rrt tM feglcn's growili i Not App!JC:fto!e: Stai.EH'nSflt ;;s ~why 
~~-- pniicie-s. _ _ . -···· _ l . . 

Etc. . Etc. . , _ _._.... ~J;l£.__,__ .. . 
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RIALTO UNIFIED! 
SCHOOL DISTRICT 


182 East Walnut Avenue Rialto, California 92376·3518 Telephone (909) 820-1700 FAX (909) 873-2489 

May 2, 2008 

~ .:J ..
Ms. Edythe- Seehafer ::> 

BLM Barstow Field Office ~ 
Q 

2601 Barstow Road (. 
~ -· 
-< lBarstow, CA 92311 ...:.. . I ·: .. 

;
Project; Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project :-:: -.1. 

. - -:::; ...-
-·~ 

~ 

I-· : <-Dear Ms. Seehafer: ;:'-.) .:. ~~ c ·-' 
: 


This letter is in response to the Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environl!lental ~mpact~ 

Statement and a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Calnev Pipelifl·e Expansion: 

Project. ·' 

Expansion of the project would include construction, operation and maintenance of a new 
16-inch diameter pipeline through the boundary of the Rialto Unified School District. The 
product delivery type is gasoline, diesel and jet fuel. 

Impact on School Facilities 

The California Department of Education prohibits any proposed school site from being~ k 
located within 1,500 feet from an aboveground or underground pipeline that could pose a j cv.f/ 
safety hazard (Education Code Section 17213}. · c 

u~-
The proposed new 16-inch diameter pipeline will impact and limit the land uses for school 'I 
facilities along the proposed project route. -.:J 

The maps displayed at the scoping meetings present several alternative routes for a new 
16-inch diameter pipeline. One of the proposed routes is north on Cactus Avenue. With 
the existing 8-inch diameter pipeline already running south to north on Linden, a new 16
inch diameter pipeline on Cactus would severely limit our land usage for siting new 
schools. 

A second concern is that on the same route on Baseline Road the new proposed 16-inch 
diameter pipeline heads east to Ayala and then north again on Ayala and is located within 
350 feet of our proposed K-8 site in the Renaissance Project area (Exhibit A). This route 
would necessitate the District to relocate the proposed school site elsewhere within the 
project 

,~1 

It is the District's suggestion that the proposed 16-inch diameter pipeline be constructed (LtAJ;.
1 

J 
on Linden Avenue, parallel to the already existing 8-inch diameter pipeline, which would ;A, e) 
cause the least impact to the District and its students. 1. '~ 

Transportation, Traffic and Safety \? . 
~~, 

The planned extension of the proposed 16-inch diameter pipeline will affect transportation \\(~JI 
routes, and the District requests that it be notified when construction commences so that J {)1-i\t;v

¥\\' 
+Youth: Our Most Valuable Resource+ 

• Rialto i s a Drug, Alcohol and Tobacco FREE Di s trict • 



D~ 
it may re-route buses and address issues relating to "Suggested Safe Routes to School" 
as well as other transportation and safety needs that may arise. 

The District must be assured that all potential safety measures be taken during the 
construction process in order to protect its students from any potential danger. 

Should any of your proposed alternate routes require obtaining access to our school
sites, please contact me in the Facilities Planning Department at (909) 421-7555 to make
arrangements. 

~'~Y\ 
~ 7fI'\- HI . 
/\2P~ 0 
J \.~ 

\ rl~~('!J" 
)VJ" 

Respectfully, 

D.nn.a.lJ..Q.iliarri 
Anna Ulibarri, Director 
Facilities Planning 

AU/kn 

Attachments:	 Exhibit A - CalnevRenaissance Overlay 
Exhibit B - School Vicinity Map 



EXHIBIT A
 

CALNEV RENAISSANCE OVERLAY 

1i!II---IC===:~----=====!i----------------~===============~---- Ii!'Miles 
0.5 0.25 0 0.5 1 1.5 



EXHIBIT B
 

Rialto Unified School District 

Rialto Unified School District extends to the 
northwest area of Interstate 15. 
This area is mountainous and sparsely populated. 

HGH.ANDAVE 
() 

WALNUT ST 

I!!sAdmnstrative Office-182 E. Walnut Ave. 

/\/Streets 

~K-5 Schools 

~6.8 Schools 

~9.12 Schools 

Maintenance &Operations 
Transportation 

Facilties Planning 
625 West Rialto Ave 

Purchasing &Warehouse 1-10 FWY
Print Shop
 

260 SoLth Willow Ave
 

Scroll dcmn fa RUSD schod campus irfamaton (page 2) 
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EIlNAE.~HEllRllIG 
SuperintendeD! 

BOARD O' 
EDUCATEO" 

J...n'T.lill~"'" 

Jotut R. KauI..... Ed.D. 

__.!ilI, 

111 Ilul1YtJ1••t Avu... 11,1to. C,llhnU, tz:.71·:>5tB 

May 2. 2006 

Ms. Edythe Seehafer 
EI,.IIII Balstow Fje;d Office 
2601 Barstow Road 
B~rsICJw, CA 9~:S11 

Pro)eci: Calnev Pipeline Expsnsion Pmlect 

Dear Ms. seehafer: 

This lelter Is in response to the Notice of Preparation of a Dratt Environmental Impact 
Stafement and a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Calnev Pipelln$ Expansion 
P:"(Jject. 

Expansion of the project WOL'ld include Ct,ll'&lruc1ion. operation and maintenance of a new 
1t3-lnch diarnatN pipEtlil1e through the bcumlary of thl Rialto Unified Behccl Di9trlc:. The 
prcduct ,::Ielivery type is gasoline, diesel/1M Jet fuel. 

Impact ~ol Facilities 

The CaIWornia Department of Education prohibits any proposed school site from being 
located within 1,000 feet from an aboveground or underground pipeliroe that could pose a 
safety h,lzard (Education Code Section 17213). 

i.'le proposed new 16·inch diameter pipeline will impact and ljm~ the land uses for schOOl 
fe.cilitie~ along thB proposed project routn. 

T'll~ maps displayed at the scopirog meeings prase",; severnl .,.Itamal've rcutes for n nE'W 
16·inch diameter pipeline. One of the proposed rout6S is north on Cactus Avenue. With 
the existing 8·inch diameler pipeline alrudy runr·ing south to north on Llndan. a new 16
Inch diame1er pipeline on Cactus would teverely limit our land usage for siting new 
schools. 

Ae;econd concern is that on the same route on Baseline Road the new prol,osecl16-lnch 
d'ameta' pipeline heads' east to ,~yala ar d then nOl;h again ')0 Ayala and IE; loeateo wltNn 
350 feet of our proposed K-8 site in the Renaissance Project area (~hibit A). Thii> rOlJte 
would n3cessitah th3 Dislriot to relocate 'j-'e prop,)sed scheol site elsewhere withlr, the 
~~ . 
It is the District's suggestion that the proposed 16-inch diameter pipeline be constructed 
on Unden Avenue, parallel to the already existing !l-inch diameter pipeline. whieh would 
cause the least impaclto the DiMriot an6 it, studer(cs. 

!rdl1&!!lJl1llfum..TnlffIc and S''/$!.!X 

The planned extensiCln of the proposeCl16-inch dia:neter pipeline will affed tra1sportatlon 
(OUlllS. and the P;strlct requests that it t:e notified when construclion commences $0 ttial 

.. Youth: Our Mcst VIlIIIJQ:tJ6 Aesouroo + 
-------_--:......;.:.;..;.-.~--_._--------~~,---

• PI I ell Ito I.. .. Co r U Ill. A leo h Q I and T.o t. III co ~ Q FA e IS 0 I .. t ric t .' 

TRANSACTION REPORT
 

FOR: FACILITIES 909 824 J824
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u.s. 
FISH &WILDLIFE 

SERVICE 

United States Department of the Interior 

~	 FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE ~ ~OFT1\';''''!;'' Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office 
2493 Portola Road, Suite B 
Ventura, California 93003 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

2008-SL-0343 

May 16, 2008 

To:	 Environmental Coordinator, Bureau of Land Management, Barstow Field Office, 
Barstow, California 

From: ~or Biologist 

Subject:	 Comments on Notice 0 Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement
 
(EIS)/Environmental Impact Report for the Calnev Pipeline Expansion
 

We are responding to San Bernardino County Land Use Services Department's request, dated 
March 17, 2008, and received in our office on the same date, for information on fish and wildlife 
trust resources, which may be present in the vicinity of the proposed Calnev Pipeline expansion. 
Ybur request includes a notice ofpreparation of an environmental impact 
statement/environmental impact report for the subject project and a general large scale map of 
the proposed location of the pip~line expansion. 

The project is to construct an underground petroleum pipeline between Las Vegas, Nevada, and 
Colton, California adjacent to an existing pipeline. The project would include construction, 
operation, and maintenance of a new 16-inch diameter pipeline from Las Vegas to Colton; new 

.pumps, and electrical substation, and other ancillary facilities in the Baker California area; and 
new or modified connections to existing laterals. Pipeline construction would take place during 
12 months and would begin in late 2009 or early 2010. 

The proposed route crosses through the jurisdictions of three Ecological Services Field Offices 
of the U.S. Fish and Wil~life Service (Service). The comments provided below are a 
compilation of comments from the Ventura and Nevada Fish and Wildlife Offices. Their 
jurisdictions are from the northern edge of the Cajon Pass north and east to Las Vegas. The 
portion ofthe proposed project that includes the Cajon Pass and points south to Colton is within 
the jurisdiction of the Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office. We suggest that you coordinate 
directly with them for concerns they may have regarding fish and wildlife trust resources in this 
portion of the project area. They maybe reached at 760-431-9440. 

The Service's responsibilities include administering the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (Act), including sections 7, 9, and 10. Section 9 of the Act prohibits the taking of any 
federally listed endangered or threatened species. Section 3(18) of the Act defines take to mean 
to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture or collect or to attempt to engage 
in any such conduct. Service regulations (50 CFR 17.3) define harm to include significant 
habitat modification or degradation which actually kills or injures wildlife by significantly 
impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding or sheltering. Harassment is 



Environmental Coordinator 2 

defined by the Service as an intentional or negligent a~tion that creates the likelihood of injury to 
wildlife by annoying it to such an extent as to significantly disrupt normal behavioral patterns 

_which include, but are not limited to, breeding, feeding, or sheltering. The Act provides for civil 
and criminal penalties for the unlawful taking oflisted species. 

Exemptions to the prohibitions against take may be obtained through coordination with the 
Service through interagency consultation for projects with Federal involvement pursuant t9 
section 7 or through the issuance of an incidental take permit under section lO(a)(l)(B) ofthe 
Act. Ifthe subject project is to be funded, authorized, or carried out by a Federal agency and 
may affect a listed species, the Federal agency must consult with the Service, pursuant to section 
7(a)(2) of the Act. If a proposed project does not involve a Federal agency but may result in the 
take of a listed animal species, the project proponent should apply for an incidental take permit, 
pursuant to section lO(a)(1)(B) of the Act. Once you have determined ifthe proposed project 
will have a lead Federal agency, we can provide you with more detailed information regarding 
the section 7 or 1O(a)(l )(B) permitting process. 

We have enclosed a list ofthe federally listed species that may occur in this area. We 
recommend you conduct appropriate surveys to verify species presence in the project area, and if 
present, that you avoid project impacts to listed species. If avoidance is not possible, we ask that 
you implement other forms ofmitigation as defined by NEPA regulations for project impacts to 
listed species. Although only listed species receive protection under the Act, we urge you to 
consider sensitive species early in the planning process to avoid future conflicts in the event they 
become listed or proposed for listing prior to project completion. 

In particular, we are concerned that the project may impact the banded Gila monster (Heloderma 
suspectum cincturn), a species listed as sensitive under the Nevada Natural Heritage Program 
(Heritage Program), and as a protected species under State law in Nevada. The banded Gila 
monster resides primarily in the Mojave desert scrub and salt desert scrub ecosystems in southern 
Nevada, southeastern California, southwestern Utah, and western Arizona. The banded Gila 
monster is one of only two venomous lizard species in the world. Gila monsters are difficult to 
locate as they spend the majority ofthe year in underground burrows; however, illegal collection, 
construction ofroads, and loss ofhabitat continue to threaten this sensitive speci~s. We ask that 
you evaluate project impacts to any existing populations and suitable habitat for this species for 
each alternative being considered in the EIS. If you determine that impacts to Gila monster and 
its habitat may occur because ofproject implementation, we recommend that you consult with 
the Nevada Department ofWildlife to mitigate impacts to this species as appropriate. 

We also are concerned about the white-margined beardtongue (Pensternan albornarginatus), 
which is a BLM sensitive species and considered rare by the Heritage Program. The proposed 
projectmay impact the Roach Dry Lake population located near the town of Jean east of 
Interstate 15 in Nevada. White-margined beardtongue requires deep, wind-blown sands that 
occur adjacent to dry lakes. We are concerned that construction near the Roach Dry Lake would 
likely disrupt local ecological processes by removing the source of sand and wind-blown 
material required by this plant. We recommend that an analysis ofpossible project impact~ on 



Enviromnental Coordinator 3 

the white-margined beardtongue be included in the EIS. If you determine that impacts to the 
white-margined beardtongue and its habitat may occur because ofproject implementation, we 
recommend that you mitigate impacts to this species as appropriate. 

For a complete list of California and Nevada sensitive and State protected species in your project 
area, we recommend that you review the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) and 
Heritage Program sensitive species list. You may contact the CNDDB at 916-322-2493 and the 
Heritage Program at 775-684-2900. The mission ofHeritage Program is to continually evaluate 
the conservation priorities ofnative plants, animals, and their habitats; particularly those most 
vulnerable to extinction or are in serious decline. During project analyses, if you obtain new 
information or data for any California or Nevada-sensitive species, we request that you provide 
the information to the CNDDB at CNDDB - Department ofFish and Game,1807 13th Street, 
Suite 202, Sacramento, California 95811 or the Heritage Program at 901 South Stewart Street, 
Suite 5002, Carson City, Nevada 89701. 

The Service holds the conservation responsibilities and management authority for migratory 
birds under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918, as amended (16 U.S.C. 703 et seq.). 
Under the MBTA, nests (nests with eggs or young) ofmigratory birds may not be harmed, nor 
may migratory birds be killed. Such destruction may be in violation of theMBTA. Therefore, 
we recommend land clearing, or other surface disturbance associated with the proposed project, 
be conducted outside the avian breeding season to avoid potential destruction ofbird nests or 
young, or birds that breed in the area. If this is not feasible, we recommend a qualified biologist 
survey the area prior to land clearing. Ifnests are located, or if other evidence ofnesting (i.e., 
mated pairs, territorial defense, carrying,nesting material, transporting food) is observed, a 
protective buffer (the size depending on the habitat requirements of the species) should be 
delineated and the entire area avoided to prevent destruction or disturbance to nests until they are 
no longer active. 

In particular, we are concerned·about the western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia hypugaea), 
a Nevada state-protected and California species of special concern, and potential project impacts 
to this species from the proposed action. The western burrowing owl is also a Bird of 
Conservation Concern (Service 2002) and is listed as a BLM sensitive species. The Nevada 
Partners in Flight Plan (Neel 1999) identifies the burrowing owl as a priority bird species and 
identifies the reduction of its habitat in southern Nevada as a major threat to this species. 
Burrowing owls may be present within the project area. Ifburrowing owls are determined 
through surveys to occur within the project area, we recommend that you design your project to 
avoid disturbing burrows that are used by owls. If this is not possible, we ask that the project 
incorporate recommendations in our pamphlet, "Protecting Burrowing Owls at Construction 
Sites in Nevada's Mojave Desert Region" (enclosure). 

Lastly, we offer general recommendations that would minimize possible impacts to migratory 
birds from construction ofnewbuildings or structures in the Mojave Desert. Holes, gaps, or 
hollow spaces in buildings or structures could allow cavity-nesting migratory birds to enter and 
become entrapped in these spaces. Holes as small as 0.75 inches in diameter could trap birds. 



4Environmental Coordinator 

We recommend that gaps or narrow open hollow spaces in buildings or structures be closed 
during construction to prevent bird entry. In addition, open-ended posts of any material or color, 
used to mark boundaries at construction sites should be capped; however, since caps can 
deteriorate over time, use of solid posts is preferred. To prevent raptors and other migratory 
birds from getting their feet trapped in metal sign posts, any exposed holes near the top ofposts 
should be filled with rivets, bolts or nuts. These- conservation measures for migratory birds 
should be included in theEIS. 

In summary, we recommend that an analysis ofpossible project impacts to federally listed 
species, State-protected species, sensitive species, and migratory birds be included in the EIS. 
The analysis should disclose project impacts to species and include measures to avoid, minimize 
or mitigate impacts. Furthermore, we recommend that BLM consider environmental impacts of 
each alternative and select the alternative least damaging to fish and wildlife resources as the 
preferred alternative in the EIS. Ifyou have any questions regarding this letter, please contact 
Judy Hohman at (805) 644-1766, extension 304 in the Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office or 
Leilani T~ano in the Nevada Fish and Wildlife Office at (702) 515-5230. 

Attachments (2) 

cc:	 Assistant Field Manager, Nevada Fish and Wildlife, Las Vegas, Nevada 
Field Supervisor, Carlsbad Fish and Wildlife Office, Carlsbad, California 



LISTED, PROPOSED, AND CANDIDATE SPECIES
 
WHICH MAY OCCUR WITHIN THE VICINITY OF THE PROPOSED CALNEV
 

PIPELINE EXPANSION
 
CLARK COUNTY,.NEVADA AND SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
 

Birds 
Least Bell's vireo Vireo bellii pusillus E 
Southwestern willow flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus E,CH 
Yellow-billed cuckoo Coccyzus americanus C 

Reptiles 
Desert tortoise Gopherus agassizii T,CH 

Key:
 
E - Endangered T - Threatened CH - Critical habitat
 

C - Candidate species for which the Fish and Wildlife Service has on file slJ.fficient information
 
on the biological vulnerability and threats to support proposals to list as endangered or
 
threatened.
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Michael J. Boguslawski (Bogey) 
Consumer AdvocateIReporter 

GovernorArnold SChwarzenegger
State of California 
State Capitol BuiJding 
Sacramento, CA 95814 MayJO,2008 

Dear Governor Schwarzeneger: 

Please allow me to introduce myself. My na~ is Mike BogusIawski. People across the United 

States call me by my nickname, -Bogey'". I have been in the Consumer Advocate/News Reporting busi

ness, well over 45 years, handling consumer complaints. I am a no-nonsense, tell it like it is Consumer 

Advocate/Reporter. I have worked for all 3 major television networIcs (ABC.. CBS, and NBC). My last 

Consumer Adwxate/Reporti position was with KCBS-Channel2 News in Los Angeles, CA. Presently, I 

have a weekly Consumer Advocate column in the Daily Press as well as other major newspapers 

throughout the counby. I also frequently appear as an expert on a nationally syndicated radio show. 

Enclosed is a formal consumer complaint I received from Annette M. Swords of 9824 Avenal Street, 

Oak Hills, CA 92344-9735 ,who is a Daily Press reader. Ms. Swords strongly opposes the Calnev Pipeline 

Expansion Project. The letter clearly speaks for itself. I have been authorized by the consumer to me

diate a resolution of this complaint between you and them. I am strongly urging you to work with me to 

- resolve this unfortunate complaint immediately. Ifyou have any comments or questions, please feel 

free to Call ~ at the Daily Press in YlCtorville, CA. The telephone number is: (760)241-7744. 

Cc Annette M. Swords 

CaINev Pipeline Expansion Project 

CA Dept. of Consumer Affairs 

State senator George Runner 

State Assemblywoman Sharon Runner 

Co!lgressman Jerry Lewis 

BBB 

Victorville/Apple Valley Chambers 

Thanking you in advance, 

Michael J. BogusIawski 

B " 
C '-R



CountyofSarI Bemanlino 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

DATE:	 March 17,2008 

To:	 Responsible Agencies and Interested Parties 

SUBJECT:	 Notice of Preparation of a Draft EnvironmenIaIImpact Statement 
and a Draft Environmental Impact Report 

PRoJEcT Tm.E:	 Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

An erMronmenIaJ. review of the project must be conducted under both CaIfomia Environmental 
QuaiIy Ad (CEQA), and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Implementation of the 
project will require disaetionary approvals from federal, state, and 10cal agencies, and therefore, this 
project is subject to the environmental review requirements of both NEPA and CEQA. As lead 
Agency for CEQ/\, the County of San Bernardino issues this Notice of Preparation for the proposed 
eatnev Pipeline expansion project from Colton, eatifornia to las Vegas. Nevada. 

To ensure coordination between the NEPA and CECA processes, and to avoid duplication of effort. 
the lead agencies wiN prepare a joint Environmental Impact SfafementlEnvironmeniallmpact Report 
(ElSlEIR) as recommended by 40 CFR § 15062 and CEOA Guidelines § 15222.. The Bureau of 
land Management (BLM) will be the NEPA Lead Agency and the County of san Bernardino 
('"County") will be the CECA lead Agency, for preparation of the EISIEIA. The BLM and County 
have agreed to work together on this Project and a Joint EISIEIR will be prepared. 

The BLM and 1he County wiD evaluate whetheT potentiaBy significant emrironmentaJ elfecls will result 
from the project. The EISIEIR will assess the effects of the proposed project on the environment. 
identify potentially significant impads, identify feasible mitigation measun!S to reduce or eiminate 
potenIiaIty significant emrimnmenIaI impacts, and discuss potenIiaIty feasible aItemaIives to the 
proposed project that may accomplish basic project objectives, while lessening Of eIminating any 
potential significant project impacts. 

This Notice provides a description of the proposed project and soIiciIs commen1s from responstie 
agencies, trustee agencies, federal, state and local agencies and the general public, on the soope 
and content of the envirorvnental document to be prepared to analyze the environmental impacts of 
the proposed project. Comments received in response to this Notice wilt be reviewed and considefed 
by the lead agencies in determining the scope of the EISIEIA. Due to time limits, as defined by 
CEQA, your response should be sent at the earliestpossible date, hut nolat~r tban 60 days after 
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publication of this notice. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of 
the environmental information that is germane to your agency's statutory responsibi1itie in 
alIlnection with 1he proposed project. 

Written comments may be submitted to BlM Barstow Field Office, attention: Edythe Seehafer. 
Environmental Coordinator. 2601 Barstow Road, Barstow, CA 92311. Comments can also be faxed 
to (760) 252-6099 or emailed to eseehafer@ca.b1m.gov. Please include the name. phone 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Environmental Setting 
eatnev Pipe line. llC. as operating partner with Kinder Morgan Energy Partners. has applied for a 
ROW on public lands to exparid and reconstruct 233 miles of pipeline in california and Nevada. The 
existing CaInev system provides petroleum products defwery to the las Vegas area through two 
existing pipelines from the North Cotton terminal in Colton. California to Bracken Junction in las 
Vegas. Nevada.. The"main componenis of the proposed project are shown 00 Figuh~ 1. 

Projected illCreaSes in commercial air traffic in and out of McCarran International Airport in Las 
Vegas will require significant. increases in jet fuel supplies over the next 20 years. An expanded and 
modernized pipeline win seJVe that need. The project would include construction, operation and 
maintenance of a new 16-inch diameter pipeline from Colton to Las Vegas; new pumps, an electrical 
substation and other ancillary facilities to increase pumping at Colton; a new pump sIation. electrical 
subslation and ancillary facilities at Bak~ as well as new or modified connections to existing 
laterals.. Pipeline construction will take place over 12 I11Of\tt1s and is anticipated to begin in late 2009 
or early 2010. 

Project Activity 
As proposed, the Project would require a right-of-way (ROW) on lands managed by the BLM, the US 
Forest Service (USFS) and the Department of Defense (000), a franchise agreement and 
Concfltional Use Permit from the County, and appropriate permits from state, federal and local 
jurisdictions. Therefore. approval of the Project wiD require compliance with both the National 
Environmental Policy Ad (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). as weB as 
ROW and planning regulations promufgated under the Mineral Leasing AcL In addition. the proiect 
as currently proposed would require amendment of the Bt..M's fand..use plan. the GaIifomia Desert. 
Conservation Area (COCA) Plan. The Plan amendment process will be conducted concurrently and 
intcg:atcd with the NEPA process, as part ~ the EI~IR 

Potential Environmentat Impacts 
The Lead Agencies have determined that this project could result in significant environmental 
impacts andfor have a significant impact on the quality of the human environment. As such, 
preparation of a joint EISIEIR is appropriate. Accordingly. the Lead Agencies did not prepare an 
Environmental Assessment or Initial Study for the project. However, the lead Agencies have 
identified the following environmental considerations as potential significant effects of the project: 

• AeslheticlVtSUaI •	 landUse • Vegetation 
•	 Air Quality • Soil Erosion! • Water" Quality 

Q)mpadioBfGmcing• Ard1eoIogicaJIHic	 • WetIandiRiparian 
• Biological ResouR:es •	 ToxicIHazardous • Cumutative EIfeds 

• GeologicISeismic 
.T~ 
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Scoping Meetings 

The BLM and the County wiI host three scoping meetings to provide the opportunity for the ptIbIc tD 
learn about the project and to share any concerns or comments they may have. Ati:litionaly. the 
public may submit information and identify issues to be addressed during the EISlEJR process. The 
scoping meetings are scheduled from 6:00 - 8:00 p.m. in the following dates at the foIIc:Jwmg 
locations: 

•	 ApriJ 1.2008 at RiaIo Middle School. 324 N Palm Avenue. RiaIm. CA 92376 

•	 April 2. 2008 at YlCtor Elementary School District I NisquaIi Room. 15115 NisquaHi Road. 
Victorville, CA 92395 

•	 April 3. 200!3 at PaJkdaIe Community Center, 3200 Ferndale St., las Vegas. NV 89121 

The meetings are an open house format to allow the public to visit with County and BlM 
representatives. 

Comment Due Date 

Due to the time limit of 30 days mandated by State law, your comments must be sent at the eaJIiest 
possible date but not later than May 17~ 2008. 

Sincerely, 

carrie Hyke, AICP, Principal Planner 
Environmental and Mining Section 
Advance Planning Division 
Land Use Services Department County of San Bernardino 
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May 3,2008 

Edythe Seehafer 
Environmental Coordinator 
BLM Barstow Field Office 
2601 Barstow Road 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Re:	 CALNEV Pipeline Expansion Project 

Ms. Seehafer: 

We are concerned citizens who live, work, go to school, and play within 5 miles of the existing 
Calnev pipeline system, which transports jet fuel, diesel and gasoline from the North Colton 
terminal in the City of Colton to the Las Vegas terminal in Nevada. 

As concerned citizens, we believe that it will not be in our best interest to have Kinder Morgan 
(the owners and operators of the pipeline system) to install additional 16-inch diameter pipelines 
in our neighborhood to transport petroleum products, which are flammable and toxic. 

We understand that the projected demand for jet fuel in the McCarran International Airport in 
Las Vegas "will require significant increases in jet fuel supplies over the next 20 years". 
However, we strongly believe that it is a very high price for us pay for the increased demand of 
petroleum products in Las Vegas given that our safety, our children's safety is at risk if the 
expansion project continues as proposed: to run/install a new system of 16-inch diameter 
pipelines along the existing 8-inch pipeline system on Linden Avenue in Rialto. 

Some of our concerns are: 

•	 Damages to life and property if an accident/explosion were to occur due to the 
proximity of the location of the existing pipeline system to the high school, the park 
and the residential area. 

•	 Toxins contaminating the surrounding soil, water and air. Rialto is already dealing 
with the perchlorate water contamination in the Rialto-Colton Basin and we don't 
want additional pollutants in our water. 

•	 Students, residents and pedestrians' safety during the construction phase since the 
high school and the park are within feet of the site, and after construction, if an 
explosion were to occur. 



Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project Rialto Citizens Concernc/circulation during construction will be affected, as working crews and 
equipment wiIJ obstlUct high school students and residents attending school and park 

thjs street (North of Casmalia) is 

activities. 

Unauthorized digging on Linden Avenue since 
located in a developed residential area. 

These concerns coincide with the Findings enumerated in the Special Report 281: Transmission 
Pipelines and Land Use - A Risk-Informed Approach, published by the Transportation Research 
Board in 2004, which indicated: 

1.	 Pipeline incidents have potential for significant impact on life, property, and the 
environment. 

2.	 Land use decisions can affect the risks associated with increased human activity in 
the vicinity of transmission pipelines. 

3.	 Just as transmission pipelines pose a risk to their surroundings, so does human 
activity in the vicinity of pipelines pose a risk to pipelines. These risks increase with 
growth in population, urban areas, and pipeline capacity and network. 

4.	 Encroachments and inappropriate human activity within the right-of-way can 
adversely affect pipeline safety. 

5.	 Rational land use decisions that provide appropriate physical separation between 
people and pipelines could reduce the risk associated with the increasing numbers of 
people in proximity to transmission pipelines. 

6.	 Pipeline safety and environmental regulation have generaIJy focused on (a) the 
design, operation, and maintenance of pipelines and (b) incident response. They 
have not directed significant attention to the manner in which land use decisions can 
affect public safety and the environment. 

Additionally, the California Code of Regulations Title 5, Section 14010 (h), which states that 
"the site (school facility) shall not be located near an above-ground water or fuel storage tank or 
within 1,500 feet of the easement of an above ground or underground pipeline that can pose a 
safety hazard as determined by a risk analysis study, conducted by a competent professional." 
This statement indicates that the expansion of the pipeline system will not be compliant as 
Wilmer A. Carter High School is located a few feet away from the existing pipeline. 

We are addressing our concerns to you because we understand that the Bureau of Land 
Management, as the Lead Agency for the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the 
County of San Bernardino, as the Lead Agency for the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) will jointly prepare the Environmental Impact StatementlEnvironmental Impact Report 
as recommended by 40 CFR § 1506.2 and CEQA guidelines § 15222, to evaluate the potential 
significant environmental impact this project will have in the area. 
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We urge you to consider alternative routes in less developed areas and/or industrial zones where 
residents would be less impacted by the construction of the new pipeline system, but especially 
by the long-term effects this expansion will have in our lives and the lives of future Rialto 
generations. 

Sincerely, 

The undersigned 

Print Name Address 5Gl tJ. \?:ea.hu::ro\ -1\e .Kta 1-fr 

Signature Phone (qQC\) l qle - l 00 \ 

" 
Print Name Address 25b5 Lilt! (()r.J< ~ EcJ/o 
Signature Phone 907 ,Q:;;_q /UrJ ?& 

Print Name 

Signature 

Print Name Chex~ \ D_\eik Address 2.1 gg t-,j ' ~iK<' 'a"L-IZ~ 
Signature OEt_e,,_,g. J).~ Phone ~qoq . g7't- q~{/ 

Print Name 

Signature 

Print Name Address l )O E-6-k21~-r /tv<-, K '<lfo 

Signature Phone 101 ~c; z ~ r-?fz. 

Print Name 1{/ 1 ~ ~ e0- 5 Address I )D f · 13 t'/ m OA-rltv~ /\1 ~ /Co 
Signature ~f2:,~ Phone C(Ocr 3' { c- <6:~5 ~ 
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Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project Rialto Citizens Concerns 

We urge you to consider alternative routes in less developed areas and/or industrial zones were 
residents would be less impacted by the construction of the new pipeline system, but especially 
by the long-term effects this expansion will have in our lives and the lives of future Rialto 
generations. 

Sincerely, 

The undersigned 

Print Name 

Signature 

Address C1 ~ ltV ( 6 J ~ ~+

Signature 

Print Name 

Phone ( OlOtf} j Q"y lUll 
\V 

Print Name Address ~ ~"?~\_la_ 
Signature Phone C\C?\ 

Print Name ~ C-61 III c?t c
 

Signature !<J$h/Ja-c ~a/~
 Phone 

f 
Phone 

I? .B 0 lJ -e t ya l11~ Address ---L-=-=-~#----1-=......!~.L..L----==::!..:!.o~=

Print Name 

Signature 

Print Name Address -------------
Signature Phone 

Print Name Address -------------
Signature Phone 
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Cainev Pipeline Expansion Project Rialto Citizens Concerns 

We urge you to consider alternative routes in less developed areas and/or industrial zones were 
residents would be less impacted by the construction of the new pipeline system, but especiaJIy 
by the long-term effects this expansion will have in our lives and the lives of future Rialto 
generations. 

Sincerely, 

The undersigned 

Print Name _A~JI..:.../·""=:'~....L'.L!.n__C=---.:.·{2_'_(J__ Address .:L.LjJ- JJ- /U I /~ IJ-. (J IZ • 

Signature 44-;"'" ."tl~ Phone erg1) 27 y;;{5 Y
-"L,--=::....=....:=-.:==----"'==---;;;P--;&J.~- . > 

Print Name 

Signature 

~JjPhone 

Phone 

Print Name a-t..t.dU-vL Address_Cf_c_1-=-j)~('~Ilt=· __·_=.tJ=!.l~/~_~

<:( 7!:J:- 9" tJ 3 1 

Print Name /'f)1J11f=Ynrrr? Ut!) Address B--f bl{ tJ LJ Ii)(-er rei t 

Signature '-rn 

Signature 

. qD9 t}t1ct~b{-Phone 

Address 

Signature 

Print Name 
---YL...::...L..>.....L..L----!.~....:...L.~~~!:::::....::::...!..-~ 

Phone (4£1'1) 3;3 --<::,T7 ~ .~ 

Print Name Address / f? 7 M/i/r9;.---e ~ >/ 

Signature Phone flcJ0) 8? '> - 7),gJ 

Print Name 

Signature Phone 
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We urge you to consider alternative routes in less developed areas and/or industrial zones were 
residents would be less impacted by the construction of the new pipeline system, but especially 
by the long-term effects this expansion will have in our lives and the lives of future Rialto 
generations. 

Sincerely, 

The undersigned 

Address fJ.o0() ~A-cx:: 
\Cia..-~ r A ;;)3'17 

Phone CfOCf Y; 7L/ - 54 35 

f. 

Print Name 'K6JV({& C. v/..o !oN Address ('3f (p, U!'k- {).tlirJ O~· /ttJ/r; qZ}-;r} 

Signature Phone£kQ----- 10j "3)Z) "'03&.~ 

Print Name 1i!tf 21/,,18/11 Address 1 5?J /v. -1M~£ I(kIO} /t( t?/4'- {t1 

Signature /~ £~ Phone 0/& r 
/ 

Address 25~0 f>C.ilzA- Clc--R~~-It .?fk.vtJ 

Phone tf6 f -.)./ lj-tplj() 

Phone JDS) ~6~ 21[3 J 

PrintName D1t1trtk~ pf-!:ones Address /0;;13' ,AJ ( /J1u/6 vf(J ~e 

Signature ~~ Phone ;(jJID- C~ 9d.3 70 

Signature 

Print Name d1-tJ AJ 
-'Y--=---':-'--'-~""""~'-='--'~~--

Signature 

Print Name _~~~~=--\(ZAddress ~lY(5}1. 5SJA~( (J?uV b 
Signature \A 
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W urge you to COD ider alternative routes in less developed areas and/or indu trial zones were 
re idents would be less impacted by the construction of the new pipeline system, but especially 
by the long-term effects this expansion will have in our lives and the lives of future Rialto 
generations. 

Sincerely, 

The undersigned 

Print Name !?as/A! --Z;;tfIJEK., 

Signature 1?c6tv.;e::::::-..c~ 

Print Name Address 5 h:L/ 0/1 Nv ~ _/ 

Signature' Phone q01 - ~dj - gtP 7{}-. 

Print Name T ~"\f'1 Q::>\ ~ Iv ( k Address -(/~ 
Signature \ ~ ~C\.., ~~~ Phone 

_\ 
Print Name Address 5ZiX~ ~. ~id{ Ave . 

lett. I '.2371 
Signature Phone c;or- ?.1'f --;2&71 

Print Name Jel1l1l~ G K-+r '2

Signature.. ?3td4'#d; -' (/.'~ 

Print Name 09 '0 r:v&-pe-. f'\ Address i 1 7 $-£'I> J~ S b R\Ii:! {..J <> I LQ 

Signature ~ ./ ~<'.c'~ Phone 90S - "'3 S~ - 5';;);E,;] 

" 

Print Name /1;YilJ~ J:!llurle, Address 0 10 11/, (h;hfYd Ae 

Signature 12;i~ Phone ()q. i J.j-.2Cj·{)550 



-------------

-------------

-------------
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Address 217~ Nt S";/Cl-""'-'::>~€ I1vel 

Phone (~0V ~(2.. \ - '2. ~ :>6 

Print Name 

Signature 

PrintName <f?OCJd;{) C;;:;;e5 Address 2J-f.!;- f 7sYC;I: (096 

Signature ~72z--(': PhoneC/crq) 8"20'-671£fi= 

PrintName ;;;1!tl/ll'ftZf~,{. ~AddreSS _ 

Signature Phonet; fJ~ 

Print Name :tiN 177-, dY7Cl'OJ Address G 73 ~ /71ESA Ide! 

Signature Phone~)17 .j;f}U;;; ---===-o=--..!..9_-.-.:.;;~cJ_<f_--=-Y_c.--=---=--- _ 

~ 

Print Name 7-U ;LLI::;- ;-I 1(/5 /c-/'J - ddress 10< 0 So 1J-~1'1- e,/ J1l

Signatu~ M t ~~ Phone 10 9 ~7~- --D Y7 

Print Name 

Signature 

Address ;<t;L) £ &!lLvJ ~
 

Phone f-l;~ OA 7~-J7
 

Print Name Address 

Signature Phone 

Print Name Address 

Signature Phone 

Print Name Address 

Signature Phone 
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We urge you to consider alternative routes in less developed areas and/or industrial zones were 
residents would be less impacted by the construction of the new pipeline system, but especially 
by the long-term effects this expansion will have in our lives and the lives of future Rialto 
generations. 

Sincerely, 

The undersigned 

Print Name !Vl,'!te- IJIl C'£J1f-e.e- Address :<.so3 N. WI.£"I-etelA Atic ~/rtrd I 

Signature ;nt. ;ui;;l:- Phone f/tJP-¢1119/ 

Print Name Address /-:s:Y1 f'll (rJ,. :::f7ci'CI!i IJV;[1?J~( 

Signature Phone 957--377-7l( Y 

~~~~'-.L.~~~~f--

Address 92 a 0, ~/ J/le SJ. 

Phone 7{) 9- o2~ 5S~9 

Print Name Address ~p.o .. d--ief 
Phone q{) q -3~-1os ISignature 

Print Name Address e2SdO N, W;~-\eri ()..J 

Signature Phone ('l0'\) R1 S-- eJ-=1,b .3 

Print Name 

Signature Phone '109- 8 7'1- 55/~ 

Print Namefllz:t~~~&-;.L/-,;",-r:_·....L.c.!:LL-'--'-"'..L....J.:....r.::.....==, 

Signature oLl~~~qt..4:.6t::::;CLL.~~~ 



The undersigned 

Print Name /f{D /J1JJ!J(j /k.os-kJ Address ;23:30 -JJ 4ypev 
Signature ~~ Phone Cj(J 9 / <g 77-- 05"2/7

I 
Print Name f?< a ~ /1(7... !fL D[';t(-Address __ .;:)_.{}_,_...:...I\_J_r--.-:.II-...:.....,..~4J2fr.:--.-e_':1.:.:....'/7.L.-_~_~_..::b_-

Signature -~~ 4t'~ne 'Z 77- l) r tl9 

Print Name -AJq /fcc /Iy~ __Address ----=2:........:'\,,""""'3-J-J..lri~/v.>£-..L-,---I-Its----,-;:'
,,*,0?1'--'~:::...:..0-,----

Signature hhtih.. V· ~. Phone g j=S - 71!-(5 

Print Name At'j.b f/1,Ao ./hq "i. f.tL Address ----r-~-:::-~~?>Je:,~,--~-+'A"'-)-'~tts--.:......L\(f?+-'-=---'---_ 

Signature Phone &'7-:5 - ,;J I L!,S 
.r I 

Print Name Address __l ?J ~ \ W" L9< Gt;;'{' / g. 

Signature Phone Y2.- ~ - <1\.., ~ 5 

Print Name ere( r g lb;;h± Address ~311;f1 )5/Je Ave
I 

Signature .~k.~ ~ Phone 113 1~3 J/ 

PrintName Ll .\)i'\ ~ 

Signatu~$\~~ Phone ~ -b51- 2S S~ () 
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We urge you to consider alternative routes in less developed areas and/or industrial zones were 
residents would be less impacted by the construction of the new pipeline system, but especially 
by the long-term effects this expansion will have in our lives and the lives of future Rialto 
generations. 

Sincerely, 
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, 
We urge you to consider alternative routes in less developed areas and/or industrial zones were 
residents would be less impacted by the construction of the new pipeline system, but especially 
by the long-term effects this expansion will have in our lives and the lives of future Rialto 
generations. 

Sincerely, 

The undersigned 

Print Name Yo/a YL it( Cu Wd-8 Address /So £ 15uJrz rtv0t ~. 
fZ,~ , u C)..J,3 ::; :J 

Signature &0~~ Phone 9tJ 1 - JJ-7S- ,f",;)JJ' 

Plint Name We-Ike, Address /567 W. TW'!Q\ ,<;7 I'R,' 0 
> 

9237'7 

Signature Phone (C/O q) ~gz- 9r 9..3 

q.)3~~ 

Print Name Address I S~~ "'" ·TudC+L- s+ ·llif~L·tO ,CA
I 

Signature Phone (q D(1) 'T 4lo - 3-=t () ~ 

I'" 
Address j!4S t<J If (M-dw 

Phone %j., '!;$6-bg'9 r 

Print Name JU' Address 19A.7 fv.I 1'VOof 5t, fl7;?--Ifo/ Ut-.J 9;;)37;-=--=....o<:........l..+.L.-L----"""'''"--''''''CL.I-JI.>o...<:..__
 

Signature Phone lQocf) -Yd...~-q'fq3 

tt..rA-L 1') 

Address [Sf, '1 ' U, &-~ 1: r:?- z 3 ?~ 
Phone [9d)) %5. ~ ~ 2- Y 
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, 
Print Name (Ae.-L:s 'v/AQL--~ Address -2 3(., (i tJ. \) e I ,-:: T \rJ0:Jot AVe:

~ J2IA(..T"U,CA.'Tz..3,=ri 
Signature CQ/\h-- VCI/\~\--t-__ Phone 309) B 7~ - St S::S 

Print Name S/"D(vfttvO- t/rabc=j\) Address 96Q, 9 ZC;; I 1- J eH 

Signature ~V~ 

Print Narne .....1~-4?=-----'''-''-\J__L=--CJ--'P'--~--'''L'''----__ Address -z..5 <V'S' L.--b I \ ~ tv '\ 'J ~ J 

Signature r-=J~.s_.ovL-_---""eP'--~-"'==_ _ q D '1 - 58!?>"Phone C(, 1$ 

Address 1/2 z.. (}.I. ~~I t\.., o--y Sf Ki 0\ f.i- C~· 
fZ37 .> 

Phone 9V?- fjd--. D- 0 d-.D ) 

Print Name r~\(': ,~? J\jOVY1"S Address d-SS, NO\~~ l, ""~y\ f\ v"( ~.qH, 

Signature yO,MJ..t.A.:D ~~ Phone ~O cr-lj ~L -~ qOJ 

Print Name	 Address Id.-3;A W. LaeN ,:s. D-r--
-.--:.===:::-::---;,L---'-~---=-I/ 

2hQne qt~r<. 'b 7,S- c; 7	 ~ Si e 

Print Name ddress d50~ A:tP-'l-k---""...~=--
Phone W ~ Cf111 

Print Name C),byY	 Address JPlP )V i//;If(u} JY 
~-4----~---

Signature	 Phone Of(J'J n>0 sf~ 

---r-fIIr---->...L-----'-"--\--~	 Address } l J l ~S( m0'1 bY) a,Llf} 
Phone ljDD\_ <bd-~~ .- <f)ldS' 
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Print Name J)Jl Va eDRi"</iL0
 

Signature .:JJ ~
 

L (5/\Print Name 

Signature ~~ 

( --/ 
Print Name (lhl--}l.:-+)
Signature \-L-c-/-+r~j\--.:L-~L!........L....L-.!:~--

/1 

Print Name I 

Signature 

.I L~ 
-#--\---\J----Pr------

\\ 
-,'lk,.-\-i\,I-\--I-V-+--\+Vl.I-fI--b£---

Address j5""3f/; fir& t:-&/tf" /lVl?" 

Phone (f()?) 350" 'far! 

Address alt35 W· V; C( l i lit; 0 lor ' 

Phone ( q oc, ') 

Address 1s- r) J ; rL '"~€ 'v -J . ,1 
Phone (9~) 7S~~ <-j L[ ~ 0 

Address ~1on' Il51\eh,l"'<>" l?ui/tvp 
Phone C1 0~ l-\17 "0 )' t b 



'. 5-1 
Print Name R05A Men d~ c A Address \1'1~l (AS;V\f" J IA 

Phon~) ~11- S/0>2> Signature Q",.. . <: ~~ 

Print NamemllO lJrosc,S Address 4Jq ~J -Acac\0. \{\)e·I 

Phone(C\OC\J~ - \J\ Signatun~t:?h~ID Va7@ oS 

Print Name ;(~ 11-1 -1.NV\-%, Address /?? 3 7 J-m~~/ ~~ 

Phone tit) J - 227 /' J 3It! Signature b~ Vt~--

Admess ~;:Jf!;;t 
Signature '..11 

PrintNam~~ ,,~~
 

Print Name Gc:' fi 6:=.£ .8 4- i< I ,v() r Address d 5' ~)' tJ, S j} rf J'( ;5£,j}) 7<... 

Phone Cf (9 /'. <3 IT 1-) b D C Signature :z::. #~ • 

. 
Print Name ~ a_~dmess~ 
Phone Signature _ 

Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 



_ 

Print Name W'\~.( I6\.; JOh~v1£>~O==----n:...L-__Address OL'52S"N-Xd';;j//w;Jd 4ve. ~fo,cA-- f'}.377 

Phone (9 b 9) 1~-S-~ Signature ~ ~--

. N ...-:--Pnnt arne 0 11 Address 776 Iv 6.l2cJ1ve >.-{, ((1 AC-1 CR. 9Z1 71 

Phone ~ t2 9 ,. 2 I J - '7 3 ~6 Signature ~ u;:.- C~c--

Print Name MU1~/iIo 
Phone (qO~ {f1J -Bl?ia 

Print Name Ar1 r-e MtiJrV.e z.. 
Phone ( q6q) ~ 3yq· {J~3 Signature_--\::,A-~LL::-:=.L-~~~~-:;;r--

Print Name t r (;../16 !Ito~ ~ (\
 
Phonet:!dCf) )/~ 1 Ye-? 2 Signature ~~
 

(" , 

Print Name Norm Q <')\1r"'0~I-l..J,--{__Address \ ~ 3J q e-he s\ '\ re ~ ~- . 

Phone~ 7d/ Z8~Jl\ Signature 'N~~ 

Print Name N IN JD.. .<5N E \\ Address L111 W. \OMO\ \/ \ S+C; ~d 

Phone c:r q - (8" l-.f - ~ 3D ~ Signaturelflkn . 51 Sr..LL~ 

Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 



Phone 109) <55?! 9d,3 

Print
 
Name \2c N N"! -e (/V\ -e ~ eO; -. ( Address Z C:, ~ SAl, L - (y f) ~
 

I 

Phone 9 S· &5 '-(- 385-' Signature /2~_AK'(2 

~~:e C!r/,'q &-o4t 2- tl? l )..1' 4;j(a~d A-cd+: ~ 'IeAddress 

Phone P f [.3 25 ' 7( Q S Signature:~~~_b....:::::~~~~__ 

Print ;
 
Name -DR I 0
 

Phone ~~5- \33<) 

Print Uck
 
Name! \ Q. 

Address 2,\1D~ ~a~' 
SIgnature 0JM7h< ~ 



Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

Print 
Name~~~ l \~~ Address~5<i(5 ~ L''''\Q;{\ ~)\Q \ ~().\\DI 

Phone:lQg -;;'15-D~BS= Signature~\.v. '6.'Vn.-\~~------

Print 
Name ::JIWl f'l1 I~ ;-i ) ~ 1 Address I </7 h,?j~ r"l >1-Ov+-'Gr t2 r CA...-l +0 

Phone (909) fl7~? I ).? Signature 7-<-'--'- /ch-·.-!.-'--------- 

Print
 
Name (~a:fAe tIne A Le&cc Address I 110 W. Eve¥2v-e ell -I- . Rlt~ flo, cjf.
 

Phone 1"09) 87"1- (P:]Ca5 Signature ~ a O\a~ 

Print j?
 
Name_-'--f::;' 1rJA- ~, 6 Address 1/&, 2. w"
---'---'--'--'::L-__--' 

Phone__l1c'--()-'-1_r--<£'-"'{pC-:=2=-----=-O_5&_~ Signature_ _'_:~~=(V'-----=))==-----~~7='++-/---- 
Print 
Name N\tl.d~ () \1 -; as Address J s-)-, oC'" L : ocl<.-n Ave- jl; 0...\ 1-cJ 

Phone (CW CU s=u 3·$5:). ~ '1 Signature~Q~ 11~ 



__ 

Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

Phone 70 c;- qS-.J b 7 &: f Signature----'>,.,..----~~____j___;~~....:.-;...~-~--~:- ....

Print Nam~Ved OJ£t<J fKt ~ddreSS--F":J.~-r--~7rHF"'-~"----

Print Name !l~.tf- a 11JJ)-1 ~ 51/v- U"?4 (r
 

Phone 9d1, 'ii', )"jf"t signature ..=k~_~ _
 
PrintNamec.k\..;(6 -p~
 

Phone Cl\o~ ~14' - ~39LP
 
, . 

~'~;'t~ame~Cf lloff
one 9d1 3S!:>- -sg8t( 

printN~ j~f-
Phone -:7"0. ()~ .-! fc;oJ SIgnature ~ ~ 

Signature.-=_~~ _ 

Signature_~~~'::---T-~""'=-~ _ 

Address 
-+-,,~-----..-J~.,L--'--=----'------~~----

Adme" ~M:: f-r 



Calnev Pipeline Extension Project
 

~ 

Print Name-=::On~tdhdvy\ g dd-e..r 
Phone 95/: ~€l ~ ... goh2c 

Print Name W~ L-e;v;r 
Phone LO C; - ~ ~1. - g S-S 

Print Name~e,6 C,Oflza}eL.
 
PhonlgrxlJ S7 t.J_---'-'(QL.-..Jw...S,Lj,£~
 

Print Name 1)J.,n'JC\\e, GtW-tve¥f}) 

Phone~l· ~DS,8'Jq( 

Signature,~L!..-..!r;:j..6..AJ.L.~"l]"L,ULl4~~=__+___=_--

Print Name ,.€ 011;.-f'---\)-=-df--lG 

Phone ~:;LC1- 4-qq \
 Signature-=~~~4-- _ 

Print Name
------'--~~-¥-~::1-=i~"-----

Phone 91)9- 57V-59(% 

4·, 

Print Name:~/-I-I~!!.Lf!-tJ~i'!!'!..-----

Print Name ~'I.LJ 13- 5f1i'/1& tf Address s;-~{, v..J, l 0 m 1J STj'(
 

Phone 96/) fJ-J - 31.5(::)
 Signature~ ;;;;;5~
 





Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

prinlName~t J DlMM _~~/ Address z.;l-'?'Z-- Ail Li/kl.e40 /l 20 r
w t'-"'-o£-----

PhoneQa() 3~S -O~~ Signature ~~~~_- _ 

printNamej3t-t&G. ~ Address 1//"-'77- Ii &ie.4 kt1'k(... 
Phone ~~ q5~-lt:5 0 Signature ~~ ~ 

PrintName A.J j f;L c.;~l Address OleJl f )Ai V til-.. L/I\ dO ts~ 
Phone C;. q D?~ S~ ~O Signatu~ 

PrintName~""--;; AddreSS 2242- \/(Jt ~ ~J~ 
Phone~Q1-l,q~ '-!lsi ~Signature 

PrintName~)r~ lO[ClufJ Address 6d-\Ll ~d1tl)C1xJ 
Phone~OC\ qLLO ~lj Sl Signature-lj-ajk) ffi- OJ d-311~_ 

Address Qj06 L0~n}...Qib 

Signature~Q~ 
.. 

PrintName JdC~l ro:¥,c~ Address 2>3' --z- rJ· /'hcf~ 
Phone ~ C( 'B1tf- j;/3-{ l Signaturej~~ 



Calnev Pipeline Extension Project
 

PrintName C~~LjOh'" 
etA {,-?l90 

... - m:rluA f.@les-bnrt 
e!1Q({3st [qsn 

-. . 

Signatur~~~~,,-,,---=::-.c.....-~~~ _ 

n Name t.M,L !lAJt-£ntJ(?<" Address J-lJV S, dcdM(£(?1'! #1J 

e--=-(!l,"--tJ1....:...>o)'----"'i~6.~J-~6.....- ~k_t;..:-.;6~ Signature i?J';f'€ii0 

PhO~-.MA".~ 



Calnev Pip l' e Extension Project
 

Address /~~ / 
Slgnature--"'=-----"'-'=--_-----"--_-P~~......-,.;L_-----

* "
_. . 

Pho ftJJ:$77 -tV-1..5 

Print Name r e 
Phone (ilOq) ,q&I - 55JfD 

Phone {tea).t'd-IJ--sE1O 

~_--- -----.Address----------------

MA""'-__---- Signature _ 

Name Address--_.......-------- '----------------

one - Signature _ 

Print ,~... =,...__----_Address.----------------

Phone -.....~. Signature, _ 

•• •• 

Print Name Address'----------------

hone Signature. - ---



__ 

Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

Signature_~-=-=~~,.L--~~~"'-.~_-_--

~~~e(~lClU.dt(l lQw-c:hv Address 3017(0 ·1 nu rYLQ ~ C'~ 
Phone-.909 Ct5S-0oSZ- Signature Viz ~ 

Print ~ 
NameCQ C(<<:ill{ T r<u 12... Address '[qtLJj~.
 
Phone (1<fl) Zll{ -"51 L\ C\ Signature~ I- ~r----

~~:e,5USl--0 rJi ~V1 

PhoneiZ\ CV1 3 s S - '3 Id-. V> 

Print & .\ hl 

Name t Y I @-rt 'C'J ) 

Phone goct Yl-/ ~ 3 (, () 



Calnev Pipeline Extension Project
 

Print Name :f/(/ C B l4-t'=1 

PhoneG'o q )]>"Ii-9/ F 

Print NameH 0/1) (('} 7-Olta Address I t 00Jell 1r¥1, rf t/1/ 

Print Name~ toR{ Gra~ '" JD 5 Address,~f--L--'L--...I~::--~~~~~~ _ 

Phone 10 7' (7fY '- (-,7H.d.A-3LO _ 

Print Name ~",",.;v'V. 
-L..l.\.-.l\-.l'-l-~...L.....L:~~~.L---

Phone 9'.tp\J 1fr}_---""'-3L1.\~ta-----

Phone Gqf1tA/1 if I R Signature---l',£AiLL'e 1-i-.lY,--,,-/l.:...-/l ~/L~~--=-r,...c.-/-------

PrintName She¥; La nAazu,r; 
Phoneiicfit 327 -17 

Address
---'----~~~~ 

Print Name \Jw;\(5<70 \An, \\. Address 1-J 4'-'>.'&",-'--!-_~-=----C_-'--'--'--=- _ 

Phone ( tl:j 1>20 -J \]7- Signature_&L(,~ ~ 
c 

Print Name--=--t-It.L2.-.-.!.....L..:...:-_~c.1..--__AddreSs_--:Z=..L.--'71f--J..-:=_;J_I:.-.(_ed_'a~r---=-It~()~C2- _ 

Phone.-J..j-----'-+-__LL-L--=- Signature_-----:.~-=--_J.1t__:t___~---' _-



· . 
Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

PrintName~4/\;Cf,--:tJq t(
 
Phone Cf q CS'dO?I '{'d-. 

Print Name ILIa (I a.... {I 0 I {' J 
Phone 001 USb -5& 7/ 

PrintNameVe: cx\\Co. ~O -h' :5
 
Phone (q{)7) '56- 5cf; ;;1 Signature~~~~-+-- _
 

Print Name-Ro:]'!': \dcV:b'~dress~3~...:::.......-J~~L..!..-~~~-+-~---'..::=
 
Phone \509)5 lo -!:>lo] [ Signature.--l==~~~~~~~ _ 

Print Name-/Jrl-lkJML{ VI~8~115-
Signatur'~e~~~~~=======~ _Phone (7 7) 5"71- 5-7? V 

Phone--'--f---~~_--,,-~~__Signature_~~--=--=--..t.L..-~=-----'::'I-- _
 



Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

AddreSS~ Dc
 
SIgnature 0 \r 

Print Name Sc rz gAJ &z Vl'7 ~V\ Address sz, <) ~ c. <A 1".\ y- C f", A ~ 
C--? ~ 

Signature u::::::::::... ~ 

Address ,I L( Z. <{ w.~l-4/4-tL1 Itoc!<.. 
Phonejb7J fir - {L ~ If Signature ! ~ ,uLL 
Print Name :JAc1< fV 

I 

Print Name (lotUl{)/S :;:cl2tlLiI~ddress / /Ot:./ HRb~ Sr 2~ 
I ' / 

Phone t:>t5 V'll!- Sign.twe ~~ Cd. 

Print Name 7I/l17r1i" 1v0-LA'/~2AddreSS ;1¥ /#/p~Stf£~/ c#1 

Phone 7.5. 70/7 Signatwe~Ll 9{61/1 t ~ 
Print NameSrq>t\ "u "( e.J vtv yo:> ddres3~S; I l\J" ; \ If .. ~~Dr 

Phone '?:{;:;s- -'::2.2; L\ Sign<>j1'L~~~~~~~=-=-_~~ _ 

, " cA 
~l\D .. qd-3-; 

Phone C1CY1- ~ ll- D l40 SignaturW,-,-,\~JUu..)"£"'b~li~1:F~ ----
PrintName -A:0!!fj ob\-e: ¥ Address ~n\N "Chcs:: S\-. 

PrintName braCfe Fuer~ 
Phone 100;- 350-;(0 fJ+



.- . 
Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

PrintName4.-;t";N"O t ~~f-F.tl-F-. Address Z 16 \
 

Phone (C\Oq) '-t-U - ~l\ s \t Signature IA\_f~~ c' 

Print Name ?1:}, "B c>tz.fr7Q!7 Address 2177 W. 1)4,(,U(lV,' w Dc gZ:3 ~I) C-/L 

Phone ( ~ O~] - 1?Z3 - 072-3 Signature pt. ~ 

Print Name KARW ~I\UU-{LZ- Address / zt) 4 l.J < BC) 1-_----=-.s--'----T---'-~_J 3_-7_7_ 

Phone 991 g)l 1J Signature l.A . PIJ Via: 

Print Name_Id e:~ d e o-k
 
Phone qLl1 c{d 1/ g;J3 Signatu ~~~~-?- _
 

Print Name A.)r' \ ~ biZ-My ~ Address-'=-l~-+-----..r----><_-+----=----._--='-'--_-'--_ 
Phone fJ(:)t1) L20-:Q22.:s3 Signature.~I/----,.P-~~~~_~~ _ 

PrintName f\~{J\)Go'{\~~l, 
Phone (~ ~ Cit6\ ~'dfuc£b 

Address ~,B?-~ S \A '1\ ~\ 2,Q, If\\f \0 ¥-~! Crxq)2)l' 

Signature ~)j~~~__ 

Print Name ·1111- ;(r//l/ S/J-L /I 5 

Phone yo cr' ~ 7.3 L(.J.... 79 

Address._~----'L-=-___='__~~~~--'--'--'---

Signature_---T:-"'--"-'~---='V---"~--------

Print Name Jla of /,' C,' t« .5~!&r..s Address ,25 3,v. .,L :rV~N /J.t/e 
/ 

~ ~ ~ 
Phon{2(9) g7J -~5:72 Signature 

> 
~~a.I~ 



L 
I 

IS 

Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

Print Name .t~f!~J-- Address 

Phone 90 9-773 - Ljj-Zr Signature 

Print Name Address 

Phone Signature 

Print Name Address 

Phone Signature 

Print Name Address 

Phone Signature 

Print Name Address 

Phone Signature 

Print Name Address 

Phone Signature 

Print Name Address 

Phone Signature 

Print Name Address 

Phone Signature 



Calnev Pipeline Extension Project 

Print r 

Name--loL~~~1~~~":::"7f--')J._IVZ_v-,tp,-- Address ? 5 u Lj' /t./ IA./I.t'Le,;Z/# /lu ; /1/&ih ( 
Phone----L[_01L..L.1JL0<.~_'__'4}__;l__C_cg'----7-Lf-·_If_5_v_-S Signature rf1;, It ~ 

425 7~ 

Print 
Name ,\)AZv<,rp- V:iliZtJ-AJ 

Phone C1 05 < 6J") • 11'25 

Print 
Name f'e("'r 2SCObt-"L Address 35"0 S. \oJ ; 160..J m . ~. k. i.J-tq CJ.z. '5 7 

Phone ~o 'j _ 0W - lDO 'S. I Signature -{c>(l,.Y.Ax- 'tJl) erA.PJv 

Print 
Name -J J L.. 

, 
0 

I 
M. m,( n 01.'1 J.J....L.

Address '2--S\ ---'---'---::........=-\-'-ll..---=--'------''---__
 

_______Signature ~~ 



-------------
Signature Phone 

Print Name Address ------------ 
Signature Phone 

Print Name Address 

Signature Phone 

Print Name Address 

Signature Phone 

Print Name Address 

Signature Phone 

Signature 

C PrinlName~Ak~
 
:::> Signature 

Print Name
 

Signature
 

~ 

Print Name '--.J \,L'D.y e.01:>Gt21s 

Signamre H~ 

Print Name 

Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project Rialto Citizens Concerns 

Address 2_7AS- tP~,S~~ ~%-_~ 
Phone 2{)q~~7&~<C) 

Address ;}b 57. Ir 9~ 0<e..(c2a( 

.~ l~\J~~(" Phone I~(lj (2 ~2 2_ L.f"7 

c 

Address d5;yP tJ<- L~ r/~IL 
Phone ~<;;l,1 3 c7 

Address 



--------------

--------------

--------------

--------------

Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project Rjalto Citizens Concerns 

Print Name Address -------------
Signature Phone 

, 

Print Name 

Signature 

Print Name Address 

Signature Phone 

Print Name 

Signature 

Print Name 

Signature 

Print Name 

Signature 

Print Name 

Signature 

Print Name 

Signature 

Address 

Phone 

Address 

Phone 

Address 

Phone 

Address 

Phone 

Address 

Phone 



Phone 

Print Name 

u) PPI Ai&
~,,-,-----,e...:...-::.._~=-.;~:....:.....:...=--

Signature 

Print Name 
\----'\:7=-->-',--,O-,-.....>......L-=----

Signature 

Signature 

Signature 

Address ~~"""------=--='--=----l=-UI1.-..,+L!o<~~""'"t~ t 

Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project Rialto Citizens Concerns 

Address I 65 j }J - ~t<tIAf\.P~O~ \{lA.\ ~ 

Phone (qo~J 1>1~- 6q s1__ 

PnntName. ~~= Cf.-=",~dreSS )b,).D N d~~~ 
Signature j ~ ne C9c><;:;J gZY.-Or:> l 

7 
( 

Print Name Carl C) ~ \; eI+m V"'\ Address 3 I3 AJ. (5 mVhf =b \J\- &Jt. 

Signature l&k ~ Phone l(qDcJ 3ll- 5(, <f:-><=..l.__ 

Address Ioq 5 NI ~ ren±wDod Ave 
Phone (Q51)20h- In 0 

Address fJ, -;1- ~ 8.-JJ 
31-6 ?t'1) 

( S6"lc "-til ~ 
-!L-..l...L.Li."--4:,.....:!..4.--'----+-I.".,-L-'------L.~~~ 

Print Name 
~~=----'--~~-==--

Signature 

Print Name 

Signature 



---------------

---------------

---------------

---------------

---------------

---------------

---------------

---------------

---------------

----------------

----------------

----------------

----------------

---------------

---------------

----------------

---------------

---------------

CalNev Pipeline Expansion Project Concerns Letter - espanol 

Le pedimos que considere rutas altemas tales como zonas industrializadas 0 que esten menos 
pobladas, ya que un menor numero de personas se venin afectadas por la construccion y 
sobretodo, par los efectos a largo plazo que esta expansion tendni en nuestras vidas yen la vida 
de las futuras generaciones. 

Atentamente, 

Los residentes de Rialto 
/:3 13 tV. f~ Il1 tIJ AlI-e. 

Nombre , 'o/a.. tLl '.rr..-. /\/. ~o /1,( Domicilio ~ I t'!.-4-. 7;;r 37 Go 

Finna ~~.~ "l JJ~ Telefono (1 0 oJ) /7 tj- 7 I 5 .;L 

Nombre DomiciJio 

Firma Telefono 

Nombre DomiciJio 

Firma Telefono 

Nombre DomiciJio 

Firma Telefono 

Nombre DomiciJio 

Firma Telefono 

Nombre DomiciJio 

Firma Telefono 

Nombre DomiciJio 

Firma Telefono 



Algunas de nuestras pr ocupaciones son las
3 de mayo 2008 " siguientes: ...

ow 

Los danos a vidas y bienes en caso de una 
explosi6n se produjera. 

Edythe Seehafer 

Coordinador Arnbiental 

Toxinas en torno a la contaminaci6n del suelo 
BLM Barstow Oficina de Campo 

y del aire. 

2601 Barstow Road 

Barstow, CA 92311 
Los estudiantes, residentes y peatones "la 
seguridad durante la fase de construcci6n 
desde la escuela secundaria y el parque estan 
dentro de los pies del sitio y despues de la 

Re: CALNEV proyecto de ampliaci6n del 
construcci6n, si la explosi6n se produjera. 

gasoducto 

De trafico y de circulaci6n durante la
 Sra Seehafer: 
construcci6n se vera afectado, ya que las
 
tripulaciones de trabajo y el equipo se
 
obstruyen los estudiantes de secundaria y
 
residentes que asisten a la escuela y las
 Nos preocupa Rialto los ciudadanos que viven 
actividades del parque.
 dentro de 5 millas de la tuberia existente 

Calnev sistema, que transporta combustible 
Excavaci6n no autorizada en Linden Avenue
 para aviones, diesel y gasolina de la 
desde esta calle (Norte de Casmalia) esta
 terminal del Norte Colton en la ciudad de 
situado en una zona residencial
 Colton a la terminal de Las Vegas en Nevada. 
desar.rollados.
 

Como ciudadanos preocupados, creemos que no 
sera en nuestro mejor interes de tener Kinder 
Morgan (los propietarios y operadores del 
sistema de tuberias) para instalar otros 16 Le instamos a considerar rutas alternativas 
pulgadas de diametro de las tuberias de en las zonas menos desarrolladas y I 0 zonas 
nuestra regi6n para el transporte de industriales eran residentes serian menos 
productos petroliferas, que son inflamables y afectados por la construcci6n del nuevo 
t6xicos . sistema de ductos, pero sobre todo por los 

efectos a largo plazo esta ampliaci6n tendra 
en nuestras vidas y las vidas de Rialto 
futuras generaciones. 

Entendemos que la demanda proyectada para el 
combustible para aviones en el Aeropuerto 
Internacional McCarran en Las Vegas 
"requerira un aumento significativo en el 
suministro de combustible para reactores en 
los pr6ximos 20 anos". Sin embargo, creemos 
firmemente que es un precio muy alto para 
nosotros pagar por el aumento de la demanda 
de productos petroliferos en Las Vegas, 
habida cuenta de que nuestra seguridad, 
nuestros hijos esta en peligro, si el 
proyecto de expansi6n sigue como se propone: 
a correr I install un nuevo sistema de 16 
pulgadas de diametro a 10 largo de las 
tuberias existentes de 8 pulgadas sistema de 
ductos en Linden Avenue en Rialto. 

Atentamente, 

r- -
Nombre \...0 I~ l')r- 0-.. ~/(}u'r/~1 

Direcci6n Y'f?6 tv· c;'."CJ.-U e ...,9!:-
Firma t1 /// ~ 
.~o/~~ 



3 de mayo 2008 

Edythe Seeh fer 

Coordinador Ambiental 

BLM Barstow Oficina de Campo 

2601 Barstow Road 

Barstow, CA 92311 

Re: CALNEV proyecto de ampliacion del 
gasoducto 

Sra Seehafer: 

Nos preocupa Rialto los ciudadanos que viven 
dentro de 5 millas de la tuberia existente 
Calnev sistema, que transporta combustible 
para aviones, diesel y gasolina de la 
termi~al del Norte Colton en la ciudad de 
Colton a la terminal de Las Vegas en Nevada. 

Como ciudadanos preocupados, creemos que no 
sera en nuestro mejor interes de tener Kinder 
Morgan (los propietarios y operadores del 
sistema de tuberias) para instalar otros 16 
pulgadas de diametro de las tuberias de 
nuestra region para el transporte de 
productos petroliferos, que son inflamables y 
toxicos . 

Entendemos que la demanda proyectada para el 
combustible para aviones en el Aeropuerto 
Internacional McCarran en Las Vegas 
"requerira un aumento significativo en el 
suministro de combustible para reactores en 
los proximos 20 anos". Sin embargo, creemos 
firmemente que es un precio muy alto para 
nosotros pagar par el aumento de la demanda 
de productos petroliferas en Las Vegas, 
habida cuenta de que nuestra seguridad, 
nuestros hijos esta en peligro, si el 
proyecto de expansion sigue como se propone: 
a correr I install un nuevo sistema de 16 
pulgadas de diametro a 10 largo de las 
tuberias existentes de 8 pulgadas sistema de 
ductos en Linden Avenue en Rialto. 

Algunas de nuestras preocupaciones son l~s 
siguientes: 

Los daDos a vidas y bienes en caso de una 
explosion se produjera. 

Toxinas en torno a la contaminacion del suelo 
y del aire. 

Los estudiantes, residentes y peatones "la 
seguridad durante la fase de construccion 
desde la escuela secundaria y el parque estan 
dentro de los pies del sitio y despues de la 
construccion, si la explosion se produjera. 

De trafico y de circulacion durante la 
construccion se vera afectado, ya que las 
tripulaciones de trabajo y el equipo se 
obstruyen los estudiantes de secundaria y 
residentes que asisten a la escuela y las 
actividades del parque. 

Excavacion no autorizada en Linden Avenue 
desde esta calle (Norte de Casmalia) esta 
situado en una zona residencial 
desarrollados. 

Le instamos a considerar rutas alternativas 
en las zonas menos desarrolladas y I a zonas 
industriales eran residentes serian menos 
afectados par la construccion del nuevo 
sistema de ductos, pero sabre todo par los 
efectos a largo plazo esta ampliacion tendra 
en nuestras vidas y las vidas de Rialto 
futuras generaciones. 



Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project Rialto Citizens Concerns 

c:	 Grace Vargas, Mayor of City of Rialto 
Winifred L. Hanson, City of Rialto Mayor Pro Tern 
Joe Baca Jr., City of Rialto Council Member 
Deborah Robertson, City of Rialto Council Member 
Ed Scott, City of Rialto Council Member 
Bob Gorham, Division Chief, Pipeline Safety Division 
Virgie Jackson, Assistant Gov. Program Analyst 
Carrie Hyke, Principal Planner, Land Use Services Department County of San Bernardino 



Bureau of Land Management I County of San Bernardino 

Publie Seoping Meeting 

Calnev Pipeline Extension Project Joint EIS/EIR 

Rialto, CA - April 30, 2008
 

COMMENTS
 

Note: Before including your address, telephone number, 
e-mail address, or other personal identifying information 
in your comment, you should be aware that your entire 
comment, including your personal identifying 
information, may be made publicly available at any 
time. While you may ask us in your comment to 
withhold your personal identifying information from 
public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able 
to do so. All submissions from individuals identifying 
themselves as representatives or officials of 
organizations or businesses will be made available for 
public inspection in their entirety 
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[K{~~y~~:~])Ui·llan 
LAND USE SERVICES DEPT.Materials Company 

ADVA~;C? ?:.r.~J:·q"!G D!VIS'm! 

Western Division 
May 5,2008 

Ms. Carrie Hyke, AICP, Principal Planner 
Environmental and Mining Section 
Advance Planning Division 
Land Use Services Department 
County of San Bernardino 
385 North Arrowhead Avenue 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0182 

Dear Ms. Hyke: 

My letter responds to the County's Notice of Preparation for the CalNev Pipeline Expansion Project 
dated March 17,2008. 

The attached maps, furnished by URS the County's consultant on this project, shows the alternative 
route for the proposed pipeline utilizing Institution Road, a private road owned by Vulcan. 

Institution Road crosses the Cajon Creek floodway at grade. During storm events the road is subject 
to flooding and erosion. 

In addition Institution Road crosses the Cajon Creek Conservation Area which is home to over 20 
sensitive species including the listed San Bernardino Kangaroo Rat. Alteration of the Creek's 
hydrological regime, either during construction or later when the proposed pipeline is in operation 
could impact this area's sensitive habitat and resident sensitive and listed species. The proposed route 
if it occurs within Cajon Creek's active floodway also has this same potential. 

Placing a fuel transporting pipeline in an active stream channel also possess risks to the area's water 
supplies should a release occur. Downstream aqueducts of the Metropolitan Water District's and San 
Gabriel Valley Municipal Water District's and the well field of the Muscoy Mutual Water District's 
could be imperiled. 

We ask that these impacts and risks be addressed by the forthcoming EIRIEIS. 

\:0 
~p~.~ 
Manager, Reclamation & Special Projects 

Copy:	 Nancy Ferguson, USFWS 
Beny Bierschbach, Muscoy Mutual Water District 

3200 SAN FERNANDO ROAD. LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90065·1415. TELEPHONE 323 258-2777 
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From: Lisa Ta [mailto:asian_azil@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2008 3:53 PM 
To: Hyke, Carrie 
Subject: Comments regarding the Calneve Pipeline Expansion Project 

To Whom This May Concern: 


My name is Lisa Ta, and I am a current resident in Rialto, and also a current student at the local 

Eisenhower High School. It has come to my attention, that Kinder Morgan Energy Partners are 

planning and now currently scoping the Calnev Pipleline Expansion Joint EIS/EIR. As a resident 

of Rialto, I understand the importance and need for this new pipeline in regards to the growth and 

development of the California High Desert region and the Las Vegas area, but I would still like to 

stress my concern about the saftey of the residents in the area of construction. I attended your 

scoping meeting on June 18, 2008 at Carter High School, and was able to see the possible 

routing and its alternatives. I highly suggest and urge for the routing to take the course of west on 

Foothill Blvd, north on Cedar Ave. and then west again on Baseline Rd. My reasons finding it 

important to take this alternative route is because of the fact that the local Elementary school, 

Dunn Elementary is only less than a block away from the possible routing of north on Cactus Ave, 

in addition to the fact that at the corner of Etiwanda and Cactus there is a day care center for 

children ages 3 and above. Also along the Cactus route is a local church. It is critical to take an
 
alernative routing when considering the health hazards in regards to the young children.  


I highly encourage you to thouroughly inform the public in plain language about this project, its 

goals, aims and possible dangers. I am in the process of contacting with the administration at 

Eisenhower High School, so that the staff and students would be aware of this. Eisenhower High 

School is only a block away, and I hope your company puts into consideration the amount of 

students who walk to school on the Baseline and Cactus intersection. 


In addition, another reason as to why the Cedar route should be taken because of the fact that 

the West Valley Water District lies right on Cactus, this would increase the dangers of the pipeline 

contaminating the already contaminated Rialto water, with the fact that Cactus, a main road, in 

the intersection of Cactus and Baseline is only at two road street, while Cedar has four roads, this 

would ensure a better way of construction, while not blocking the usual traffic flow.  


Thank you for your time, 


Lisa Ta 

Current resident of Rialto and Eisenhower High Student 


Post Script: 

Please forward this to the correct department if need be. 




April 17, 2008 

Hamid & Mojgan Taeb 
P.O. Box 12462 
Pleasanton, CA 94588 

Carrie Hyke, AICO, Principal Planner 
Environmental and Mining Section 
Advance Planning Division 
Land Use Services Department 
County of San Bernardino 
130 Battery Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

Re: Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

Dear Ms. Hyke: 

I am in receipt of your Notice of Preparation dated March 17, 2008, regarding the above 
project. I am a land owner (parcel #0469051090000) near the proposed pipeline project. 
Please be advised that I am opposed to the construction of any petroleum pipeline and/or 
facility within a one mile radius of my property. I will do whatever means necessary to 
contest the construction of this pipeline and facility. 

Sincerely, 

Hamid Taeb 

Enclosure: Original Report dated 3/17/08 
. ": 

cc: Katharina Keough, Paragon Partners, Ltd. 



County of San Bernardino 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

DATE:	 March 17, 2008 

To:	 Responsible Agencies and Interested Parties 

SUBJECT:	 Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and a Draft Environmental Impact Report 

PROJECT TITLE:	 Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 

An environmental review of the project must be conducted under both California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Implementation of the 
project will require discretionary approvals from federal, state, and local agencies, and therefore, this 
project is subject to the environmental review requirements of both NEPA and CEQA. As Lead 
Agency for CEQA, the County of San Bernardino issues this Notice of Preparation for the proposed 
Calnev Pipeline expansion project from Colton, California to Las Vegas, Nevada. 

To ensure coordination between the NEPA and CEQA processes, and to avoid duplication of effort, 
the lead agencies will prepare a joint Environmental Impact StatemenVEnvironmental Impact Report 
(EIS/EIR) as recommended by 40 CFR § 1506.2 and CEQA Guidelines § 15222. The Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) will be the NEPA Lead Agency and the County of San Bernardino 
("County") will be the CEQA Lead Agency, for preparation of the EIS/EIR. The BLM and County 
have agreed to work together on this Project and a Joint EIS/EIR will be prepared. 

The BLM and the County will evaluate whether potentially significant environmental effects will result 
from the project. The EIS/EIR will assess the effects of the proposed project on the environment, 
identify potentially significant impacts, identify feasible mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate 
potentially significant environmental impacts, and discuss potentially feasible alternatives to the 
proposed project that may accomplish basic project objectives, while lessening or eliminating any 
potential significant project impacts. 

This Notice provides a description of the proposed project and solicits comments from responsible 
agencies, trustee agencies, federal, state and local agencies and the general public, on the scope 
and content of the environmental document to be prepared to analyze the environmental impacts of 
the proposed project. Comments received in response to this Notice will be reviewed and considered 
by the lead agencies in determining the scope of the EIS/EIR. Due to time limits, as defined by 
CEQA, your response should be sent at the earliest possible date, but no later than 60 days after 

Notice of Preparation March 17, 2008 
Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 



publication of this notice. We need to know the views of your agency as to the scope and content of 
the environmental information that is germane to your agency's statutory responsibilities in 
connection with the proposed project. 

Written comments may be submitted to BLM Barstow Field Office, attention: Edythe Seehafer, 
Environmental Coordinator, 2601 Barstow Road, Barstow, CA 92311. Comments can also be faxed 
to (760) 252-6099 or emailed to eseehafer@ca.blm.gov. Please include the name, phone 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Environmental Setting 
Calnev Pipe Line, LLC, as operating partner with Kinder Morgan Energy Partners, has applied for a 
ROW on public lands to expand and reconstruct 233 miles of pipeline in California and Nevada. The 
existing Calnev system provides petroleum products delivery to the Las Vegas area through two 
existing pipelines from the North Colton terminal in Colton,California to Bracl<en Junction in Las 
Vegas, Nevada. The main components of the proposed project are shown on Figure 1. 

Projected increases in commercial air traffic in and out of McCarran International Airport in Las 
Vegas will require significant increases in jet fuel supplies over the next 20 years. An expanded and 
modernized pipeline will serve that need. The project would include construction, operation and 
maintenance of a new 16-inch diameter pipeline from Colton to Las Vegas; new pumps, an electrical 
substation and other ancillary facilities to increase pumping at Colton; a new pump station, electrical 

. -substation and ancillary facilities at Baker; as well-as new· or modified connections to existing 
laterals. Pipeline construction will take place over 12 months and is anticipated to begin in late 2009 
or early 2010. 

Project Activity 
As proposed, the Project would require a right-of-way (ROW) on lands managed by the BLM, the US 
Forest Service (USFS) and the Department of Defense (DoD), a franchise agreement and 
Conditional Use Permit from the County, and appropriate permits from state, federal and local 
jurisdictions. Therefore, approval of the Project will require compliance with both the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as well as 
ROWand planning regulations promulgated under the Mineral Leasing Act. In addition, the project 
as currently proposed would require amendment of the BLM's land-use plan, the California Desert 
Conservation Area (COCA) Plan. The Plan amendment process will be conducted concurrently and 
integratedwiththe-NEPA process, as part.of the EIS/EIH. 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
The Lead Agencies have determined that this project could result in significant environmental 
impacts and/or have a significant impact on the quality of the human environment. As such, 
preparation of a joint EIS/EIR is appropriate. Accordingly, the Lead Agencies did not prepare an 
Environmental Assessment or Initial Study for the project. However, the Lead Agencies have 
identified the following environmental considerations as potential significant effects of the project: 

• AestheticNisual • Land Use • Vegetation 
• Air Quality • Soil Erosionl • Water Quality 
• Archeological/Historic Compaction/Grading • Wetland/Riparian 
• Biological Resources • Toxic/Hazardous • Cumulative Effects 

• Geologic/Seismic • Traffic/Circulation 

Notice of Preparation 2 March 17, 2008 
Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project 



Scoping Meetings 

The BLM and the County will host three seeping meetings to provide the opportunity for the public to 
Jearn about the project and to share any concerns or comments they may have. Additionally, the 
public may submit information and identify issues to be addressed during the EIS/EIR process. The 
seeping meetings are scheduled from 6:00 - 8:00 p.m. in the following dates at the following 
locations: 

• 	 Apr111 , 2008 at Rialto Middle School, 324 N Palm Avenue, Rialto, CA 92376 

• 	 April 21 2008 at Victor Elementary School District I Nisqualli Room, 15115 Nisqualli Road, 
Victorville, CA 92395 

• 	 Aprll3, 2008 at Parkdale Community Center, 3200 Ferndale St., Las Vegas, NV 89121 

The meetings are an open house format to allow the public to visit with County and BLM 
representatives. 

Comment Due Date 

Due to the time limit of 30 days mandated by State law, your comments must be sent at the earliest 
possible date but not later than May 17, 2008. 

Sincerely, 

Carrie Hyke, AICP, Principal Planner 
Environmental and Mining Section 
Advance Planning Division 
Land Use Services Department County of San Bernardino 

Notice of Preparation 3 March 17, 2008 
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FRO!'I Apr. 12 2008 DE:: 01PM Pi 

BlM Barstow Held office
 

Attention Edythe Seehi::lfer
 

Fax 760-252v 6099 

Re : Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project . 1J"v . . J\£.J..tv0
Refere~ce YOur.March ~:/ 2~08 rl;tice. I own land, whiC:, ~Jould be impacted by this proposed y.
 
expanSIOIl/ particularly IT reslder'lt181 property has been bUilt.
 

I am not in support of this pipeline goIng any where near rnv land. ] 0 ~~ .
 

Please make sure my comments are presented at any meetings and kee:p me ir:formed.
 

My property' is located on Yucca Ter~ace Dr., Phelan; Parc:e! # 306S4710~iOOOO.
 

Sandy Rl}(~.o 

714-524-0878 

AprH12/2008 
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BlM Barstow Field office 
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Attention Edythe Seehafer
 

Fax 760-252-6099
 

Re : Calnev Pipeline Expansion Project
 

Reference your March 17, 2008 notice. I own la'nd which would be impacted by this proposed JS(pJtd
expansion, particularly if residential property has been built. _ \j<-JU
 

I am not in support of this pipeline going any where near my land. -") Opp.
 

Please make sure my comments are presented at any meetings and keep me informed.
 

My property is located on Yucca Terrace Dr., Phelan, Parcel # 3065471050000.
 

Sandy Rixs91'l..'
 

714-524-0878
 

; 1 ;.-J- I 

j"rbetApril12, 2008 
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Edythe Seehafer 
 Kathleen O'Connell 
 George Meckfessel 

Bureau of Land Management 
 Bureau of Land Management 
 Bureau of Land Management 

Barstow Field Office 
 Needles Field Office 
 Needles Field Office 

2601 Barstow Road 
 1303 S. Hwy 95 
 1303 S. Hwy 95 

Barstow, CA 92311 
 Needles, CA 92363 
 Needles, CA 92363 


Mark Chandler 
 Jason Barangan 
 Jeffrey Steinmetz 

Bureau of Land Management 
 Bureau of Land Management 
 Bureau of Land Management 

Las Vegas Field Office 
 Las Vegas Field Office 
 Las Vegas Field Office 

4701 North Torrey Pines Drive 
 4701 North Torrey Pines Drive 
 4701 North Torrey Pines Drive 

Las Vegas, NV 89130 
 Las Vegas, NV 89130 
 Las Vegas, NV 89130 


Stephen Dibble 
Bureau of Land Management U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
 U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Ridgecrest Field Office Los Angeles District 
 Regulatory Branch 
300 S. Richmond Avenue 915 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 980 
 P. O. Box 2711 

Ridgecrest, CA 0 Los Angeles, CA 90017 
 Los Angeles, CA 90053 


U. S. Army Corps of Engineers U. S. Army Corps of Engineers  Environmental Coordinator 
Floodplain Management Operations Branch United States Air Force 
P. O. Box 2711 
 P. O. Box 2711 
 Air Force Flight Test Center 
Los Angeles, CA 90053 
 Los Angeles, CA 90053 


Fort Irwin / National Training Center  
National Training Center 
U. S. Commanding General 

Fort Irwin, CA 92310 


Code 750000D  
Naval Air Warfare Center Weapons 
Division 
NAWCWD Public Affairs, China Lake 
1 Administration Circle 
China Lake, CA 0 

Anthony M. Parisi, PE 

 Naval Air Warfare Center Weapons Division
 
 Head, Sustainability Office, NAVAIR Ranges
 

575 “I” Ave., Suite 1 

Point Mugu, CA 93042 


United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
U.S. Dept. of the Interior 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 


 2800 Cottage Way 

Sacramento, CA 95825 


U.S. Dept. of the Interior 
Bureau of Indian Affairs Western 
Regional Office 

 P. O. Box 10
 
Phoenix, AZ 85001 


 Asst. Regional Director - Water 

 Resources/Fisheries
 

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2606 

Sacramento, CA 95825 


Michael Burroghs 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service 


 Water Resources/Fisheries
 
4701 North Torrey Pines Drive 

Las Vegas, NV 89130 


United States Forest Service 
 Forest Supervisor’s Office 

1824 S. Commerce Center Circle 
San Bernardino, CA 0 

 Mary Long
 
United States Forest Service 

San Bernardino National Forest - Front 

County Ranger District 

1209 Lytle Creek Road 

Lytle Creek, CA 92358 


Gabe Garcia 
 Kathie Meyer 
 Melody Lardner 

United States Forest Service 
 United States Forest Service 
 United States Forest Service 

San Bernardino National Forest - Front 
 San Bernardino National Forest - Front 
 San Bernardino National Forest - 

County Ranger District 
 County Ranger District 
 Supervisor's Office 

1209 Lytle Creek Road 
 1209 Lytle Creek Road 
 602 S. Tippecanoe Avenue 

Lytle Creek, CA 92358 
 Lytle Creek, CA 92358 
 San Bernardino, CA 92408 


Uyen Doan 

United States Forest Service 

San Bernardino National Forest - Front 

County District 

1209 Lytle Creek Road 

Lytle Creek, CA 92358 


USDA Natural Resources Conservation 

Services
 
Inland Empire Resource Conservation 

District
 
25864 Business Center Drive, Suite K 

Redlands, CA 92374 


Dennis Schramm 

National Park Service 

Mojave National Preserve 


 2701 Barstow Road 

Barstow, CA 92311 


FEDERAL AGENCIES 




 Larry Whalon Annie Kearns Danette Woo 
National Park Service National Park Service National Park Service 
Mojave National Preserve Mojave National Preserve Mojave National Preserve 
2701 Barstow Road 2701 Barstow Road 2701 Barstow Road 
Barstow, CA 92311 Barstow, CA 92311 Barstow, CA 92311 

 Karen L. Gray Bob Schard Manny Joia 
Marine Corps Logistics Base Barstow, Marine Corps Logistics Base Barstow, Marine Corps Logistics Base Barstow, 
Commanding Officer Dept. of Navy Commanding Officer 
Business Performance Office NAVFAC SW Environmental Division 
Box 110115, Building 15 1220 Pacific Coast Highway Box 110570 
Barstow, CA 0 San Diego, CA 92132 Barstow, CA 0 

 Thomas Hunt Linda Lingren  Attn: Environmental 
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow 
Public Works Division 

Marine Corps Logistics Base Barstow 
Business Performance Office 

Marine Corps Logistics Base Barstow 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Box 110198 Box 110115  
Barstow, CA 0 Barstow, CA 0 

Larry Lepre Rich Rotte AWP-530 
Bureau of Land Management Bureau of Land Management Federal Aviation Administration 
California Desert District CA610 Barstow Field Office Western Pacific Regional Office 
22835 Calle San Juan De Los Lagos 2601 Barstow Road Box 92007 
Moreno Valley, CA 92553 Barstow, CA 92311 Los Angeles, CA 90009 

Attn: CHIEF 
Federal Highway Administration 
District Operations South, CA Division    
980 Ninth Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 0 

STATE AGENCIES -
CALIFORNIA 

Scott Dawson Becky Jones 

California Air Resources Board 
P. O. Box 2815 
Sacramento, CA 95314 

California Department of Fish & Game 
Inland Deserts Region 
3602 Inland Empire Blvd. 
Ontario, CA 91764 

California Department of Fish & Game 
Inland Deserts Region 
36431 41st Street East  
Palmdale, CA 93552 

CEQA/IGR Coordinator Mark Stuart 
California Dept. of Transportation  California Dept. of Toxic Subst. Control California Dept. of Water Resources 
Dept. of Trans. Planning Facility Permitting Branch Southern District 
464 W. 4th St., 6th Floor 5796 Corporate Avenue 770 Fairmont Ave. 
San Bernardino, CA 0 Cypress, CA 90630 Glendale, CA 91203 

California Energy Commission 
1516 Ninth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

PO Box 4025 
CA Environmental Protection Agency  
1001 “I” Street 
Sacramento, CA 0 

David Singleton 
California Native American Heritage 
Commission  
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

California Public Utilities Commission 
350 McAllister Street 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 
Santa Ana Region 
3737 Main St., Suite 500 
Riverside, CA 0 

California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board
Lahontan Region 

 15428 Civic Dr., Suite 100 
Victorville, CA 92392 



California State Highway Patrol 
2211 Western Avenue 

 San Bernardino, CA 92411 

 Jim Porter 
California State Lands Commission 
100 Howe Ave., Suite 100-South 
Sacramento, CA 0 

Tobi Tyler 
Lahontan Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 
Region 6 
2501 Lake Tahoe Blvd. 
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150 

Adam Fischer Mark Adelson 
Santa Ana Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 
Region 8 
3737 Main Street, Suite 500 

Santa Ana Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 
Region 8 
3737 Main Street, Suite 500 

San Bernardino County Fire Dept. 
620 South E Street 

 San Bernardino, CA 92415 
Riverside, CA 92501 Riverside, CA 92501 

San Bernardino County Offices 
 26010 State Highway 189 

Twin Peaks, CA 92391 

LOCAL CITIES/COMMUNITY 
AGENCIES - CALIFORNIA 

Rick Gomez 
City of Adelanto 
Community Development 
11600 Air Expressway 
Adelanto, CA 92301 

Lawrence Dale 
City of Barstow 
City Council 
220 East Mountain View Street, Suite A 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Brent Morrow 
City of Barstow 
220 East Mountain View Street, Suite A 
Barstow, CA 92311 

City of Barstow City of Colton City of Fontana 
Attn: City Planner Community Development Community Development Dept 
220 E. Mt. View Avenue 650 N La Cadena Dr 8353 Sierra Avenue 
Barstow, CA 92311 Colton, CA 92324 Fontana, CA 92335 

Grace Vargas  Michael Story The Honorable Patrick J. Morris 
City of Rialto City of Rialto City of San Bernardino 
City Council Development Services Dept. City Council 
150 South Palm Avenue 150 South Palm Avenue 300 North "D" Street (6th Floor) 
Rialto, CA 92376 Rialto, CA 92376  San Bernardino, CA 92418 

Valerie Ross 
City of San Bernardino 
300 North "D" Street (6th Floor) 

 San Bernardino, CA 92418 

Terry E. Caldwell 
City of Victorville 
City Council 
14343 Civic Drive 
Victorville, CA 92392 

Bill Webb 
City of Victorville 
14343 Civic Drive 
Victorville, CA 92392 

City of Victorville 
Planning Department 
14343 Civic Drive 
Victorville, CA 92392 

City of San Bernardino 
Development Services Dept. 
300 N. “D” Street 

 San Bernardino, CA 92418 

 Robert Eisenbeisz 
City of San Bernardino 
300 N. “D” Street 

 San Bernardino, CA 92418 

Robert Sepulveda Attn: L e Hayes 
City of San Bernardino Town of Apple Valley Baker Community Services District 
300 N. “D” Street 14955 Dale Evans Parkway P. O. Box 590 

 San Bernardino, CA 92418 Apple Valley, CA 92307 Baker, CA 92309 



San Bernardino Associated 
Governments 
1170 West Third Street, 2nd Floor 
San Bernardino, CA 0 

Southern California Assoc. of 
Governments 
818 W. 7th St., Suite 1200 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

 Jim Nehmens/ Rachel Lara 
City of Adelanto 
City Council 
11600 Air Expressway 
Adelanto, CA 92301 

LOCAL LIBRARIES -

CALIFORNIA
 

Adelanto Branch Library 
11497 Bartlett Street 
Adelanto, CA 92301 

Barstow Branch Library 
304 East Buena Vista 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Victorville Branch Library  
15011 Circle Drive 
Victorville, CA 92392 

San Bernardino County Library 
Administration 
104 West Fifth Street 
San Bernardino, CA 0 

Rialto Branch Library 
251 W. First Street 
Rialto, CA 92376 

ORGANIZATIONS/INDIVIDUALS - 
CALIFORNIA 

c/o Cin Greyraven 
Audubon Society 
Bearpaw Ranch 

 P. O. Box 88 
Forest Falls, CA 92339 

Burlington Northern & Santa Fe 
Railroad 
Western Region, Public Projects 
740 E. Carnegie Dr 

 San Bernardino, CA 92408 

Ileen Anderson 
California Native Plant Society 
2733 Cordwell Place 
Los Angeles, CA 90046 

Katie Barrows 
California Native Plant Society 
53298 Avenida Montezuma 
La Quinta, CA 92253 

 Desert Studies Consortium 
800 N. State College Blvd 
Fullerton, CA 92634 

Desert Tortoise Council 
P. O. Box 3273 
Beaumont, CA 0 

Endangered Habitats League 
Dan Silver, Coordinator 
8424-A Santa Monica Blvd., #592 
Los Angeles, CA 0 

Edison International 
287 Tennessee Street 
Redlands, CA 92373 

Attn: Nancy Pearlman 
Environmental Directions 
P.O. Box 351419 
Los Angeles, CA 0 

Fort Mojave Indian Tribe 
500 Merriman Street 
Needles, CA 92363 

Inland Empire West Resource 
Conservation District  
1609 S. Grove Avenue, Ste. 103 
Ontario, CA 91761 

Attn: Judy Anderson 
Sierra Club – Desert Committee 
4134 Oceanview Blvd 
Montrose, CA 91020 

Peter J. Kiriakos 
Sierra Club – San Gorgonio Chapter 
29421 Sunharbor Court 
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530 

Sierra Club – San Gorgonio Chapter 
Conservation Program Coordinator 
4079 Mission Inn Ave. 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 Metropolitan Water District 
700 N. Alameda Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 



c/o Richard A. Conti 
Society for the Conservation of Bighorn 
Sheep 
5029 Vincent Avenue 
Eagle Rock, CA 0 

Inland Empire Region 
Southern CA Gas Co 
Construction Planning 
1981 West Lugonia Avenue 
Redlands, CA 92373 

 Southern Pacific Trans. Co 
13181 Crossroads Pkwy. N.,Ste 500 
City of Industry, CA 0 

Attn: Lekona Klippstein 
Spirit of the Sage Council 
30 N. Raymond Ave., Suite 302 
Pasadena, CA 91103 

Tri-County Conservation League 
P. O. Box 51127 
Riverside, CA 92517 

Norbert J. Riedy, Jr. 
The Wilderness Society 
P. O. Box 29241 
San Francisco, CA 0 

STATE AGENCIES - NEVADA 

State Of Nevada                                 
Carson City, NV 0 

Glen Gentry 
Nevada Dept. of Environmental 
Protection 
Bureau of Water Quality Planning 
901 South Stewart Street, Suite 4001 
Carson City, NV 89710 

Karen Howard 
Nevada Dept. of Environmental 
Protection 
Bureau of Air Pollution Control 
901 South Stewart Street, Suite 4001 
Carson City, NV 0 
Cynthia Keller 
Nevada Dept. of Corrections 
Southern Administration 
Casa Grande Transitional Center 
Las Vegas, NV 0 

Nevada State Clearinghouse 
Department of Administration 
209 E. Musser Street, Room 200 
Carson City, NV 89701 

Pamela B. Wilcox 
Nevada Division of State Lands 
901 S. Stewart Street, Ste. 5003 
Carson City, NV 0 

Nevada State Historic Preservation 
Office 

LOCAL AGENCIES - NEVADA 

James B. Gibson 
City of Henderson 
City Council 
Henderson City Hall 
Henderson, NV 0 

Christine Kidd 
City of Henderson 
City Hall - 1st Floor 
Henderson, NV 89009 

Michael L. Montandon 
City of North Las Vegas 
City Council 
City of North Las Vegas 
North Las Vegas, NV 89030 

Frank Fiori 
City of North Las Vegas 
2240 Civic Center Drive 
North Las Vegas 89030 

Oscar B. Goodman 
City of Las Vegas 
City Council 
City Hall, Tenth Floor 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

M. Margo Wheeler 
City of Las Vegas 
City of Las Vegas Development 
Services Center  
Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Randall H. Walker 
Clark County Department of Aviation 
McCarran International Airport 
P. O. Box 11005 
Las Vegas, NV 0 

Cecil W. Johnson 
Clark County Department of Aviation 
McCarran International Airport 
P. O. Box 11005 
Las Vegas, NV 0 

Rosemary A. Vassiliadis 
Clark County Department of Aviation 
McCarran International Airport 
P.O. Box 11005 
Las Vegas, NV 0 



Pam Jensen Pam Adams Barbara Bolton 
Clark County Department of Aviation Clark County Department of Aviation Clark County Department of Aviation 
McCarran International Airport McCarran International Airport McCarran International Airport 
P.O.B. 11005 P. O. Box 11005 P.O. Box 11005 
Las Vegas, NV 89111 Las Vegas, NV 0 Las Vegas, NV 0 

Clark County Blue Ribbon Commission 
to Improve the Reliability of Southern 
Nevada's Fuel Supply 

Randall H. Walker 
Clark County Department of Aviation 
P. O. Box 11005 
Las Vegas, NV 0 

Rossi Ralenkotter 
Las Vegas Convention and Visitors 
Authority 
3150 Paradise Road 
Las Vegas, NV 89109 

Rebecca Wagner  Scott Andrews Kathryn Landreth 
Nevada State Office of Energy Harrah’s Las Vegas Casino & Hotel Nature Conservancy 

 727 Fairview Drive, Suite F 3475 Las Vegas Blvd South 3380 West Sahara Avenue, #120 
Carson City, NV 89701 Las Vegas, NV 89109 Las Vegas, NV 89102 

Sean Higgins John Haycock  Kevin Tourek 
Terrible Herbst Haycock Petroleum Wynn Resorts 
3440 West Russel Road 4825 N. Sloan Ln. 3131 Las Vegas Blvd S 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 Las Vegas, NV 0 Las Vegas, NV 89109 

Roberto Denis Rob Myrben Chief Master Sergeant Ray Campbell  
Nevada Power Company Southwest Airlines Nellis Air Force Base 
6226 West Sahara Avenue P.O. Box 36647 4430 Grissom Avenue, 
Las Vegas, NV 89146 Dallas, TX 0 Nellis AFB, NV 0 

PROJECT APPLICANT/ 

CONSULTANTS 


Albert Bui 
Calnev/Kinder-Morgan 

Allan Campbell 
Calnev/Kinder-Morgan 

Andrew Jerige 
Calnev/Kinder-Morgan 

Cheryl Karpowicz 
David Marx Kristen Walker Ecology and Enviironment, Inc. 
URS Corporation URS Corporation 130 Battery Street, Suite 400 

San Francisco, CA 94111 

David Plumpton Howard Levine Christina Willis 
Ecology and Enviironment, Inc. Ecology and Enviironment, Inc. Ecology and Enviironment, Inc. 
130 Battery Street, Suite 400 33 West Monroe Street Suite 550 1412 Main Street, Suite 1500  
San Francisco, CA 94111 Chicago, IL 60603 Dallas, TX 75202 

Paul Smith Sandra Pentney 
 Emery McCaffery 
Ecology and Enviironment, Inc. Ecology and Enviironment, Inc. 
 Ecology and Enviironment, Inc. 
368 Pleasant View Drive 437 J Street,  Suite 207 
 437 J Street,  Suite 207 
Lancaster, NY 14086 San Diego, CA 92101 
 San Diego, CA 92101 



  

               

Residents/Individuals  

AGS Sendero LLC, c/o Angelo 
Gordon & Co 
245 Park Ave. 26th Flr 
New York, NY 10167 


 Adelanto School District
 
Christopher VanZee 

11824 Air Expy 

Adelanto, CA 92301-1730 


 Usa Transport Inc 
                     
12191 Violet Rd 

Adelanto, CA 92301-2713 


  

City of Adelanto 
                       George Salazar 
                       Eleodoro E & Rosalia Ramirez 

16000 Air Expressway 
  PO Box 698
 11340 Cambridge St 

Adelanto, CA 92301 
 Adelanto, CA 92301-0698 
 Adelanto , CA 92301-3609 


Check In Express Inc., Chandrakant Acquiport & Amsdell Iii 
D. & Ila Patel 
                        Po Box 320099 
7105 Santa Rita Place NE 
 Alexandria, Va 22320-4099 
Albuquerque, NM 87113 


Anthony & Lai Nelly Chau  
1040 Azalea Drive 

Alhambra, CA 91801-4902 


  


Loretta Hawn 
                      Pheng Ong 
                      
1128 S Valencia St 
 1501 S Olive Ave 

Alhambra, CA 91801-4934 
 Alhambra, CA 91803-3157 


Waywegos 
C/O Perry Karlson 
P.O. Box 225 

Alhambra, CA 91802 


GNJ Limited Partnership, Gerald R. 
 Tuan D Nguyen 
Hamann 
                                          10431 Lemon Ave Ste K 
PO Box 2147 
 Alta Loma, Ca 91737-3766 
Alpine, CA 91903-2147 


Calvin E & Judith E Vance 

10589 Peach Tree Ln 

Alta Loma, Ca 91737-2415 


Wilshire Health Center Inc 
 Bert C Metzgar 
Vivian Lee 
 11386 Mineral Peak Ct 
10801 Lemon Ave, #1916 
 Alta Loma, Ca 91737-6524 
Alta Loma, CA 91737 


Larry R Cross Trust 

5404 Deer Run Ct 

Alta Loma, Ca 91737-2492 


Robert H Tobin 
 Wolfgang Loehle 
 Joongkon & Soonam Hahn 

5886 Zapata Pl 
 6012 Jadeite Ave. 
 6772 Coral Ct 

Alta Loma, Ca 91737-2933 
 Alta Loma, CA 91737-2239 
 Alta Loma, Ca 91701-4731 


Michael J & Kathleen C Graf 
 Real Prop Acq & Development Co 
 Street Dtd Center 

7201 Archibald Ave Ste 14 
 8148 Surrey Ln 
 8780 19th St # 327 

Alta Loma, Ca 91701-6403 
 Alta Loma, Ca 91701-1258 
 Alta Loma, Ca 91701-4608 


International Automated Systems, Ethier, Brian 
                      Inc.                                          9805 Hidden Farm Rd 
 P.O. Box 608 
Alta Loma, CA 91737-1638 
 American Fork, UT 84003-0608 


Barry A & Lauren E Gauthier 

101 S Avenida Felipe 

Anaheim, CA 92807-3735 




Lytle Development Company Graber /lt James Park                      
180 N Riverview Dr Ste 260 407 S Country Hill Rd 8674 E. Sunnywalk Ln 
Anaheim, CA 92808-1234 Anaheim, Ca 92808-1350 Anaheim, CA 92808 

Stavros Tseheridis 
891 S Bluebird Cir 
Anaheim, Ca 92807-4403 

Nakwon America Inc 
905 N Euclid St # K 
Anaheim, Ca 92801-3656 

Richard Duc Nguyen & Katherine 
Dung                     
P.O. Box 9616 
Anaheim, CA 92812-7616 

 

 Lytle Creek Land & Resources, Ron 
Pharris                                          
PO Box 27550 
Anaheim, CA 92817-8119 

 Lytle Creek Land & Resources, Ron 
Pharris                                         
PO Box 27550 
Anaheim, CA 92817-8119 

 Raman S. Poola                     
13614 Sunset Dr 
Apple Valley, CA 92308-4538 

 

Michael N. Kwan    
15140 Blackfoot Rd 
Apple Valley, CA 92307-3313 

Revoc Bigler Family Trust                   
Donald & Shirley Bigler 
15970 Malahat Rd 
Apple Valley, CA 92307-2308 

Calico Homes Dev 
Darrell L. & Betty L. Peterson  
16450 Tao Rd 
Apple Valley, CA 92307-1551 

   

Cassia Properties Llc                           
Mehdi Mostaedi  
16558 Menahka Rd 
Apple Valley, CA 92307-1467 

Thakker, Suman I                                

Louis H Shahin                    
19211 Chole Rd 
Apple Valley, CA 92307-4619 

Suzan J Moren 

 Nanda, Vir K.                     
19921 Sunset Ln 
Apple Valley, CA 92308-4532 

Mojave Water Agency, Gary Martin     

   

20193 Wadena Rd 22445 Waalew Rd 22450 Headquarters Drive 
Apple Valley, CA 92308-6279 Apple Valley, Ca 92307-1151 Apple Valley, CA 92307-0019 

Barbara P Henderson                      
22749 Highway 18 Unit A 42 
Apple Valley, CA 92307 

Baldy Mesa Investments Llc 
Dale W Ruisch 
23925 Waalew Rd 
Apple Valley, CA 92307-6932 

Dora Land                     
P.O. Box 1405 
Apple Valley, CA 92307-0026 

 

Emerald Select Group LLC, Thomas 
A. Hrualk                      
PO Box 2611 
Apple Valley, CA 92307-0049 

Myjeeprocks.com 
C/O Sarah Fulka 
PO BOX 3173 
APPLE VALLEY, CA 92307 

Richard H Kim                     
175 W Longden Ave 
Arcadia, CA 91007-8200 

 

Mary E Amundson Trust                      Li, Jing Hua                                         R A & S C Corbera 
2119 Holly Avenue 230 W. Wistaria Ave 24 W Rodell Pl 
Arcadia, CA 91007-8170 Arcadia, CA 91007-8009 Arcadia, Ca 91007-5149 

Juan A. Gonzalez / Barrera Family 
8/14/1991                                          

 569 E. Live Oak Ave., #B 
Arcadia, CA 91006 

Yueh C Lu                     
9816 E , CAmino Real Ave # A 
Arcadia, CA 91007-7882 

 Steven Kwan                                     
PO Box 660893 
Arcadia, CA 91066 

 



Hong Family Trust 
Jason Hi & Poong Ja Hong  
17324 Caine Dr 
Artesia, CA 90701-2627 

   

         

                            

  Shirley Lai                     
18622 Alburtis Ave 
Artesia, CA 90701-5610 

 Oakmont Rialto Olive Grove Llc 
3520 Piedmont Rd Ne Ste 100
Atlanta, Ga 30305-1511

Abadi Walnut Creek Properties, 
L.P., Alex Abadi                     
9800 Metric Blvd., Suite 300 
Austin, TX 78758 

  
Ridenet.com 
C/O Redden Crisp 
232 North Calvados 
Azusa, CA 91702 

Yam, Khinh V.                                    
495 S. Citrus
Azusa, CA 91702

  

Hiram & Agnes Muigai 
520 S Sally Lee St 
Azusa, Ca 91702-5344 

 San Gabriel Valley Municapal Water 
District                                          
PO Box 1299 
Azusa, CA 91702-1299 

 Dabour, Larry & Maria                       
P.O. Box 250 
Baker, CA 92309-0250 

  

Baker Valley Unified School Dist., 
Samuel Lewis                         
PO Box 460  
Baker, CA 92309 

 
Davis Family Living Trust, Philip H. 
& Ella L. Davis                     
3106 Audubon Dr 
Bakersfield, CA 93301-2610 

  In-N-Out Burgers Inc.                      

13502 E. Virginia Ave. 

Baldwin Park, CA 91706 


 

Khan Investment Group  
Sarfaraz Khan 
14505 California Ave 
Baldwin Park, CA 91706-1743 

Leonel B & Rosa L Velarde 
3872 Paddy Ln 
Baldwin Park , CA 91706-4227 

City of Barstow 
                              
220 E. Mountain View St. 

Barstow, CA 92311 


 

PGMC Investors, Juan Mijares        
2344 W. Main Street 
Barstow, CA 92311 

    Barstow Outlet Llc                              
2552 Mercantile Way 
Barstow, CA 92311-9417 

 Jefferson Family Revocable Trust, 

Charlie and Patricia Jefferson  
26362 Community Blvd. 

Barstow, CA 92311 


  


Josefina G & Jesus S Hernandez, 
Jesus S. & Josefina G. Hernandez 
27343 Azurite Rd 
Barstow, CA 92311-5125 

 McIntire, Darlene P. Crum 
716 S 2nd Ave. 
Barstow, CA 92311-3847 

Murray, Shawn M.  
P.O. Box 2070 
Barstow, CA 92312-2070 

 


Jesus Noriega 
13903 Mcnab Ave 
Bellflower, Ca 90706-2742 

Acosta, Juan /Lt 2001 & Aurora           
15416 Clark Ave 
Bellflower, CA 90706-3573 

Wal-mart Stores, Inc., Micheal 
McGee                    
702 SW 8th Street 
Bentonville, AR 76716 

 

J G Las Vegas Blue L L C                 
1960 Carla Rdg 
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-1844 

  Ramin Bral                                        
PO Box 18037 
Beverly Hills, CA 90209-4037 

 Orange County 4 Play 
C/O Frank Hayes 
236 E. North Shore Drive 

 Big Bear City, CA 92314 

Samantha Bowman  Abel & Rosa E Herrera Gaspar Santoyo 
 PO Box 218 10001 Vine St 10013 Vine St # Ab 

Big Bear Lake, CA 92315-0218 Bloomington, CA 92316-2040 Bloomington, CA 92316-2040 



Brian E & Tracy K Wandel Herberto M & Rosa Yanez Vicente B & Raquel Carrillo 
10035 Vine St 10041 Vine St 10049 Vine St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2040 Bloomington, CA 92316-2040 Bloomington, CA 92316-2040 

Martin & Victoriano Casillas 
10156 Church St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2203 

Juan & Evangelina Solis 
10407 Orchard St. 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

Eliseo & Socorro Guillen 
10425 Orchard St. 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

r A & S C Corbera 
10445 Orchard St. 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

Jose R Fregoso 
10466 Orchard St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2319 

Andrew O Stauffacher 
10485 Orchard St. 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

Timothy S & Amelia N Fagsao 
10506 Steerhead Dr 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2772 

Albino & Erica Jimenez 
10515 Steerhead Dr 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2771 

Mauro & Lilia E Pena 
10545 Spruce Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2843 

Antonio G & Leticia J Casillas 
10166 Church St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2203 

Miguel Sandez 
10419 Orchard St. 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

Eloisa Samarin 
10433 Orchard St. 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

Michael C & Carole J Koss 
10450 Cedar Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2404 

Michael & Carole Koss 
10470 Cedar Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2404 

Ignacio & Guadalupe Solis 
10502 Tumbleweed Dr 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2762 

Hipolito Mariscal 
10511 Tumbleweed Dr 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2761 

Maria C Hernandez 
10517 Dream St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2756 

Gomez George M & Alice A Trust 
10620 Cedar Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2703 

Dorothy R Shepherd 
10404 Orchard St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2319 

Eustolia B Banuelos 
10420 Orchard St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2319 

Gloria Matcham 
10436 Orchard St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2319 

Alicia I Ayala 
10465 Orchard St. 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

Guillermo O Torres 
10472 Orchard St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2319 

Bret Thomas 
10504 Horseshoe Dr 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2766 

Luis Rodriguez 
10513 Horseshoe Dr 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2765 

Maria E Calderon 
10520 Larch Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2700 

Robert R & Rosaline M Diaz 
11241 Maple Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-3128 



  

                      

Carmencita S Kalaw James M Harrison Gerardo A & Lidia Martinez 
1185 Fillmore Ave 1193 Fillmore Ave 1207 Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-4144 Bloomington, Ca 92316-4144 Bloomington, Ca 92316-4144 

Patricia A Goodman 
1215 Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-4144 

Dennis A & Devia E Buzard 
1239 S Arrowhead Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-4118 

Patricia Rios 
1257 Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-4143 

Enrique A & Theresa Castro 
1324 S Cactus Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2126 

Max Khov 
1362 S Yucca Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2133 

Meng K Aing 
1388 S Cactus Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2126 

Deann M Bomar 
1521 S Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2163 

Teresa G Amador 
1575 S Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2163 

Mark Hickerson 
1231 Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-4144 

Sal F & Helen Ramos 
1241 Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-4143 

Jose F & Maria Aguayo 
1283 Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-4143 

Manuel J & Josefina Orozco 
1326 S Yucca Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2133 

Israel A Acevedo 
1372 S Cactus Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2126 

Raquel Perez 
1415 S Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2149 

Rodrigo Lopez 
1533 S Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2163 

Lonell Roberts 
17817 Marygold Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1919 

Thomas & Kristien O Loughlin 
1235 S Arrowhead Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-4118 

Sarah Duran 
1245 S Arrowhead Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-4118 

Vicente Valdovinos 
1295 Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-4143 

Christopher K & Kelly J Smith 
1338 S Yucca Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2133 

Philip J. Mullaney 
1373 W. Vodden St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1331 

Lon R & Terry B Hainsworth 
1427 S Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2149 

Indelisa Sanchez 
1561 S Fillmore Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92376 

Everett L Grimes 
18219 Valley Blvd., Spc 6 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1759 

Donald A & Shirley Partain 
18285 El Molino St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1703 

Lorene Murray 
18372 Marygold 
Bloomington, CA 

Virginia A Geil 
18396 San Bernardino Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1728 



 

 

John M Isaacs Abel S & Mercedez Carranza Canal Francisco 
18555 Slover Ave 18560 Slover Ave 18583 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2360 Bloomington, CA 92316-2359 Bloomington, CA 92316-2360 

Abel Rios 
18593 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2360 

Samuel Torres & Juan Torres Mata 
18605 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2358 

Leticia Garcia Detrejo 
18623 Orange St 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2315 

Kimberly Jones 
18855 Marygold Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2019 

Yong C Sole Settlor Walsh 
18879 Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2210 

Hilario G & Juana Lopez 
18918 Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2213 

Victor M Prado 
18966 Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2236 

Isaias & Lucy Pacheco 
19046 Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2215 

Gary L & Kathleen J Reading 
18598 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2359 

Zeferino S Hernandez 
18613 Orange St 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2315 

Maria Ayala 
18633 Orange St 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2315 

Victor M Prado 
18863 Marygold Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2019 

Bloomington Preservation Socie 
18886 Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2229 

Long Family Trust 
18929 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2462 

Antonio & Agustin Reyes 
18992 Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2236 

Jimmy J & Melissa A Guillen 
19057 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2460 

Alma R Chapoy 
18600 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2357 

Juan Inzuna 
18619 Slover Ave. 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2360 

Mario M Perez 
18639 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2358 

Felipe & Leticia Viadas 
18871 Marygold Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2019 

Jesus & Mary Medina 
18899 Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2210 

Juan & Norma Ocampo 
18932 Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2213 

Trinidad & Maria R Alvarez 
19005 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2460 

Refugio T Reynel 
19071 Slover Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2460 

Clelland Trust, Edith J Farr                  Joe R & Sally Encinas Roberto & Jaime Perez 
19212 Yankton Dr. 19221 Slover Ave 19278 Manila St 
Bloomington, CA 92316 Bloomington, CA 92316-2456 Bloomington, CA 92316-2861 



Calnev Pipe Line Co                            Scott, Brenda                     Galilee Investment Corp 
2051 E Slover Ave 2091 S. Date Ave. 2128 S Riverside Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2423 Bloomington, CA 92316 Bloomington, CA 92316-2942 

Kenneth W Taylor 
226 E Slover Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2419 

Rita M & Rick C Krebs 
669 W Grovewood Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2107 

Isabel & Ninfa Lam 
671 Marygold Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2112 

Jorge A & Ana E Carrillo 
684 W Grovewood Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2107 

Robert E Sprinkle 
686 W El Molino St 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2105 

Hernan & Guadalupe R Delgado 
692 W Pomona Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2114 

Yury & Raisa Karavay 
707 W Mallory Dr 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2156 

Ramesh R & Radha R Patel 
720 W El Molino St 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2151 

Thomas E & Janet R Mc Kay 
244 E Slover Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2419 

Justino & Juana Sanchez 
669 W Mallory Dr 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2101 

Tina M Davis 
683 W Grovewood Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2107 

Miguel Hernandez 
684 W Mallory Dr 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2101 

Bennett Living Trust 
689 Tullock St 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2146 

Enrique Barba 
702 Woodcrest St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-4132 

Michael T & Lorena Kaufman 
716 Woodcrest St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-4132 

Ermes G & Bertha A Maqueira 
734 Woodcrest St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-4132 

Gloria Gaspar 
258 E Slover Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2419 

Luis & Maria Ramirez 
670 W Grovewood Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2107 

Michael E & Tamara D Hensley 
683 W Mallory Dr 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2101 

Pearl S Rios 
685 W El Molino St 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2104 

Adeline Crudo 
691 W Pomona Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2113 

Gilbert Ortega 
703 W Pomona St 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2167 

Pullings Family Trust 7/24/05 
719 W Hawthorne St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1509 

Ramirez Louisa S Living Trust 
738 Bloomington Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1504 

Carlos & Triny S Ortega  Elisa Rivas Helena Burt-dupar 
760 Bloomington Ave 764 Bloomington Ave 776 Woodcrest St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1504 Bloomington, CA 92316-1504 Bloomington, CA 92316-4134 



 

  

  

 

                      

         

Jacqueline Sharp Bob C & Betty F Atchley Miguel A & Christina Carrera 
796 Woodcrest St 804 Bloomington Ave 834 Woodcrest St 
Bloomington, CA 92316-4136 Bloomington, CA 92316-1506 Bloomington, CA 92316-4136 

Romo R Reyes 
854 W Valley Blvd 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2217 

Maria Cortez 
9878 Larch Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316 

Lillie L & Alice M Ashton 
9935 Bloomington Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2008 

Oscar S Mejia 
9979 Bloomington Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2008 

Adkins Paul 2003 Living Trust 
Po Box 1094 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1094 

Nazarene Church Of Bloomington 
Po Box 355 
Bloomington, CA 92316-0355 

Ernestine & Brownlee Cromwell 
907 Manzanita St 
Bloomington , Ca 92316-1576 

Kint Sue Trust, Sue Kint 
5522 Lockhaven Dr 
Buena Park, CA 90621-1540 

Jose D Carrillo 
9849 Larch Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2044 

Gardner Family Trust 
9901 Larch Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2054 

John F & Shirley E Kemper 
9941 Bloomington Ave 
Bloomington, Ca 92316-2008 

Jessica Blanco 
9987 Bloomington Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2008 

Paul Adkins 
Po Box 320 
Bloomington, CA 92316-0320 

Bernard A & Margaret M Long, Long 
Family Trust 
Po Box 821 
Bloomington, CA 92316-0821 

Francisco J & Maria Isabel De La 
Cruz 
917 Manzanita St 
Bloomington , Ca 92316-1576 

John Y. Chew & Soledad Lee-Chew 
6888 Lincoln Ave, Ste M 
Buena Park, CA 90620-4107 

Oscar A & Dilia M Bravo 
9850 Bloomington Ave. 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2048 

Pedro & Maria C Garcia 
9931 Bloomington Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2008 

Marcos C & Cecilia R Benavides 
9967 Bloomington Ave 
Bloomington, CA 92316-2008 

Boeche, Harold & Darlene 
PO Box 1075 
Bloomington, CA 92316-1075 

Gary N Young 
Po Box 338 
Bloomington, CA 92316-0338 

William P & Vernell Jarrell 
Po Box 99 
Bloomington, CA 92316-0099 

26C Entertainment, Inc. 
14678 W Park Avenue 
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9310 

BP West Coast Products LLC 
PO Box 5015 
Buena Park, CA 90622-5015 

M & T Bank  Ho Kun Yang                                      Bookasta, Basil                    
1 Fountain Plz 421 S. Via Montana 445 W Elm Ave 
Buffalo, Ny 14203-1420 Burbank, CA 91501-1146 Burbank, CA 91506-3203 



                                                                              

                           

                     

       
                                         

                      

 
                     

 
                                         

                       
                      

  

Michael Polito 
180 E. 7th Street 
Burlington, NJ 08016 

Naeem Akhtar & Aleena Kauser        
21307 Perry St. 
Carson, CA 90745 

Faec Holdings Cedar Valley Llc 
12750 Center Court Dr. S, Ste 150 
Cerritos, Ca 90703-8568 

Yulia Enmoto & Mankit Ng 
16803 Outrigger Cir. 
Cerritos, CA 90703-1653 

Norman & Evelyn Wynbrandt             
20652 Lassen St., SPC 23 
Chatsworth, CA 91331-0623 

Kaytee Products Incorporated 
521 Clay St 
Chilton, Wi 53014-1476 

Gloria Magana 
13610 San Antonio Ave 
Chino, Ca 91710-7321 

Rahul S Singh 
13919 Monteverde Dr 
Chino Hills, CA 91709-1394 

Usa Golden Land Investment Llc 
18071 Arenth Ave 
City of Industry, CA 91748-1223 

Ray Asin Trust 
17158 Village #17 
Camarillo, CA 93012 

Rib-roof Inc 
1817 Moody St Ste 15 
Carson City, Nv 89706-2581 

Yang, Ahn 
13249 Hart Pl 
Cerritos, CA 90703-1334 

Headlands Realty Corporation         
Larry Cochran 
17777 Center Court Drive N 
Cerritos, CA 90703 

Julius G Seregi 
9322 Thompson Ave 
Chatsworth, Ca 91311-6408 

Robert Kasner 
11584 Eastend Ave. 
Chino, CA 91710-1555 

Harris, Rick 
5425 D. St. 
Chino, CA 91710 

Hovivian, Jerry /tr & Marion                
6055 E. Washington Blvd, Suite 605 
City Of Commerce, CA 90040-2424 

E Jans Investment & Dev Inc 
1038 Canton Cir 
Claremont, Ca 91711-1462 

B. Higgins & J. Katinos Joint Living 
Trust 
Brian Higgins 
16112 Vasquez Way 
Canyon Country, CA 91390-1467 

Efma S Grecia            
11389 183rd Street 
Cerritos, CA 90703-5434 

Edwin H Pak, (Edwin Hwong Pak)      
16309 Piuma Avenue 
Cerritos, CA 90703-1529 

Garcia, Arthur & Diane, Arthur 
Garcia 
5713 W Shannon St 
Chandler, AZ 85226-1857 

Robert A Popjoy             
5610 N Natoma Ave 
Chi, IL 60631-3129 

Bremer Family DTD 8/27/84 
Donald & Barol Bremer Trustees 
12183 Dunlap Pl. 
Chino, CA 91710-2331 

South Cactus L P 
Po Box 2376 
Chino, Ca 91708-2376 

County Of Clark Aviation/Majestic 
Runway Partners            
13191 Crossroads Pkwy No. 6th fl. 
City of Industry, CA 91746-3421 

Colton Joint Unified School District 
1212 Valencia Dr 
Colton, Ca 92324-1731 

Bloomington School District Arlie R. & L. Elaine Hubbard Mark & Kim Hubbard 
1212 Valencia Drive 140 Orangewood St. 140 Orangewood St. 
Colton, CA 92324 Colton, CA 92324-2562 Colton, CA 92324-2562 



         

  

                      

                                          

                      

                      
 

                                                               

 

    

                      
                       

                                           
 

Vern Schafer Reina Holding Company Llc Stater Bros Markets              
1405 W Valley Blvd 2000 W Key St 217 E Barton Rd 
Colton, Ca 92324-1910 Colton, Ca 92324-6508 Colton, CA 92324-4400 

Petrolane Properties Inc 
Po Box 150 
Colton, Ca 92324-0150 

Shea Homes Limited Partnership 
1250 Corona Pointe Ct Ste 600 
Corona, Ca 92879-1779 

Son Suk Rhee 
4075 Lester Ave 
Corona, CA 92881-3927 

Joey M & Leah R Johnson 
7255 Woodpigeon Rd 
Corona, Ca 92880-9294 

Kareotes, Tula 
390 Bay St. 
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2041 

Petro-victorville Lighthouse 
2651 Irvine Ave Ste 141 
Costa Mesa , CA 92627-6620 

Michelon Family L V Land L L C          
3540 Haweswood Ct 
Crete, IL 60417-1114 

Hawshing Lu 
Po Box 418 
Cupertino, CA 95015-0418 

Stater Bros Markets 
Po Box 150 
Colton, Ca 92324-0150 

Rana Foods Inc. 
1652 Tamarron Drive 
Corona, CA 85255-0762 

Vazquez, Aida 
4176 Riviera Dr 
Corona, CA 92883-0768 

Hector David & Jose Antonio 
Gutierrez 
7920 Vandewater St 
Corona, Ca 92880-5516 

Kareotes, Tula 
390 W. Bay St 
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2041 

H & H Partnership 
6 S. Pond Rd. 
Cresskill, NJ 07626-1739 

Amando B & Edith V Hernandez     
5316 Brentbrook Rd 
Cross Lanes, WV 25313 

Gohn, Linda J. & James A. Sirago 
4882 Park Ave 
Cypress, CA 90630-2641 

Rios Aurora Living Trust 
440 W Tichenor St 
Compton, Ca 90220-4635 

John J & Mona Rutherford 
18870 State St 
Corona, CA 92881-3784 

Allen Demetria R B Trust 
6365 Madera Ct 
Corona, Ca 92880-4012 

Calif Central Bank 
3080 Bristol St. 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-3093 

Bls Ents Llc 
650 Town Center Dr Ste 1300 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-7020 

Jeffrey A & Debra S Creswell 
Po Box 2827 
Crestline, Ca 92325-2827 

Roberto & Maria Buenrostro 
4949 Elizabeth St 
Cudahy, Ca 90201-5207 

Douglas H. Fouts Irrevocable Trust, 
Care of Diana Wilder 
35593 Hwy 66 
Daggett, CA 92327 

Daggett Community Services Dis, Calnev Pipe Line Co      John P ThompsonLawrence AlfDaggett Yermo Rd 2828 N Haskell AvePO Box 308 Daggett, CA 92327 Dallas, Tx 75204-2909Daggett, CA 92327 



        

                       

                                          

                     

                         

                      

                                                

                          

                     
 

 

 

800 

North San Bernardino Industrial 
Park LP 
c/o Hillwood Investments 
5430 Lyndon B Johnson Fwy, Suite 

Dallas TX 75240-2606
 

Barwest LLC 

2211 Woodward Ave. 

Detroit, MI 48201 


Frank Rodriguez 

1142 Diamond Blvd #426 

Diamond Bar, Ca 91765 


Jose D J Magdaleno 

21700 Copley Dr Ste 175 

Diamond Bar, Ca 91765-4470 


Samuel Y & Annie M Hwang              

2676 Steeplechase Ln 

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-3626 


Robert F & Joanne K Zadina 

Po Box 4608 

Diamond Bar, Ca 91765-0608 


Lenwood Hospitality Center 

40 E. Division St, Apt A 

Dover, DE 19901-7365 


Tanner Family Trust 5-10-82, Frank 

& Sonja M. Tanner        

2501 Markwood St 

Duarte, CA 91010-1340 


Leva Le Fon Trust 

PO Box 406
 
Earp, CA 92242 


Holloway Family Trust                        

Carl L. & Regina L. Holloway 

2064 Portsmouth Drive
 
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-6901 


Salt Enterprises Llc 

24843 Del Prado Apt 433 

Dana Point, Ca 92629-2852 


Ronnie L Bunse Jr. 

867 Woodman Ave. 

Devore Heights, CA 92407 


Wu, Yu 

20700 Missionary Ridge St 

Diamond Bar, CA 91765 


AbisKaron, Makram G & Hanaa          

2330 Indian Creek Rd 

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-3391 


Villa-Adelanto c/o John Choi            

2827 Oak Knoll Dr 

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-3665 


Riverside 4 Wheelers 

C/O Ed Dahl 

1938 Chestnut Creek Rd.
 
Diamond Bar , CA. 91765 


Madrazo, Melvin & Adela Trustees 

9320 Hasty Ave 

Downey, CA 90240-3042 


Susan Huang, Susan Huang 

628 Royal View St. 

Duarte, CA 91010 


Lbt-1 Llc 

1699 Vann Ct 

El Cajon, Ca 92020-2236 


Armando Galvez 

10310 Fern St 

El Monte, Ca 91733-2102 


Par International Enterprises 

33061 Elisa Dr 

Dana Point, CA 92629-1021 


Minhee Kim 

1025 N Del Sol Ln 

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-1110 


Wang Family 2006 Trust c/o Mei 

Fan Wang Trustee 

21202 Chocktaw Dr., 

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-3405 


Thomas & Huseh-li Hsu 

2536 Steeplechase Lane 

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-3621 


Benedict H & Sophia Kim, Benedict 

Kim 

3235 Bent Twig Ln 

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-3810 


Amko Service Co. c/o Praxair Inc., 

Darren Nippard 

3470 David Road 

Dover, OH 44622 


Bls Ents Llc 

PO Box 5083 

Downey, CA 90241-8083 


Yen, Frank P (TR) 

4104 Branchwood Dr. 

Durham, NC 27705-7306 


Karl W & Ruth Young 

751 Hacienda Dr. 

El Cajon, CA 92020-1711 


San Gabriel Valley Water Co 

Po Box 6010 

El Monte, CA 91734-2010 




   

                           

                                                                   

   

                      
 

  

Young Taek & Kisook Yun 1265 Fitzgerald Llc Shamieh, Samir & Mary 
6305 Cougar Rdg 1267 E Maple Ave 662 Lynwood Drive 
El Paso Tx , TX 79912-8126 El Segundo, Ca 90245-3259 Encinitas, CA 92024-2388 

Las Vegas Real Estate LLC             
B. McMillen Jr. 
16542 Ventura Blvd., #300 
Encino, CA 91436 

RJ George & Survivors A M Trust; 
Rene George                  
5416 Zelzah Avenue, #103 
Encino, CA 91316 

Armando & Connie G. Valdez Trust  
1583 Fairmount Pl 
Escondido, CA 92027-1060 

Bogar A Ortiz 
903 N Fig St Apt D 
Escondido, Ca 92026-3255 

Eugene & Marian Gabrych 
2006 Highway 395 
Fallbrook, CA 92028 

Jose R & Otila Carreon 
14596 Arrow Blvd 
Fontana, Ca 92335-3103 

Maria & Salvador Lara 
17435 Jackson Dr 
Fontana, Ca 92336-2288 

John & Dora Boruchin 
8408 Sierra Ave 
Fontana, Ca 92335-3838 

Western America Services Corp. 
Robert Schroeder, President 
17835 Ventura Blvd., #111 
Encino, CA 91316 

Molycorp Inc                 
116 Inverness Drive East 
Englewood, CO 80112 

Mary & Ted Ferrick 
2635 Ginger Way 
Escondido, Ca 92029-1135 

Bogar A Ortiz 
903 N Fig St Apt F 
Escondido, Ca 92026-3255 

SBNFA OHV Volunteers 
C/O USFS, Attn: Greg Hoffman 
P.O. Box 290 
Fawnskin, CA 92333 

Saul & Mercedes Beltran 
14965 Oak Spring Dr 
Fontana, Ca 92336-5533 

Pablo G & Maria E Raya 
6745 Blanchard Ave 
Fontana, Ca 92336-3334 

Talaat Mansour 
9901 Celeste Ct. 
Fontana, CA 92131-7802 

George, Raymond         
5416 Zelsah Ave, #103 
Encino, CA 91316 

Douglas Reich Trust 
Douglas L. Reich          
1461 W. Country Club Ln 
Escondido, CA 92062-1602 

Mary Plies 
c/o David & Joyce Reid 
31970 Rocking Horse Rd. 
Escondido, CA 92026-4707 

Peregrine Properties 
Mike Pexton 
170 Yellow Creek Road 
Evanston, WY 82930 

Baltazar & Rosa M Mejia 
10645 Nuevo Ct 
Fontana, Ca 92337-7573 

Marta E Carranza 
17425 Ivy Ave 
Fontana, Ca 92335-3605 

Dean S & Adriana D Segall 
7795 Laurel Ave 
Fontana, Ca 92336-2831 

Alfred A. Carabajal Family Trust 
13745 Chaparral Ave. 
Fontana , CA 92337-7656 

John & Dora Boruchin Stirling Capital Investment, LLC Ruth H Jones 
9618 Blanchard Ave. 27422 Portola Pdwy, Suite 300 Po Box 9704 
Fontana , CA 92335-5812 Foothill Ranch, CA 92640 Fort Mojave, Az 86427-9704 



                   

Gmac Mortgage Llc 

1100 Virginia Dr 

Fort Washington, Pa 19034-3200 


Kimanh Thi & Anthony Phihung 

Tran 

12101 Loya River Ave 

Fountain Valley, CA 92708-1330 


Frank W. Robert 

16783 Tin Mountain Cir. 

Fourntain Valley, CA 92708 


BNSF Railway Co. 

2500 Lou Menk Dr. 

Ft. Worth, TX 76131  


Bernard Sik Lee 

2108 Via Caliente 

Fullerton, Ca 92833-1853 


XMR Investments (new owner)            

PO Box 2727  

Fullerton, CA 92837-0727 


Seitz, Michael G. Trust, Michael G. 

Seitz 

PO Box 4821  

Garden Grove, CA 92842-4821  


Armen & Anna Aghadjanian  

1733 Hiawatha Dr 

Glendale, Ca 91208-2617 


Regency Investment 

Properties/ Rainbow Development,  

Robert Minassian        

2915 Graceland Way 

Glendale, CA 91206-1332 


State of California Dept. of Water 

Resources 

770 Fairmont Ave. 

Glendale, CA 92825 


BN & SF Railway Co.                          

3017 Lou Menk Dr. Suite 100 

Fort Worth, TX 76131-2800  


Duc V. Pham & Xuan L. Trinh           

18515 Santa Cruz Circle 

Fountain Valley, CA 92708 


Staples The Office Superstore  

500 Staples Dr  

Framingham, Ma 01702-4478  


Gilbert Ayala
 
1200 W. Bastanchury Pl. 

Fullerton, CA 92833-2249 


Frank C & Beatriz Hw-frank 

Gutierrez 

538 W Wilshire Ave 

Fullerton, CA 92832-1728 


Stephen G & Carolyn Smorick 

8882 Blossom Ave 

Garden Grove, CA 92841-3336  


Construction Protective Servic 

436 W Walnut St 

Gardena, Ca 90248-3137 


Richard C. Mickelson 

1911 Riverside Dr 

Glendale, CA 91201-2819 


Desert Investment Trust c/o Zorak 

Teroganeasian, Zorak 

Teroganeasian 

3806 San Augustine Dr. 

Glendale, CA 91206-1203 


In Taek & Jong Woo Park 

2445 E Glenoaks Blvd 

Glendale , CA 91206-3027  


Atchinson Topeka & Santa Fe 

Rr/BNSF 

3017 Lou Menk Dr. Suite 100 

Fort Worth, Tx 76131-2800 


Marshall, John D. & Jerry L.                 

8573 La Baya Ave 

Fountain Valley, CA 92708-3136 


US Bank National Association c/o 

America's Servicing Co. 

7485 New Horizon Way, Bldg. 3 

Frederick, MD 21703 


Anthony & Catherine A. Nolin 

1924 Sunset Ln 

Fullerton, CA 92833-1737 


Yong K Hyung                 

701 E Hermosa Dr 

Fullerton, CA 92835-1240 


Yon O & Kum S Yu         

9182 Alwick Cir 

Garden Grove, CA 92841-1107  


Marguerite Brooks 

1060 S. Hazel Ct. 

Gilbert, AZ 85296-3649 


Davis Family 1993 

2101 Broadview Dr 

Glendale, CA 91208-1313 


Anthia & Jeffrey Aghadjanian 

543 Glenwood Rd 

Glendale, Ca 91202-1519 


Walker, John F & Elaine B 

1049 Coronet St 

Glendora, CA 91741-2209 




                        

                                         

                                          
    

                                         

      

  
             

                         

                             

    

                      

                 CJR             
17671 Bear Valley Rd 
Hesperia, CA 92345-4902 


           

Jamie A Ard, Jamie A. Ard 

404 W. Northridge Ave 

Glendora, CA 91741-2037 


Kay E Staley 

912 N Glendora Ave 

Glendora, Ca 91741-2078 


Tanger Properties L P, Steve -Pres. 

Tanger 

3200 Northline Ave, Ste 360 

Greensboro, NC 27408-7612 


Ma Family 

3249 Punta Del Este Dr 

Hacienda Heights, CA 91745-6631 


Chris & Teresa Bowers 

PO Box 2322 

Helendale, CA 92342-2322 


Pine Meadows L P 

Richard Gruber 

1252 Jessie Rd 

Henderson, NV 89002-9200 


Plon Holdings L L C, Marina Plon 

28 Quail Run Rd 

Henderson, NV 89014-2147 


Daisy Mae Land Holdings L L C        
P.O. Box 90192 

Henderson, NV 89009-0192 


Paul & Vivian Mumford 

11411 Hemlock Ave 

Hesperia, CA 92345-1947 


Hexad Partnership, John Redmond   

510 Citrus Edge Street 

Glendora, CA 91740-5005 


The Camp and Julia Second Family 

LTD 

17968 Mayerling St. 

Granada Hills, CA 91344-2125 


J Ronald & Becky L Cooley 

Po Box 775
 
Greenville, Ca 95947-0775 


Tsung Chang & Li Chen Tsai 

24921 Mohr Dr 

Hayward , CA 94545-2315 


Hemet Jeep Club 
C/O Mike Ledbetter 
P.O. Box 841 

Hemet, CA 92546 


Voyager Boulevard Invest L L C       

John Erickson
 
1349 Galleria Dr Ste 200 

Henderson, NV 89014-8624 


Johnson Investment L L C 

3 Avenida Fiori 

Henderson, NV 89011-2401 


Josephine M Gonzales 

2048 2nd St 

Hermann, Mo 65041-4731 


M Ali Mazi, Shima Mazi 

11949 Hesperia Rd 

Hesperia, CA 92345-1855 


Ken Wei-hsien & Lucy Jeu-chien 

Chou 

645 Foxbrook Dr 

Glendora, CA 91740-6349 


Hegowee 4 Wheel Drive Club 

C/O Mark Larson 

39673 Calle Llano 

Green Valley, CA. 91350-1082 


Tafa Investment Partnership          

2017 Tomich Rd 

Hacienda Heights, CA 91745-6812 


Heritage Operating 

PO Box 6789  

Helena, MT 59604-6789 


Chemplavil Nv L L C Series A          

10 Pine Hollow Dr 

Henderson, NV 89052-6702 


South Tech-Russell LLC
 
1999 Whitney Mesa #120 

Henderson, NV 89014 


Wippel Linus & Patricia 

550 N. Stephanie St Ste A 

Henderson, NV 89014-6401 


Frank A & Christine J Thorn              

10195 Shangri La Ave 

Hesperia, CA 92345-4622 


Mary Rene Larriba 
c/o Thelma Dulin 

15212 Live Oak St. 

Hesperia, CA 92345-3016 


Rodrigo & Lorena Valdovinos, Rodrigo & Lorena Valdovinos
8909 4th Ave
Hesperia, CA 92345-3646 


Ronald D. Weber        
16770 Yucca Street 
Hesperia, CA 92345 



   

 

                                             

                                                                      

                        

                                                                                                        
 

   

                     

                          
 

Victor Valley Four Wheelers 
C/O Ted Kalil 
P.O. Box 401733 
Hesperia, CA 92340 

Denise M. Leonhardt 
29590 Santa Ana Canyon Rd. 
Highland, CA 92346-5903 

Reynolds Ohai 
43108 Hinkley Rd 
Hinkley, CA 92347-9544 

Kent, Gregg & Margaret 
PO Box 2704 
Huntington Beach, CA 92647 

Baher, Shirley 
228 Waterside Dr., 
Indian Harbour Beach, FL 32938 

Sharon K Hoting 
11 Fortuna Way 
Irvine, CA 92620-1848 

Desert Oasis Communities LLC        
2932 Morse Ave. 
Irvine, CA 92614-6234 

Victor J. Kardos 
3943 Irvine Blvd. #19 
Irvine, CA 92602-2400 

Cothran Malibu Investments Inc       
PO Box 17962 
Irvine, CA 92623-7962 

Seized Property 
PO Box 400996 
Hesperia, CA 92340-0996 

Out Four Fun 4 Wheel Drive Club 
C/O Dave Henry 
3195 Valeria 
Highland, CA 92346 

Deborah A Tolleth 
14 Apple Grove Dr 
Holmdel, NJ 07733-1267 

Sta Ana, Teresita M, Teresita M. Sta 
Ana 
8 Woodvale Heights 
Hurricane, WV 25526 

Stella Group Investments 
45483 Espinazo St 
Indian Wells, CA 92210-6163 

Pom C Lee 
1114 Timberwood 
Irvine, CA 92620-0275 

Suncal Martinville LLC 
2932 Morse Ave. 
Irvine, CA 92614-6234 

Richard W Martin, Richard W. 
Martin 
5321 Strasbourg Ave 
Irvine, CA 92604-3143 

Sung B & Jin Suh 
16 Mallard 
Irvine , CA 92604-3630 

Hinojosa, Mark R. & Patricia E. 
26818 13th St 
Highland, CA 92346-3000 

Ki Nam Wai 
2566 Skyfarm Dr. 
Hillborough, CA 94010-6345 

Wong, James & Umemoto, Ruth         
3737 Manoa Rd. 
Honolulu, HI 96822-1125 

Joiner, Dennis L. & Phyllis L.      
215 Watergate Way 
Hutto, TX 78634 

Thorne Family Trust, Ernestine & 
George Thorne 
9401 S. 10th Ave 
Inglewood, CA 90305-2903 

Corbiz Llc 
17531 Von Karman Ave 
Irvine, CA 92614-6207 

Chinh M Nguyen, Chinh Nguyen         
34 Montclair 
Irvine, CA 92602-1006 

Rubicon Owners of CA 
C/O Jimmy Ponds 
7 Shadwell 
Irvine, CA 92620 

Gurvinder Aujla 
1600 East Foothill Blvd. 
Irwindale, CA 91702 

Simon Peter Albert Ii                       Novastar Mortgage Inc                       Mission Plaza Business Park 
P.O. Box 19088 8140 Ward Pkwy Ste 200 911 Main St Ste 1500 
Jean, NV 89019-9088 Kansas City, MO 64114-2039 Kansas City, Mo 64105-5344 



 

                      

     

                         

 

                        

                                           
 

 

                                             

                                                                 

       

Young S & Hi S Chung    Ethier, Ronald A Susan C    JWDCO, Inc., Cathy Lite 
4913 Revlon Dr. 1120 Farrington Dr 601 S Harbor Blvd 
La Canada, CA 91011-3631 La Habra, CA 90631-2510 La Habra, CA 90631-6187 

Pinault Martin E Living Trust, Martin 
E. Pinault                                          
731 Ridgeway Ln Apt 2 
La Habra, CA 90631-3637 

Ma Chuong Loy /lt 8-28-02                
1850 Essex Ave 
La Verne, CA 91750-2631 

Verburg, Brian T 
4 Crestmont Court 
Ladera Ranch, CA 92694-0554 

Professional Equities Intl 
23201 Mill Creek Dr., 3rd Fl 
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-7905 

Phelan Baldy Swc Llc 
30011 Ivy Glenn Dr Ste 113 
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-5016 

Schneider Trust, Fannie 
P.O. Box 262 
Lake Bluff, IL 60044-0262 

Jeffrey B & Margarita Sp-jeffrey 
Cullen 
23312 Desert Wood St 
Lake Forest, CA 92630-5326 

Enterprise Commercial Dev Inc, 
Karmran Moayedi                               
26170 Enterprise Way Ste 2 
Lake Forest, CA 92630-C052 

Patricia & Richard W Clark, 
Trustees; Clark Trust 
6811 Neptune Pl 
La Jolla, CA 92037-5927 

Dorothy A & Thomas A De Vranos 
5730 Glen Oaks Dr 
La Verne, CA 91750-1713 

Secure Rv Storage Inc 
301 Forest Ave 
Laguna Beach, Ca 92651-2115 

Inland Real Estate Group Llc 
1 Lime Orch 
Laguna Niguel, Ca 92677-5308 

Fredrick Loo, Lisa and Fredrick Loo   
30072 White Cap 
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-8843 

D W Las Vegas LLC 
21068 Bake Pkwy # 200 
Lake Forest, CA 92630 

So. Cal. Big Dawgs 
C/O Keith Panza 
25016 Crystal Circle 
Lake Forest, CA  92630 

Victorville Llc 
3890 Tamarack Ln 
Lake Oswego, OR 97035-1845 

Jaimrat & Sangwaan Sokasaim 
8061 Ainsworth Ln 
La Palma, Ca 90623-1901 

Iqbal Ahmed 
4507 Wheeler Ave 
La Verne , CA 91750 

Sterling, Ora Anderson 
31731 Mar Vista Ave. 
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-8309 

Christopher & Davis H Debra K 
Hopper 
28 Asilomar Rd 
Laguna Niguel, Ca 92677-1022 

Berman Family Trust, Daniel & Ann 
Berman 
P.O. Box 2490 
Lake Arrowhead, CA 92352-2490 

Plies, Daniel L. & Anita I. 
22706 Aspan St, Ste 701 
Lake Forest, CA 92630-1641 

Kim Family Trust, Jim Kim              
25152 Paseo Abeto 
Lake Forest, CA 92630-2245 

BIS, Inc 
6377 Cortona Street 
Lake Worth, FL 33467-6171 

Dirt Devils Of So. Cal. K K A Z L L CCorrinne Riggs Trust                  
4429 Clubhouse Dr. 
Lakewood, CA 90712-3757 

C/O Kurt Misner  Fathie Kazem, MD                             
4432 Vengold Ave 10 Cascade Creek Ln   
Lakewood, CA 90712 Las Vegas, NV 89113-1246 



Decatur Pebble Properties LLC 
Marquis & Aurbach 

10001 Park Run Drive 

Las Vegas, NV  89145 


Cactus D M 085 L L C 

10655 Park Run Dr #275 

Las Vegas, NV 89144-4589  


I-15 & Cactus L L C 

11557 White Cliffs Ave  

Las Vegas, NV 89138-3018  


Melvin and Marilyn Larson 

13000 Las Vegas Blvd South  

Las Vegas, NV 89044-9500  


Boyer Brian Michael Agmt & Blake 

Morgan 

John W. Boyer, Trustee 

1605 Golden Oak Dr 

Las Vegas, NV 89117-1452  


United Estates Trust 

200 Rosemary Ln 

Las Vegas, NV 89107-3236  


Ad America Inc, John Bielinski 

2310 Highland Dr 

Las Vegas, NV 89102-4830  


Electric Blvd L L C, Rian Ross, 

Manager 

2500 W. Sahara Ave, Ste 100  

Las Vegas, NV 89102-4367  


Kamer Gregory J 

3000 Loma Vista Ave. 

Las Vegas, NV 89120-3017  


Desert Oak Development Inc            

3022 W. Post Rd 

Las Vegas, NV 89118-3836  


Charles J Horky 

10115 S. Valley View Blvd 

Las Vegas, NV 89141-8816  


Marco & Janet C. Cossio 

11135 Civita St 

Las Vegas, NV 89141-0414  


Nevada DOT 

123 E. Washington Avenue 

Las Vegas, NV 89101  


Vickie K. Paulbick 

1415 Western Ave. 

Las Vegas, NV 89102  


Comanche L L C 

Daniel Holden 

1635 Village Center Drive 

Las Vegas, NV 89134  


Ross, Ellen J.              

214 E. Shelbourne Ave 

Las Vegas, NV 89123-2137  


Vista Holdings L L C, Ned Martin 

2411 W. Sahara Ave 

Las Vegas, NV 89102-4343  


Davis Frederick L 

2800 Topanga St. 

Las Vegas, NV 89169-1624  


Vegas Diamond Properties Llc 

3008 Campbell Circle  

Las Vegas, NV 89107-3214  


BV MUD, LLC, Joseph Atten:   

Kennedy 

3030 S. Durango 

Las Vegas, NV 89117  


Francisco Falcon 

10236 Clark Woodridge Court  

Las Vegas, NV 89129  


Southern Highlands Casino Resort 

11411 Southern Highlands Pkwy 

Ste 300 

Las Vegas, NV 89141-3267  


G V V, Jack Accardi 

13 Misty Springs Ct 

Las Vegas, NV 89139-8346  


Richard T Crawford 

1580 S. Jones Blvd 

Las Vegas, NV 89146-1237  


Frank J. Devitte              

1900 N. Torrey Pines Dr. #109 

Las Vegas, NV 89108-2655  


M Land L L C 

222 Via Marnell Way 

Las Vegas, NV 89119-3522  


Barone Leasing Company L L C 

2500 W. Sahara Ave Ste 111  

Las Vegas, NV 89102-4374  


Cactus Rush 35 LLC, Paul King 

2800 West Sahara Avenue, #1H  

Las Vegas, NV 89102  


Spears Frank T Iii 

3015 S. Jones Blvd  

Las Vegas, NV 89146-6701  


M P Barrow L L C            

3030 S. Durango Dr 

Las Vegas, NV 89117-9186  




    

                                                                

                        

                                                                  

     

                             

                                           

                                                                  

     

  

Vandermeer L L C, Annie Naumann   640 Across I L L C                               Jgolshan L L C                                 
3042 S. Durango Dr. 3230 S. Buffalo Dr Ste 106 3230 S. Buffalo Dr Ste 106 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 Las Vegas, NV 89117-2506 Las Vegas, NV 89117-2506 

Graflund, Jack D. 
3248 Cutty Sark St 
Las Vegas, NV 89117-3301 

Casino Ten L L C           
3275 S. Jones Blvd Ste 105 
Las Vegas, NV 89146-6768 

Ross Thomas & Stacy, Thomas J. & 
Stacy Ross 
3373 W. Cactus Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89141-8810 

Jean Development Co. dba Gold 
Strike Hotel, Subsidiary of MGM 
Mirage MGM Corp Ofc, Gary 
Jacobs 
3600 Las Vegas Blvd. South 
Las Vegas NV 89109 

Yost Family, Barry Yost 
3760 W. Richmar Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8340 

Bailey Michael & Cornelia 
3771 W. Moberly Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-6601 

Doyle Winona, Winona Doyle              
3780 W. Richmar Dr 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8340 

Dodd Joseph L & Kristen M 
3782 Riley Ann Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8187 

Nurkin Isaac & Helen 
3255 W. Cactus Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89141-8840 

Fernandez Family, Larry Fernandez   
3312 Plaza Del Paz 
Las Vegas, NV 89102-4032 

32 Acres L L C              
3399 S Durango Dr Ste 105 
Las Vegas, NV 89117 

Tzortzis 2005, Vassilis Tzortzis  
3625 W. Cougar Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-7803 

Vannatta Michael D & Brenda P 
3765 W. Robindale Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5932 

Simon Peter A 101 Iii Iii & Joy Marie 
101 
3773 Howard Hughes Pkwy Fl 3rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89169-0949 

Wilhoite Family                                 
3780 W. Torino Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-7825 

Reyes Richard T & Pamela K, 
Richard & Pamela K. Reyes              
3783 Cheryl Lynne Ct 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8184 

Gibson Family Trust, William C. 
Gibson 
3270 W. Pebble Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-7814 

Silvestri John F, John F. Silvestri      
3353 W. Cactus Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89141-8810 

Moreno Javier                
3480 W. Cactus Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89141-8824 

Valley View Windmill L L C, Charlie 
Kanne 
3660 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89103-1812 

Ralston C B Odell 
3766 W. Arby Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5206 

Ludwick Donald 
3780 W. Mesa Verde Ln 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-6616 

Marquez Ramon & Diana                  
3781 Riley Ann Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8187 

Lalani Suleiman S & Tashmeen K       
3784 Cheryl Lynne Ct 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8184 

Lianzo Anthony & Margaret                 Brandwynne Heather T                        Adams Barry L & Cynthia D    
3785 W. Ford Ave 3785 W. Robindale Rd 3788 Hillary Elan Ct 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-7872 Las Vegas, NV 89139-5932 Las Vegas, NV 89139-8186 



                            

                          
 

                                                                

        

                                                                   

 

                                               

                                                              

    

Schneider Charley R Jr & M L Lindsay James & Margaret R              Ronco Media Inc, R.H. Rieger     
3790 W. Moberly Ave 3792 Frank Derek Ave 38 Princeville Ln 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-6602 Las Vegas, NV 89139-8357 Las Vegas, NV 89113-1345 

Harrison Kemp & Jones 401 Plan, 
Will Kemp 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy 17th Fl 
Las Vegas, NV 89169-0925 

Derby Donald F, Donald F. Derby       
3820 W. Gary Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8346 

Sedqwick, Brian 
3971 W. Moberly Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-6601 

County Of Clark Public Works         
500 S. Grand Central Pkwy 
Las Vegas, NV 89155-0001 

Micev Jordan K & R N, Jordan K. 
Micev 
5496 South Mojave Road 
Las Vegas, NV 89120 

Theatre DE QRS 14-14 Inc.              
6050 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 

Kleg Associates L L C 
6325 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-3813 

Costello Patricia L, Patricia Costello 
6910 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5262 

Azzolino John, John Azzolino       
3805 W. Warm Springs Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5162 

Phyllis M Frias Management, Phyllis 
M. Frias, Trustee 
3930 W. Frias Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89141-8801 

Alexander Dawson Inc. 
4045 South Spencer St. 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 

Bartsas Mary 10 L L C 
528 E. Oakey Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89104-1403 

Jennifer Cottell & David Williams, 
Jennifer Cottell            
5780 Magini Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89141-3917 

Nevada Power Company                     
6226 W. Sahara Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89146-3060 

Nassiri, Fred                  
6590 Bermuda 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 

Labranch Johnnie R, Johnnie R. 
LaBranch 
6911 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5266 

Towey Michael F & Susan Lynette      
3815 W. Torino Ave 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-7708 

Land Harbour L L C, Grant Troub 
3960 Howard Hughes Pkwy Ste 150 
Las Vegas, NV 89169-5919 

BLM 
4701 North Torrey Pines 
Las Vegas, NV 89130 

Harvard Property Partnership            
5320 Walton Heath Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89142-2591 

Ford, Family Trust, Thomas A. & 
Judy Ann 
5865 S. Valley View 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 

York Nevada Management L L C        
6280 S. Valley View Blvd Ste 106 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-3814 

M Resort L L C, Matt Woodhead      
6700 Via Austi Pkwy, #200 
Las Vegas, NV 89119-3545 

Buehning Barbara 
6929 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5266 

Gaugert, Lawrence R   Grigory, Colleen R                               Cooper, Ann Bernadette 
6949 S. Valley View Blvd 6955 S. Valley View Blvd 6958 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5266 Las Vegas, NV 89118-5266 Las Vegas, NV 89118-5262 



                                                                  

                           

                                                 

                       

         

                          

                                           

                          

                           

                        

EJ and Roberta Bentley, E.J. and 
Roberta Bentley 
6970 S Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 

Kawamura Tamami Living Trust      
6985 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5266 

Witek Emil & Jacqueline L               
7072 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5263 

Behring, John                
7121 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5268 

Haycock Petroleum Company         
715 Bonanza Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89106 

Abraham Edward M & Shannon J     
7335 Rani Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5952 

Kurland Jerry & Vicki 
7359 Rani Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5952 

John W James Sr Rev Agmt, John 
W. James Sr. 
7385 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5956 

Pitaro Thomas F & Marion R 
7435 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5957 

Conner, Sean 
7515 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5958 

Ferranti, Robert J Sr 
6975 Rogers St 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5024 

Kraft Kyoko, Ali Moradshahi               
7060 Kyoko Ct 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5033 

Farfan, Armando Jr 
7081 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5267 

Danyel D. Guay, Danyel D. Guay      
7122 Haldir Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89178 

Shiflett Donald A Jr & Melissa K 
7311 Rani Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5952 

Throm Cynthia A & Dennis F           
7347 Rani Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5952 

G M Kim L L C                
7371 Prairie Falcon Rd Ste 110 
Las Vegas, NV 89128-0834 

Zaloom Jeanette D 
7415 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5957 

Martin Charles E & Raylene              
7455 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5957 

Zenteno Rafael A & Mary Ann 
7535 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5958 

Taylor Leon H & Janice 
6980 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5262 

P J R M, Linda King 
7060 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5263 

Howes, Richard 
7111 S. Valley View Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5268 

Takhtalian Robert & Yvonne M            
7141 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89118-5268 

Iwan Tim, Tim Iwan 
7323 Rani Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5952 

Brown Roger William 
7355 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5956 

Surabian Gilbert D 
7371 Rani Rd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5952 

T & T Investments LLC 
7424 Silver Palm Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89117-1442 

Kim Hyun Sook 
7475 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5957 

Savedra Arthur & Suzanna                
7555 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5958 



   

                                            

                                                                   

                               

  
          

   

      

                                                                                    

                         

Trout Robert L                      Lackie Phyllis J                          Wentz Keith R, Keith Wentz               
7575 S. Valley View Blvd 7615 S. Valley View Blvd 7620 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5958 Las Vegas, NV 89139-5846 Las Vegas, NV 89139-5845 

2 5 Acres Dean Martin L L C 
7625 Dean Martin Dr Ste 101 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5975 

Kang Doo Jin 
7655 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5846 

Mackovski Phillip R & Alexander, 
Phillip Mackovski 
7755 Maggie Belle Ct 
Las Vegas, NV 89123-0333 

Blue Valley Development Co L L C     
8375 W. Flamingo Rd Ste 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89147-4149 

Shearing Family 
8550 W. Desert Inn Rd Ste 102-171 
Las Vegas, NV 89117-4406 

Mcintosh James H                             
8840 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-7769 

Schacht Family, Phillip Wm & Judith 
I. Schacht 
9078 Danesbury Ct 
Las Vegas, NV 89123-3701 

Lynn, Ron & Denise 
9343 Jeremy Blaine Court 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8358 

Riggle E Wayne 
7635 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5846 

Vandewitte Richard P & Donna 
7675 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5846 

Monfared Sara Kazemeyni, Sara K. 
Monfared 
7894 Prize Drive 
Las Vegas, CA 89145 

Barry J Bennallack  
8450 Alta Dr Unit 107 
Las Vegas, NV 89145-5436 

Kennedy Family Trust ETAL, 
Joseph A. & Melinda M. Kennedy, 
TRS 
8550 W. Desert Inn, Road #102-171 
Las Vegas, NV 89117-4401 

Monteiro Joseph P & Betty C 
8909 Robinson Ridge Dr 
Las Vegas, NV 89117-5813 

Toledo Martin J 
9150 Valerie Elaine St 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8188 

Chavez Roberto C & Hope L            
9391 Jeremy Blaine Ct 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8358 

Broxterman David C Sr & Peggy J      
7640 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5845 

Reed, Barbara 
7680 S. Valley View Blvd 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-5845 

Highlands Resort L L C, Scott 
Gaughan 
8010 W. Sahara Ave Ste 260 
Las Vegas, NV 89117-7925 

Demillano Family, Joe Demillano 
851 Cavaison Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89123-5843 

Dustin Kim & Soon Hong                  
8655 Frasure Falls Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89178-7211 

Valley View Properties LLC            
8978 W. Spanish Ridge Ave #101 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 

Threet Michael & Lisa A 
9319 Jeremy Blaine Ct 
Las Vegas, NV 89139-8358 

County Of Clark Aviation                    
P.O. Box 11005 
Las Vegas, NV 89111-1005 

County Of Clark Pk & Comm Serv      Tran Nhu Thi                        South Strip Partnership Ii                     
P.O. Box 11005 P.O. Box 27738 P.O. Box 371357 
Las Vegas, NV 89111-1005 Las Vegas, NV 89126-1738 Las Vegas, NV 89137-1357 



                                                                 
                     

                                                             

    
 

 

                  
 

      

        

                                                              

                     

   

El Dorado-Valley View LLC, C.D. 
Johnson 
P.O. Box 93477 
Las Vegas, NV 89193-3477 

Nationstar Mortgage Llc 
350 Highland Dr 
Lewisville, Tx 75067-4177 

Song Richard Trust, Richard Song 
4625 E Broadway 
Long Beach, CA 90803-1703 

Khalili Mark & Zoya Jt-jt 
10390 Wilshire Blvd Apt 510 
Los Angeles, CA 90024-6407 

Hamilton Douglas G Sharing Plan     
12021 Wilshire Blvd #299 
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1206 

Jonathan-KG, LLC., et al 
12121 Wilshire Blvd. #112 
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1176 

Levand Steel and Supply 
Corporation 
12962 Washington Blvd 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 

CSI Developments Lcc 
1560 E Florence Ave 
Los Angeles, Ca 90001-2536 

David & Susan Cho                            
3053 W Olympic Blvd Ste 303 
Los Angeles, CA 90006-2558 

C T R Holdings L L C 
P.O. Box 96711 
Las Vegas, NV 89193-6711 

Loma Linda University, Bud 

Sanders 

I-042 Trust Administration Bc-203 

Loma Linda, CA 92350 


Southern California Edison Co 

Po Box 410
 
Long Beach, CA 90801-0410 


A Y B Investments L L C                    

10724 Wilshire Blvd Apt 1203 

Los Angeles, CA 90024-4473 


Riverlo Partners Llc 

12121 Wilshire Blvd # 14f 

Los Angeles, Ca 90025-1123 


Alexis Hee Sun Kim 

1245 S Van Ness Ave 

Los Angeles, CA 90019-3521 


Sebastian & Liv Lourdes Quintana, 

Jr. 

1341 Mohawk St. 

Los Angeles, CA 90026-2442 


Nguyen Dung To -est Of 

1631 Beverly Blvd Fl 2nd 

Los Angeles, Ca 90026-5710 


Chen, Hsiao-Shen & Chiu Ling-Hui 

3110 Kelton Ave. 

Los Angeles, CA 90034-3024 


Primm South Real Estate Company,
 
Gary Primm 

PO Box 94825 

Las Vegas, NV 89193-4825 


John D. McKeown, Quinn P. 

O'Donnell 

287 Park Ave 

Long Beach, CA 90803-1754 


Frank V Hardy 

3262 Bostonian Dr 

Los Alamitos, CA 90720-4302 


Dept. of Water and Power 

111 North Hope Street, Room 1121
 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 


Las Vegas Boulevard Pptys L Lc     

12121 Wilshire Blvd Ste 1112 

Los Angeles, CA 90025-1176 


Eagle Theather LLC 

1256 W 7th St 

Los Angeles, CA 90017-2346 


Mark Rhynes 

1522 West Manchester Ave. 

Los Angeles, CA 90047 


S2MT LLC, Mike D, Maryam L. 

Golpa 

2570 Westridge Rd. 

Los Angeles, CA 90049-1233 


Calmat Land Co 

3200 N San Fernanco Rd. 

Los Angeles, CA 90065-1415 


Arizona Sand & Rock Co. Suh Suk Hee                      395 Properties 26 Llc                        
3200 N San Fernando Rd. 3550 Wilshire Blvd, Ste 1930 446 Towne Ave 
Los Angeles, CA 90065-1415 Los Angeles, CA 90010-2408 Los Angeles, CA 90013-2125 



                   

Man Pyo Hong                 

4838 Elmwood Ave., Apt 9  

Los Angeles, CA 90004-4072 


Karaiakoubian, Vrej P. 

527 N. Larchmont Blvd 

Los Angeles, CA 90004-1305 


Roldan, Alma R. 

6218 Monterey Road, Apt. 1 

Los Angeles, CA 90042-4389 


MBS Holdings Inc 

70 Fremont Pl 

Los Angeles, CA 90005-3858 


Southern California Public Power 
Authority, c/o Dept of Water & 
Power 
P.O. Box 51111  

Los Angeles, CA 90051-5700 


Intermountain Power Agency (c/o  

Dept. of Water and 

PO Box 51111  

Los Angeles, CA 90051-5700 


Brownell III, Frank I. 

29204 Heathercliff Rd. 

Malibu, CA 90265-4178 


Dorothy Burt Revocable Trust 

Dorothy Burt & Julie B. Schuelke      

1401 E. Central Ave 

Mayo, MD 21106  


Bill W & Robert W Bennett, Robert 
W. Bennett 

PO Box 165  

Melrose, MT 59743-0165  


T & M Wholesale Plumbing Supply 

Inc 

4918 W. Washington Blvd 

Los Angeles, CA 90016 


Mayer, Eugene J.           

5408 Onacrest Dr. 

Los Angeles, CA 90043-2732 


David Eum  

626 S Plymouth Blvd 

Los Angeles, CA 90005-3770 


De Pietro Corp 

825 Colorado Blvd Ste 114  

Los Angeles, Ca 90041-1741 


Madan Mohan Aggarwal                     

PO Box 38292  

Los Angeles, CA 90038-0292 


Metropolitan Water Dist. Of SoCalif.     

PO Box 54153  

Los Angeles, CA 90054-0153 


Victorville-Luna Properties LLC c/o 

Daryl Forshpan, Morton Forshpan 

3966 Las Flores Canyon Rd. 

Malibu, CA 90265 


Marion P & Vladimer Tudor 

93400 Hammond Rd 

Mecca, Ca 92254-6704 


Evelyn R. Walsh Living Trust, Mary  

Moody, TR 

31750 Country Haven Ln  

Menifee, CA 92584-9799 


Sang M & Sang J Pak, Sang M Pak  

507 N Mariposa Ave  

Los Angeles, CA 90004-2805 


Community Commerce Bank 

5444 E Olympic Blvd 

Los Angeles, Ca 90022-5113 


Desert Power Company, c/o Edwin 
D. Hausmann
 
626 Wilshire Blvd, Ste 900 

Los Angeles, CA 90017-2922 


Vegas Group L L C 

888 S. Figueroa St. Ste 1900 

Los Angeles, CA 90017-5468 


City of Los Angeles (c/o Dept. of 

Water and Power) 

PO Box 51111  

Los Angeles, CA 90051-5700 


Jeong M & Chong P Choi                  

PO Box 74100  

Los Angeles, CA 90004-0100 


Clara Lee Petrusky, John R. (Bob) 

Petrusky 

777 Manhattan Beach Blvd 

Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-4867 


Sharon W Cripe 

5482 Pioneer Rd 

Medford, OR 97501-9684 


Ruffen B Kirkland c/o CArol Bartels  

1255 Amethyst Ave Spc 20  

Mentone, CA 92359-9695 


Joanne L. & Newton, Glen A. Kerr Rex W Trust Desert Mojave ViewEppersonPO Box 796 1806 E. Main St
1358 S. NassauMeridian, ID 83680-0796 Mesa, AZ 85203-9022
Mesa, AZ 85206-3202 




N M Majestic Holdings L L C               Cargill Inc. Castano Orlando J Trust  
720 E. Wisconsin Ave- N15ne PO Box 9300 Po Box 1100 
Milwaukee, WI 53202 Minneapolis, MN 55440-9300 Mira Loma, Ca 91752-8100 

Mejia 2/26/03 Larry & Adele Eckrote 
 Jeff Wileman c/o Sergio & Mary Mejia Trustees 11072 Gemini Ct 
 7100 Martin Dr 14678 Chatsworth Dr. Mira Loma , Ca 91752-1716 
 Mohave Valley, Az 86440-9127 Mission Hills, CA 91345-1740 

4X4 Freelanders Robert & Ramona Cirrito 
 Richard P Matlow C/O Tom Morey 336 W Chestnut Ave. 
 326 N Bradoaks Ave P.O. Box 348 Monrovia, CA 91016-3318 
 Monrovia , CA 91016-1827 Monrovia, CA 91017 

Ching Lun and Bessie Lee Family Betty B Alexander 
 Gonzalez, Jesus and Loretta               Trust                                          5440 San Bernardino St 
 125 Given Place 908 Suffolk Ave Montclair , CA 91763-2954 
 Montebello, CA 90640-5611 Montebello, CA 90640 

Bessie Lee and Bernice Tong as Southern Pacific Co (UPRR)
 Tony & Mei Mei Lee Wang                  TIC                                          1200 Corporate Center Dr 
 1754 Bluestone Ln 401 W. Hammel St. Monterey Park, Ca 91754-7678 
 Monterey Park, CA 91755-5822 Monterey Park, CA 91754 

Elpidio L. Paglinawan & Felisa D. 
 Kimo Investment Corp Dr. Majdi Oubeid                        Del Rosario, Elpidio L. Paglinawan   
  641 Kingsford St 10054 Thornbird Court 409 W. Hammel St. 
 Monterey Park, Ca 91754-2612 Moreno Valley, CA 92557 Monterey Park, CA 91754-7131 


Bush, Duncan & Kathryn 
    Leonicio V & Maria Y Martinez Antonio & Jose T Melendrez 
11551 Knoll Vista St. 
 16816 Tack Ln 23260 Breezy Way 
Moreno Valley, CA 92555-5315 
 Moreno Valley, Ca 92555-3379 Moreno Valley, Ca 92557-6174 

D K B Living Trust, Douglas & Kim McCall Revocable Living Trust c/o Charles Parker 
                       C Beechum,  Trustees                      Willifred & Linda McCall 27459 Darlene Dr 
 HCR-33 BOX 3045 24205 Corte Cordoba Moreno Valley, CA 92555 
 Mountain Springs, NV 89161 Murrieta, CA 92562-3560 

Robert E Padias Trust, Robert H. Gamon, Benonie E. & Perla J           
   Haynes Family Trust Zeller, Successor Trustee                    29070 Wrangler Dr 
 39996 Via Tiama 929 Randolph Street Murrieta, CA 92563-2700 
 Murrieta, CA 92562 Napa, CA 94559 

Shalom Brothers Inc                            Jewish National Fund Inc                    Todd E Klinski 
284 5th Ave 42 E. 69th St Po Box 3009 
New York, NY 10001-4506 New York, NY 10021-5016 Newberg, Or 97132-5009 



Crownover, Donald J.                          Clayton, David L.                                Baxter, John D. & Loretta A.     
45280 Yermo Rd. 4533 Yermo Rd. 45545 Yermo Rd 
Newberry Springs, CA 92365-9358 Newberry Springs, CA 92365-9208 Newberry Springs, CA 92365-9398 

Urban, Bruce & Loretta   Sarabia, Gloria R. & Olivia E.              Futvoye, Joseph                                  
46674 Yermo Rd. P.O. Box 405 PO Box 245  
Newberry Springs, CA 92365-9047 Newberry Springs, CA 92365-0405 Newbury Park, CA 91319 

James M & Timothy I Peck John & Doreen Papaconstantinou   Bucy, Ronald                      
Po Box 1 22941 Lyons Ave 25014 Sargasso Ct 
Newcastle, Wy 82701-0001 Newhall, CA 91321-2717 Newhall, CA 91381 

Charles F W Bowman, Charles F Koll Valley View I II & III LLC     Roy B & Louise J Woolsey                  Bowman                                          100 Bayview Circle Ste 4500 113 Via Venezia PO Box 533  Newport Beach, CA 92660-8912 Newport Beach, CA 92663-5516 Newport, RI 02840-0500 

Edward T Gibbs Trust c/o D.V. Phelan Investments/Palm Kendall 
Gibbs, Trustee, c/o Patrica Wright Tpac Llc, Thomas Rossi                      LP 
Ellis                          3419 Via Lido, Ste 641 23 Corporate Plaza Dr., Suite 120 
2108 Vista Laredo Newport Beach, CA 92663-3908 Newport Beach, CA 92660-7936 
Newport Beach, CA 92660-4041 

Kareotes, Tula, Nick Kareotes             Ycm Dev Llc Harold & Ronald Krajian - Trustees     
351 N. Newport Blvd., #558 4 Corporate Plaza Dr Ste 210 PO Box 8867 
Newport Beach, CA 92663 Newport Beach, Ca 92660-7906 Newport Beach, CA 92658-8867 

Jones 2001 Family Ingerslev, Lars                       P2sa Equity L L C, Greg Paulk            c/o Hiram & Karen Jones 3312 Deputy Evans Dr. 412 E. Gowan Rd 2366 Golden Gate Cir. Norco, CA 92415.1 North Las Vegas, NV 89032-8040 Norco, CA 92860-2218 

Rose Paul Trust                      Don W. & Yoshiko Agy   Miller James Franklin & Minnie M        Reno Guerra 12302 160th St. 830 Tamalpais Ave #15 10 Dry Creek Ln Norwalk, CA 90650-6716 Novato, CA 94947-3012 Novato, CA 94945-3459 

Rasmussen Family Trust 3-8-2006 
Adolfo R & Helen L Viloria    Stanley J & Ival Rogers   Joseph D & Becky L Rasmussen, 
1658 Nw 2nd Ave 10373 Columbine Rd. Trustees 
Oak Harbor, WA 98277-8933 Oak Hills, CA 92344 10413 Baldy Mesa Rd 

Oak Hills, CA 92344-0379 

Charles W & Jeannine A Borom          Jerimon & Kathy Romero Kevin & Tiffany Hackett 
11122 Yucca Terrace Dr 8431 Baldy Mesa Rd 8453 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0275 Oak Hills, CA 92344-0869 Oak Hills, CA 92344-0869 



 

 

                     

  

                       

 
                                          

      

                      

William C & Viola M Nielsen James & Elizabeth Stewart Marisol Sandoval & Hugo Palacios 
9122 Braceo St 9239 Baldy Mesa Rd 9343 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0545 Oak Hills, CA 92344-0855 Oak Hills, CA 92344-0806 

Property Owners 
9445 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0033 

Paul A & Carol A Jansen 
9728 Alta Mesa Rd 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0273 

Denise E Cooley 
9736 Highland Rd 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0597 

Lyndell W & Kathleen M Woodruff 
9757 Joshua St 
Oak Hills, CA 92344 

M M & Karen S Bitker 
2018 Valley Rd 
Oceanside, Ca 92056-3111 

Union Pacific Railroad Co 
1416 Dodge St. 
Omaha, NE 68179 

Francisco & Elsa Amaro 
1823 S San Antonio Ave 
Ontario, CA 91762-6349 

Previti Realty Fund /lp 
3536 Concours, Ste 300 
Ontario, CA 91764-5593 

Lepe, Jaime & Ana M. 
5589 W. Phillips St. 
Ontario, CA 91762-4638 

David J & Tanya C Huston 
9725 Mesquite St 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0865 

Seven Palms Development 
Mr & Mrs Kendall Doss Et Al 
9734 Lilac Rd 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0298 

Young H & Pi-mei Wu 
9740 Joshua St 
Oak Hills, CA 92344 

Michael E Butler 
Swords Annette M 
9824 Avenal St 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-9735 

Citimortgage Inc., C/o Five Star 
Service Corp. 
1000 Technology Dr., MS-314 
O'Fallon, MO 63368 

Michael G Tatum 
1121 W Francis St Apt C 
Ontario, Ca 91762-6199 

James Kong 
1950 Grove Ave Bldg B 
Ontario, Ca 91764 

Sison Family Trust, Edith A. Sison 
3595 Inland Empire Blvd., Ste 3 
Ontario, CA 91764-7977 

Charles B & Coral L Stratton 
632 W La Deney Dr. 
Ontario, CA 91762-1646 

Felipe Arellano 
9725 Muscatel St 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0501 

Patricia Connolly 
9735 Highland Rd 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0598 

Albert J Guzman 
9755 Elm St 
Oak Hills, CA 92344-0815 

Entrust Adm Inc 
555 12th St Ste 1250 
Oakland, CA 94607-4095 

Union Pacific Railroad Co 
1400 Douglas St 
Omaha, NE 68179-1001 

Forecast PPI, LLC 
1500 S Haven Ave., Ste 100 
Ontario, CA 91761-2970 

Oak Hills Investment Co LLC, 
Jensen 
226 W E St 
Ontario, CA 91762-3420 

Seasons Land Corporation                
3595 Inland Empire Blvd., Ste. 3 
Ontario, CA 91764-5921 

Sunbelt Acquisitions, Inc.                   
P.O. Box 4120 
Ontario, CA 91761-1067 



Edward & Denise Graciano    Norwalk Investment Rialto Business Center 
PO Box 3421 1020 N Batavia St Ste B 1020 N Batavia St Ste B 
Ontario, CA 91761-0943 Orange, Ca 92867-5529 Orange, Ca 92867-5529 

2005 Lee Family Trust c/o Dol & Stephen B & Debra M Wong Desert Platinum LLC, Tonya Collier Mun Lee, Trustees                       1020 N Batavia St Ste B 6222 E. Inverness Place 5315 E. Muir Dr. Orange, Ca 92867-5529 Orange, CA 92869 Orange, CA 92869 

Scouts West Friends of Tunnel II Mark S Parish Horvath C/O Joe Valdez C/O Tracy Lenocker Po Box 7223 754 N. Morgan St, #A P.O. Box 3064 Orange, Ca 92863-7223 Orange, CA 92867 Orange, CA 92857 

Armstrong, Eleanor I. -Est of 
Armstrong, Lorin T., Eleanor I. , est Kevin Waddell Francis & Marie G Gramata   
of et al Armstrong         436 Camino Sobrante 14421 Peso Court 
18420 S. Green Drive Orinda, Ca 94563 Oro Grande, CA 92368 
Oregon City, OR 97045-9617 

Ronald E Walters                       Val Mucci, Val Mucci                      Ruben & Karen L Gonzalez                
21420 Omor Dr 22067 Amerigo Rd. 22175 Amerigo Rd 
Oro Grande, CA 92368-9746 Oro Grande, CA 92368 Oro Grande, CA 92368-9501 

A J Gyurcsik, Andrew J. and Richard V & Norma J Mucci          Strickland, Randy M.                           Darlene Gyurcsik                               Po Box 305  PO Box 431  PO Box 125  Oro Grande, CA 92368-0305 Oro Grande, CA 92368-0431 Oro Grande, CA 92368-0125 

Thomas M & Chieko Cirrincione          Won & Sung-Lan Lee                        Robert & Michael George                    
PO Box 445  14111 Grandview St 1841 Devonshire Drive 
Oro Grande, CA 92368-0445 Overland Park, KS 66221-2121 Oxnard, CA 93030-8761 

Vujovich Brothers, Thomas P. Shmuel & Rimona Azoulai                   Blue Sage Enterprises Corp                Vujovich                      PO Box 4563 PO Box 5499 3150 Hailes Rd Pahrump, NV 89041-4563 Pahrump, NV 89041-5499 Oxnard, CA 93033-5812 

Desert Side Tracks Dilip & Mala D Sheth  Orville K Doyle                      C/O Dave Smith 1905 Via Coronel PO Box 2886 P.O. Box 4415 Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274Palm Desert, CA 92261-2886 Palm Desert, Ca. 92261 2016 

Vincent & Diana Jue                      Yi-hung T Chen Jue Investment Partnership797 Via Somonte608 Epping Rd 8140 Rosecrans AvePalos Verdes Estates, CA 90274Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274 Paramount, CA 90723-2754 1629 



     

     

                                                               

                           

                                            

                                            

                                                                 

     

                     

WBW Inc., Maureen Drury 
8140 Rosecrans Ave 
Paramount, CA 90723-2754 

Femino James J & Sue Living Trust 
3560 Locksley Drive 
Pasadena, CA 91117-7155 

Yancey Family 
c/o Jerry Yancey 
1920 Reynoldsburg Rd 
Paris, TN 38424-6790 

Calico Lakes Homeowners Assn Inc   
490 S. Fair Oaks Ave 
Pasadena, CA 91105-2634 

Gus & Judith Christopoulos            
1115 Linda Glen Drive 
Pasadena, CA 91105-1125 

Peter & Jung Im Park 
683 S Los Robles Ave 
Pasadena, CA 91106-3738 

Gale Anne Hurd Trust; Standford 
Shaw Trust 
70 N. Raymond Ave, Ste.201 
Pasadena, CA 91103-4527 

James & Zoe Walker Trust- Estate 
of, Heather Carter, Successor 
Trustee 
7745 Creston Rd. 
Paso Robles, CA 93446-9487 

Snowline Joint Unified School           
10376 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Phelan, CA 92371-6233 

Reynaldo & Betty R Canez                
8174 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Phelan, CA 92371-6290 

Tim & Melissa Potter, Joseph 
Lozano 
8465 Cedar Ct 
Phelan, CA 92371-6203 

James M & Margaret A Houchens 
Po Box 290248 
Phelan, CA 92329-0248 

Kimbao Incorporated 
PO Box 292389 
Phelan, CA 92329-2389 

Waas D. E. 8-9-00 Family JA, Curtis 
R. Waas 
732 N. Lake Ave, #202 
Pasadena, CA 91104 

Howard & Kum O Jin 
3506 Riverwalk Ct 
Perris, Ca 92571-6504 

Bok Hwa Choi, Bok Hwa (Hank) 
Choi 
13322 Johnson Rd 
Phelan, CA 92371-9725 

Smith, Linda 
8424 Cadar Ct 
Phelan, CA 92371 

David M Laney                                  
9676 Mesquite St 
Phelan, CA 92371-4500 

First Church Of God 
Po Box 290861 
Phelan, CA 92329-0861 

David & Frances Baker 
Po Box 293921 
Phelan, CA 92329-3921 

Cloud, William W                                
4350 Vineyard Dr 
Paso Robles, CA 93446 

First Land Holdings Llc 
425 W Rider St Ste B11 
Perris, Ca 92571-3257 

Robert M Compton 
8142 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Phelan, CA 92371-6290 

Glen R & Iris V Hurst, Glen R. & Iris 
V. Hurst 
8433 Cedar Ct 
Phelan, CA 92371-6203 

Chang Zai Xing, Chang Z & Yuan W 
Jing Xing                         
9878 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Phelan, CA 92371-6295 

Wanke, Howard J. & Helen R. 
PO Box 292208 
Phelan, CA 92329-2208 

Kim 1/07/06 Limited Trust 
Young & Chung Kim Trustees 
4028 US Highway 138 
Phelan , CA 92371-8845 

California Phelan No 1 L P     Weaver, Raymond A. Jr                      Hamid & Mojgan Taeb, Trustees         
PO Box 720801 1063 Crellin Rd 5686 Highcrest Ct. 
Pinon Hills, CA 92372-0801 Pleasanton, CA 94566-6910 Pleasanton, CA 94588-9661 



Juan O Fabian 

1298 San Bernardino Ave 

Pomona, Ca 91767-3460  


Drifters Jeep Club 
C/O Bob Bissell 
P.O. Box 197  

Pomona, CA 91769 


St Johns Corporation 

Po Box 17095  

Portland, OR 97217-0095 


Boykol Enterprises 

10373 Trademark St Ste I  

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-
5862 


Hector D & Maria I Gutierrez 

6244 Etiwanda Ave 

Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91739-
9344 


Alicia Candelaria 

8720 Grand Oaks Ct 

Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730-
3165 


Gas Capital Management Llc  

Po Box 548 

Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91729-
0548 


Thomas H & Ruth Y Nakagawa 

6910 Clovercliff Dr. 

Rancho Palos Verde, CA 90275-
3002 


William T & Roberta E Brown 

1207 E Highland Ave 

Redlands, Ca 92374-5417 


Townsquare M Properties LLC 

William Musharbhsh 

1515 Fairplex Dr 

Pomona, CA 91768-1230 


Grace E Been                 

160 E Fiesta Grn  

Port Hueneme, CA 93041-1924  


Wendell A & Carmen D Tyler 

4083 W Avenue L # 294  

Quartz Hill, CA 93536-4202 


John C Larson 

11328 Kenyon Way, Ste  B  

Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91701-
9291 


La Mesa Pena, LP, Ira Norris 

8300 Utica Ave., Ste 200  

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-
3852 


James E. Post 

9225 Charles Smith Ave.  

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-
5507 


Charles J & Anna M Robinson,  

Charles J. and Anna M. Robinson 

84 La Cerra Dr 

Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-3811 


Huang Sam Family Trust, Sally & 

Tammy Huang                 

27317 Warrior Dr 

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-
3743 


Citicom Development LP 

Berlin Steward 

1257 W Colton Avenue 

Redlands, CA 92374 


Turtle Llc 

538 W Monterey Ave 

Pomona, Ca 91768-3715  


Diamond Beall Development Llc -  

Pat Schalber 

8801 N Vancouver Ave 

Portland, OR 97217-7554 


Daniel W P & Irene Y C Yeh 

10262 Jacaranda Ct  

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91737-
1717 


John Brian Jensen 

14110 Vai Brother Dr. 

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739-
2177 


Mighty Development Inc  

8316 Red Oak St Ste 206 

Rancho Cucamonga, Ca 91730-
3892 


Edilberto & Marilou Delos Reyes 

PO Box 3391   

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91729 


Rialto Industrial Park Ltd  

900 Island Dr Apt 208  

Rancho Mirage, Ca 92270-3169 


Goradia, Ranjan & Yogesh 

32063 Pacifica Dr. 

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-
5763 


William C & Benita Buster Trust 

Bill Buster 

1399 W. Colton Ave, Ste 5  

Redlands, CA 92374-4536 


San Bernardino County Museum AGrouw Van Phil & Kathy RiceLawanda A Brown15 Roma St 443 W Palm Ave2024 Orange Tree LnRedlands, Ca 92373-5074 Redlands, Ca 92373-5825
Redlands, CA 92374-2850 




                           

   

Abad, John J. & Lisa R. 
842 E. High Ave 
Redlands, CA 92374-3670 

Fuller, Jerald Wtr & Mildred I /tr 
P.O. Box 20879 
Reno, NV 89515-0879 

Larry H Ta 
1008 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4016 

Martin C & Maria E Perez 
1031 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7851 

Gomez Elena Living Trust 
1046 S Brampton Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7852 

Maxine Jackson 
1122 W. Galaxy St. 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Tanya S Creech 
1173 S Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7468 

Devin Clark 
1173 S Cactus Ave Apt 36 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7471 

Martha M Vasquez 
1173 S Cactus Ave Apt 41 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7471 

Jurgensen Family 10-18-00                
Gary T. & Carolina S. Jurgensen 
17346 NE 96th Way 
Redmond, WA 98052-6958 

Robert L & Sheryl A Aanerud 
1006 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8730 

Kenneth J Moore 
1019 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7851 

Gaines Jesse Jr Trust 
1032 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8730 

Omar Ruiz 
1102 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3965 

Samuel S & Gloria B Ruiz 
1128 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3965 

La Shanda M Nettles 
1173 S Cactus Ave Apt 1 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7469 

John Johnson 
1173 S Cactus Ave Apt 39 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7471 

David G & Diana Kleckner 
1181 Camphor Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3953 

George Karadanis Partnership        
600 W. 4th Street 
Reno, NV 89503 

Jose J & Maria E Arias 
1007 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7851 

Martha Pitones 
1023 N. Mulberry Ave. 
Rialto, CA 92376 

Hutson & Mary F R Moton 
1040 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8730 

Paul & Alicia R Valdez 
1112 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3965 

C Francisco & Maria D Castro 
1140 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3965 

Mary A. Millard 
1173 S Cactus Ave Apt 2 
Rialto, CA 92376-7469 

Randall Burkett 
1173 S Cactus Ave Apt 40 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7471 

Juan F Martinez 
1181 N Wisteria Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3912 

Isaiah & Andrea L Flye Joaquin M & Marie B Montoya Anthony J & Vicky J Barry 
1182 N Lancewood Ave  1191 N Glenwood Ave 1192 N Glenwood Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3915 Rialto, Ca 92376-3990 Rialto, Ca 92376-3989 



 

                                        

Silverthorn 6/24/05 /tr Maria G Reyes Jose F Rosales 
1204 S Yucca Ave 1212 S Yucca Ave 1222 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7474 Rialto, Ca 92376-7474 Rialto, Ca 92376-7474 

Carolyn A Barnes-edwards 
1230 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7474 

Mario C & Alicia Barraza 
1248 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7476 

Kenneth D Patten 
1260 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3956 

Angel D L M Ramirez 
1274 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3956 

Martin A Fierro 
1286 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7476 

Juan Villegas 
1302 W Holly St 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3844 

Vilma E Escobar 
1342 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3925 

Gabriel Zavala 
1382 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3925 

Jose A Contreras 
1234 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3956 

Luis A & Ana Jaramillo 
1248 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3956 

Emilee R Goldie 
1264 N Acacia Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3603 

Charles T & Mary E Vansant 
1276 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7476 

Jose H Luna 
1288 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3956 

Redevelopment Agency & City Of 
Rialto 
131 S. Riverside Ave. 
Rialto, CA 92376-6413 

Jose Salgureo 
1356 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3925 

Keith & Fabian Bean 
1392 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3925 

Agostina Hill 
1240 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7474 

Joseph Valdivia 
1256 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7476 

Jose Velasco 
1266 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7476 

Gilman & Geraldine George 
1280 N Fitzgerald Ave Ste F 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8617 

Terry C & Debra K Price 
1296 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7476 

Jorge Gonzalez 
1328 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3925 

William C & Isabelle Charette 
1368 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3925 

Lloyd G & Liz Irick 
1406 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3930 

Dereck L & Lowanda H Butterfield Patrick R & Margaret A Spaulding Terry E Arkenburg 
1428 W Mesa Dr 1446 W Mesa Dr 145 N Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3930 Rialto, Ca 92376-3930 Rialto, Ca 92376-5724 



           

 

Manuel P & Theresa Loya City of Rialto Nicolas L & Rosalbina Millanes 
145 S Encina Ave 145 W. Rialto Ave., 1453 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6604 Rialto, CA 92376 Rialto, Ca 92376-3105 

Sophia & Anthony J Salas 
1458 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3930 

Manuel Gonzalez 
1489 W Persimmon St 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8401 

Luis Daniel and Yolanda Cuevas 
150 E. Belmont Ave. 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Napoleon Gallardo 
1504 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3888 

Arnett & Kathy Duncan 
1509 W Summerset Dr 
Rialto, CA 92377-3845 

Spencer & Renee L Smith 
1524 W Sunnyview Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3849 

Preston K Johnson 
1528 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3888 

Edith Navarrete 
1546 W Sunnyview Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3849 

Gary L & Christine D Albertson 
1572 W Sunnyview Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3849 

Jose L Arellano 
1472 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3930 

Darrell D Albis 
1497 W Norwood Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376 

Tracy L D Miles 
1503 W Candlewood Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3816 

Jansky, Anthony & Germanica 
1507 W. Via Bello Dr 
Rialto, CA 92377-3863 

Irene Alvarez 
1516 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-3888 

Randy J & Patricia L Amiel 
1524 W Townsend St 
Rialto, CA 92377-3847 

Robin Turner 
1530 N. Brampton Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376 

Chris Meza 
1554 N. Brampton Ave 
Rialto, CA 

Jose J & Silvia Salazar 
1584 W Sunnyview Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3849 

Avelino & Ybett Perez 
1488 W Bohnert Ave, Apt A 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8419 

Edgar R Perez 
1498 W Norwood St 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4422 

George F & Peggy K Beadell 
1504 W Candlewood Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3819 

Baltazar & Aydee A Pineda 
1508 W Norwood St 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4302 

Anastacio & Honararia Soleta 
1523 W. Townsend 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Jayme, Justyn and Robin Welker 
1527 W. Tudor St. 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Maria S Johnson 
1544 W Via Bello Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3863 

Antonio & Lina Campos 
1560 W Sunnyview Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3849 

Abraham J Hernandrz 
1596 W Sunnyview Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3849 



          

 

Mountain View Cong Jeh Witn, 

Rialto Inc. 

1643 W. Via Bello Dr. 

Rialto, CA 92377-3867 


Rialto Unified School District       

182 E Walnut Ave 

Rialto, CA 92376-3530 


Luis A & Elvia Vizcarra 

18492 Bohnert 

Rialto, Ca 92376 


Locust Llc 

1910 Stonehurst Dr 

Rialto, Ca 92377-8500 


Hannia Rodriguez 

19463 Cheshire St.
 
Rialto, CA 


Loretta H Theisen 

2175 N Linden Ave 

Rialto, Ca 92377-4401 


Baloy C Ramirez 

221 N Fillmore Ave 

Rialto, Ca 92376-5615 


Geoffrey E Ugwu 

2325 N Locust Ave 

Rialto, Ca 92377-4114 


Charles Williams 

240 N Yucca Ave 

Rialto, CA 92376-5741 


John R & Ruth A Cm John Benart 

2438 N Locust Ave 

Rialto, Ca 92377-4117 


Rodolfo Cordoba 
1689 W. Via Bello Dr. 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Dinh & Meisha C Do 
18439 Persimmon St 
Rialto, CA 92377-4169 

Victor Kubitschek & Ali Firoz 
1867 W. Coat Blvd. 
Rialto, CA 92377-3701 

Margarita Gamell 
1928 W Sunnyview Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4892 

Sally Garcia 
2026 Riverside Ave, Bldg C #192 
Rialto, CA 

Cheryl Dietz 
2188 N. Sycamore Ave. 
Rialto, CA 

Elvester Strong 
2232 N Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4456 

Alfonso G Vera 
233 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5615 

Raul & Emma Maldonado 
2431 N Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8409 

Pyramid Precast Co Inc 
2438 N Locust Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4117 

Jameo Peagit 
1775 Tudor St. 
Rialto, CA 

Thomas R & Lillian M Johnston 
18474 Banyon Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4148 

Cruz A Garcia 
189 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5661 

Rogelio & Elena Cervantes 
193 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5661 

Mario Pena 
211 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5615 

Hector and Jacqueline Santana 
2198 N. Sycamore Ave. 
Rialto, CA 

Calvin E & Judith E Vance 
2271 N Locust Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4113 

Carlos Vargas 
2369 N. Driftwood Ave. 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Marilyn J Campbell 
2437 N Sycamore 
Rialto, Ca 92376 

Jose Guerrero 
245 N Riverside Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5923 



 

 

 

Diane M & Frank House Samuel & Olivia Flores Esquivel Guillermo Gomez 
2462 N Lancewood Ave  2476 N Lancewood Ave  2490 N Lancewood Ave  
Rialto, Ca 92377-8434 Rialto, Ca 92377-8434 Rialto, Ca 92377-8434 

Lorn D & Sharon L Harrison 
250 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-5741 

Margaret J Rushing 
2520 N Lancewood Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8436 

Ramon La Porte 
2530 Lancewood Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376 

Bard James 
2551 N. Wisteria Ave. 
Rialto 

Karo & Katherine Scott 
257 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5615 

Ubaldo Villapudua 
269 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5615 

Jose P Alducin 
2759 N Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377 

Antonio & Martha Lopez 
2779 N Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8407 

Mike McEntee and Sheryl Prater 
2503 N. Wisteria Ave. 
Rialto 

Guillermo Montoya and Lissina 
Aguilar 
2520 N. Wisteria Ave. 
Rialto, CA 

Elizabeth Y Valenzuela 
2540 N Lancewood Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8436 

Patricia Thomas 
2557 North Linden Ave 
Rialto, CA 

Tammy Salas 
2583 N. Linden Ave. 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Rozelyn R Romero 
270 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-5741 

Frank H Cushing 
2760 N Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3844 

Gonzalo & Celia Aguilar 
281 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5615 

Brian J Arra 
2510 N Lancewood Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8436 

Margie Justice 
2528 N Apple Ave 
Rialto, CA 92377-4202 

Martin H Salas 
2551 N Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8408 

Vivian Barone 
2566 Plaza Serena Dr. 
Rialto, CA 

Jose Elder & Elsa Menendez 
260 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-5741 

Yoon Hyung & Stacey Park Jung 
2704 N Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8445 

John W Hernandez 
2769 N Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-8407 

Jose & Reyna I Ponce 
293 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5615 

Ramesh Dolwani Martin Rivera Baltazar & Rosa M Mejia 
2941 N Locust Ave 301 N Fillmore Ave 3040 N Locust Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3714 Rialto, Ca 92376-5617 Rialto, Ca 92377-3706 



Isaac Bernal T & B Sales Inc Tina L Cheshewalla 
3045 N . Sycamore Ave. 3047 N Locust Ave Unit B 305 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, CA 92377 Rialto, Ca 92377-3707 Rialto, Ca 92376-5617 

Daniel T & Karen K Krigbaum 
3051 N Sandalwood Ave 
Rialto, CA 92377-3826 

Agustin Bahena 
309 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5617 

Luz Alegria 
315 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5617 

Willie E & Collette L Anderson 
3198 N Ashford Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3851 

Bill Poppin 
3250 N Locust Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3710 

Joe & Joe L Vick 
3330 N Locust Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3705 

Brenda Smith 
3365 Live Oak Ave. 
Rialto, CA 

Bessie L Smith 
3417 N Almond Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4889 

Earnestine & Yolanda Tate 
3431 N Almond Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4889 

Douglas A & Nicol M Green 
3061 N Sandalwood Ave 
Rialto, CA 92377-3826 

Mc Charles & Von J Mangum 
3091 N Sandalwood Ave 
Rialto, CA 92377-3827 

Ricardo Alvarez 
319 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5617 

Jose G & Teresa Arevalo 
3239 N Locust Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3750 

Joe A Orellana 
3280 W Riverside Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376 

Gladys Hurtado 
3335 N Locust Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3704 

John M Nagle 
339 N Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5726 

Andrew G & Francisca T La Fuente 
3428 Riverside Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376 

Rachel Madrigal 
3445 N Almond Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4889 

Matileti & Lauhea Holani 
3081 N Sandalwood Ave 
Rialto, CA 92377-3827 

Eugenio A & Ana Lewis 
313 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5617 

Rosa M Greene 
3197 N Ashford Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3851 

Consuelo & Robert Gutierrez 
325 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5617 

Aaa Paving Co 
3330 N Locust Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3705 

Larry W & Annis C Ray 
334 E Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4433 

Kelvin & Karen Moore 
3403 N Almond Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4889 

Suzana A Contreras 
343 N Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5726 

Gonzalo A Solorzano 
3448 N Riverside Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3800 



 

 

 

Robert M & Lydia Garcia Burlingame Industries Inc Spartan Industries Llc 
3459 N Almond Dr 3546 N Riverside Ave 3546 N Riverside Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4898 Rialto, Ca 92377-3802 Rialto, Ca 92377-3802 

Jose Sarabia 
3563 N. Ambernood Ave. 
Rialto, CA 

Teresa Abundiz 
491 N Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4858 

Billy G Hollis 
509 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4707 

Gregory L Guess 
520 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-4854 

Santiago & Perla Escobar 
530 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7304 

Lynn V Laube 
542 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7304 

Isaac Ramirez 
554 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7304 

Cleburn W & Gloria J Sp-cleburn 
Pound 
5599 Sycamore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-3969 

Lenore H & John A Benson 
383 N Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5726 

Reyna Gonzales 
501 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4707 

Leonard H Presnall 
510 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-4854 

Fidel Ochoa 
529 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6814 

Jesus T & Catalina Mercado 
540 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-4854 

Blanche O Smith 
550 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-4854 

Martha L Orzea 
554 W. Norwood St 
Rialto, CA 

Rafael & Elba Jimenez 
560 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-4854 

Magdalena Hernandez 
4055 N. Sugar Pine Ave. 
Rialto, CA 

Jose C & Ofelia S Beltran 
505 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6814 

Norma Alvarado 
517 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6814 

Edgar Rodriguez 
530 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-4854 

Ray Najera 
541 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6814 

Abel A & Charla M Rios 
553 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6814 

Mildred Rodriquez 
557 N. Beechwood Ave. 
Rialto, CA 

Rene Jara 
5600 Sycamore Ave. 
Rialto, CA 92377 

George H B Campbell Tonja Nollola Juan M Cervantes 
563 N Fillmore Ave 565 S Fillmore Ave 566 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4707 Rialto, Ca 92376-6814 Rialto, Ca 92376-7304 



 

                                         

 

Maria Felx Timothy E Lair James R Sonnenburg 
568 N Lancewood 570 E Base Line Rd 570 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376 Rialto, Ca 92376-3602 Rialto, CA 92376-4854 

Brenda Ramos 
5708 Linden 
Rialto, Ca 92376 

Antonios D & D R Panagiotopoulos 
5839 Sycamore 
Rialto, Ca 92376 

Rose Eramya 
6108 N Linden 
Rialto, Ca 92376 

Jose Aguilera 
6141 Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4442 

Hunley 2005 8/05 
6211 Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4454 

Rialto Unified School District, Ana 
Vlibarri 
625 W. Rialto 
Rialto, CA 92376 

Gabriel Burciaga 
640 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4856 

Dan A & Rita L Bluff 
650 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4856 

Eliseo & Marina Rodriguez 
577 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4707 

Terry and Kathy Blalock 
5883 N. Riverside Ave. 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Clark C & Sandra K Hess 
6109 Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4442 

Ronald D & Sandra K Melzer 
617 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4809 

Ricardo & Elvia De Rueda 
6223 Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4454 

Michael & Ya Vone Tate 
629 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4809 

Sue A Cook 
643 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4809 

Modesto Plata 
650 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6967 

Ruben Chavez 
580 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, CA 92376-4854 

Henry D & Barbara J Simms 
605 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4809 

Talat A Dib 
612 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6967 

Jorge & Beatriz Granados 
6201 Linden Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92377-4454 

Evelyn M Morales 
624 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4856 

Irma Viadas 
638 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6967 

Ofrey & Adriana D C Montanez 
647 W Madrona St 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4015 

Jean A & John A Adams 
652 S Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6937 

Pascual Rios Victor V Gomez Liliana Castillo 
655 W 3td St 655 W Ramona Dr 657 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376 Rialto, Ca 92376-4838 Rialto, Ca 92376-4809 



 

Joel & Marie M Cota Daniel E. & Lynn A. Hirtz Margarita & Abel Mercado 
662 S Yucca Ave 662 W. Rialto Ave. 669 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6967 Rialto, CA 92376 Rialto, Ca 92376-4809 

Dominic & Susanna Salcido 
670 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4856 

Edsel W & Mary E Lund 
680 W McKinley St 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5738 

Maria E Vazquez 
684 W Valencia St 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4031 

Grace Community Church Of Rialto 
690 W Etiwanda Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4008 

Franklin L & Shelia A Vinson 
695 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4809 

Jose Pineda 
701 W Carter St 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6811 

Antonio & Marisol B Garcia 
705 W Manzanita St 
Rialto, Ca 92316 

Isabel M De Oca 
710 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 

Mike & Maribel Munoz 
674 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6967 

Alan B & Carolyn L Conner 
683 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4809 

Rita A Corral-duran 
686 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6967 

Rosalinda L & Corina A Preece 
693 W Carter St 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7301 

Felipe & Alicia Felix 
696 Holladay Pl 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5730 

Jorge I Segura 
702 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6965 

G Vonn Lim Se 
707 W Sequoia St 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7854 

Johnny R & Marlene C Crabb 
711 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4811 

Richard G & Gilbert G Valadez 
680 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4856 

Curtis & Argelia Martin 
684 W Rosewood St 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4864 

Alfonso & Guadalupe Medina 
690 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4856 

Michael L & Carmen Reed 
695 Holladay Pl 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5731 

Miguel & Maria Cortes 
698 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6967 

Nicholas A & Joyce A Davis 
703 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6818 

Rashard Staley 
708 W Fontlee Ln 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7823 

Zoraya S Wheeler 
714 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6965 

Muaweya & Cecilia Abdelhadi Guillermo & Esmeralda Sobampo Manuel C & Victoria Gonzales 
717 S Fillmore Ave 720 N Yucca Ave 723 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6818 Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 Rialto, Ca 92376-4811 



Esperanza C Pagan Gabriel & Julie Portillo Frances Hahn 
723 W 2nd St 729 W Hawthorne Ave 730 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5601 Rialto, Ca 92316 Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 

Viruch & Komkai Boonkoom 
731 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6818 

David Zarate 
740 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 

Veronica L Gonzales 
750 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 

Stephanie R Shepherd 
758 S Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6936 

Honora Williams 
762 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6973 

Mary T Macias 
770 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 

Betty Andrews 
780 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 

Arturo W Ayala 
798 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6973 

Gonzalo E Ortiz 
734 Lorraine Pl 
Rialto, Ca 92376-5623 

Dalley Duong 
740 W Woodcrest St 
Rialto, Ca 92316 

Martin Arteaga 
750 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6973 

James C Lucas 
759 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6818 

Benita A & Ildefonso P Aure 
762 W Woodcrest St 
Rialto, Ca 92316 

Pedro Romero 
774 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6973 

Gerardo Trujillo 
786 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6973 

Carlos & Raquel Renteria 
811 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6849 

Yanci L Rosales 
738 S Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6973 

Daniel & Trina Arguelles 
745 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6818 

Pastora N Weissen 
751 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4811 

Antonio Gonzalez 
760 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 

Juan C Valdivias 
763 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4811 

Magdaline & Arthur Chambers 
775 N Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4811 

Salvador D & Nancy Ortiz 
790 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4857 

David & Janie Macias 
821 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6849 

Virginia B & Jose De Jesus Esparza Rin Kim Pung Rick Phillips 
831 S Fillmore Ave 841 S Fillmore Ave 851 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-6849 Rialto, Ca 92376-6849 Rialto, Ca 92376-6849 



 

  

   

Francisco J Flores John N Fabiano Duane R George 
853 N Acacia Ave 861 S Fillmore Ave 871 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4459 Rialto, Ca 92376-6849 Rialto, Ca 92376-6849 

Sofia Guerrero 
908 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8728 

Yvonne J Pierre 
922 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8728 

Gregory J Ehlenfeldt 
937 N Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4034 

So Cal Dist Council Assemblie 
957 N Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4034 

Mario Villavicencio 
974 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8728 

Arturo & Mercedes Ramirez 
986 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8728 

Gollihar 03-26-99 
Po Box 1337 
Rialto, Ca 92377-1337 

Robert E & Gary R Lynch 
Po Box 489 
Rialto, Ca 92377-0489 

Michael Coronado 
911 S Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7827 

Barry E & Lynn M Underwood 
931 S Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7827 

Fontaine La 
941 S Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7827 

Victor Rosales 
960 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8728 

Mario J & Michelle Balderas 
978 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4014 

Faron J & Joann G Roberts 
992 N Yucca Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-4014 

Stephanie R Shepherd 
Po Box 251 
Rialto, Ca 92377-0251 

Inland Lighthouse Church 
Po Box 520 
Rialto, Ca 92377-0520 

Cynthia Gurrola 
921 S Cactus Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7827 

Jorge G & Mercedes Briseno 
934 W Mesa Dr 
Rialto, Ca 92376-8728 

Luis H & Rose B Orozco 
953 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7817 

Paula A Hodges 
967 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7830 

Bernard L Guess 
981 S Fillmore Ave 
Rialto, Ca 92376-7830 

Ron O Nuckles 
Po Box 1309 
Rialto, Ca 92377-1309 

Lisa Kelly 
PO Box 274 
Rialto, CA 92377 

Eloy B & Donna M Montoya 
Po Box 606 
Rialto, Ca 92377-0606 

New Testament Baptist Church James D & Patricia E Doyle Unified Aircraft Services Inc 
Po Box 644  Po Box 691  Po Box 728  
Rialto, Ca 92377-0644 Rialto, Ca 92377-0691 Rialto, Ca 92377-0728 



                                            
 

                     

                                          

                          
 

 

                                             

        

                                                 

  

Wisam G & Roy G Fargo 

Po Box 915
 
Rialto, CA 92377-0915 


Overnite Transportation Compan 

1000 Semmes Ave 

Richmond, Va 23224-2246 


West San Bernardino Co Water D
 
PO Box 920
 
Rialto, CA 92377-0920 


Fahim, Ashraf and Mikhail, Mervat
 
1268 Flemington Rd. 

Riverside, CA 92506-5645 


West San Bernardino Co Water 

District 

PO Box 920
 
Rialto, CA 92377-0920 


Steve I. Kim 

16522 Ridgefield Dr. 

Riverside, CA 92503 


Potwardowski (Bernard & Laurene) 

Living Trust, Laurene Potwardowski    

16581 Porter Ave 

Riverside, CA 92504-6063 


Marie A. Thomas 

19519-B Lurin Avenue 

Riverside, CA 92508 


Parkcrest Inc 

6117 Brockton Ave Ste 203 

Riverside, Ca 92506-2207 


Robillard L J & C E Trust 

6809 Indiana Ave Ste 101 

Riverside, CA 92506-4221 


R & R Jimenez Revocable Family 

Trust, Rachel & Robert Jimenez      

7951 Arlington Ave. 

Riverside, CA 92503 


Letica Corp Nv, Mara Letica Saad     
P.O Box 5005 

Rochester, MI 48308-5005 


Ozzie Mohrekesh & Mehdi Taheri, 

Hassan Mohrekesh 

2441 Coraview Ln. 

Rowland Heights, CA 91748-3293 


Neil M. Orme 

18779 Wildflower Way 

Riverside, CA 92504-9588 


Ngan T & Trung V Vu, Trung V. & 

Ngan T. Vu 

2515 McAllister St 

Riverside, CA 92503-6139 


Grotenhuis M Living Trust 

6191 Kirk St 

Riverside, Ca 92506-4636 


N Soltan - Nadi & Muna Soltan 

Trustees
 
6933 Royal Hunt Ridge Dr 

Riverside, CA 92506-5549 


Boral Resources Inc & Bryman Land 

Co 

Jim Arnold 

8837 Digger Pine Dr 

Riverside, CA 92508-3066 


Jean P. Trust Getty 

1717 Walnut Grove 

Rosemead, CA 91770 


Iseman, Cristopher M & Linda A 

3033 Blandford Dr 

Rowland Heights, CA 91748-4852 


Megh Nathan                  

19241 Marmalade Ct 

Riverside, CA 92508-6229 


Rolando & Cheryl I Gaza                  

4170 Nick St
 
Riverside, CA 92501-1724 


Trade Resource Group Llc 

6391 Magnolia Ave 

Riverside, Ca 92506-2424 


Malcolm Smith Motorsports 

C/O Malcolm Smith 

7563 Indiana Ave 

Riverside, CA 92504 


Hill-N-Gully Four Wheelers 

C/O Ray & Pattie Montalvo 

9219 Duncan Ave 

Riverside, CA 92503 


OK Enterprises, Kelly Lu                  
P.O. Box 6816 

Rosemead, CA 91770-6816 


Chohanin Belle Earl 
11925 Las Vegas Blvd 
S. Las Vegas, NV 89183-5432 


Linden & Baseline Land Holdings, Tesoro South Coast Co. LLC (newMark MorrisonLLC, c/o Carl D. Panattoni owner), John Sherburne524 Anselmo Ave., Suite 224
8775 Folsom Blvd., STE 200 300 Concord Plaza Dr.
San Anselmo, CA 92960-2665
Sacramento, CA 95826 San Antonio, TX 78216-6903 




                         

  

                      

Rus Miller Guthrel, Jim V                       Toni L. Martinez & Joan Kirtley 
2708 W Shendan 4756-N Mayfield Ave 1109 Knoll St. 
San Bernadino, CA San Bernadino, CA 92407-3632 San Bernardino, CA 92407-1339 

San Bernardino Associated Gove 
1170 W 3rd St Fl 2nd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92410-1715 

Albert Okura 
1398 N. E St. 
San Bernardino, CA 92408 

Mathews Family 5/6/99 
17010 Mathews Ranch Rd. 
San Bernardino, CA 92407-1041 

US National Forest 
1854 S Commercenter Circle 
San Bernardino, CA 92408 

Susan W. Cargill 
18632 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1606 

O'howell Family Trust 3-9-04 
18686 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1609 

Pamela M Galindo 
18720 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1608 

Lawrence & Bonnie J Hunter 
18764 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1605 

San Bernardino Co Trans Author 
1170 W 3rd St Fl 2nd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92410-1715 

Damron Family 1/11/02 
1415 Dillson Rd. 
San Bernardino, CA 92404-1543 

CA Crawford Properties LLC 
1770 N Arrowhead Ave 
San Bernardino, CA 92405-4112 

Carrie L Sears 
18572 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1617 

Donald Gillespie 
18654 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1611 

Tracie A.Greenwood 
18690 Cajon Blvd. 
San Bernardino, CA 92407-1612 

Baker Neal T Enterprises Inc 
1875 Business Center Dr 
San Bernardino, Ca 92408-3416 

Elisabeth W Grogan 
18774 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1605 

Tehran Sanaat Inc. 
1212 S Mountain View Ave.  
San Bernardino, CA 92408-3001 

Young, Matthew & Pamela               
1558 Glen Helen Rd 
San Bernardino, CA 92407-1524 

Stephen & Kelly Cook 
17983 Rancho Ave 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1127 

Christiansen Family Trust 11-20-02 
18622 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1606 

Nolan C & Bonnie R Ingram 
18672 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1606 

Timothy V Howard 
18710 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1608 

Anthony Q & Melanie M Perysian 
18754 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1605 

Charles D & Ramona M Fox 
18788 Cajon Blvd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1605 

Dodd Family Trust 5/17/05 William & Joyce Rosier Terry Lloyd 
18824 Cajon Blvd 18826 Cajon Blvd 18850 Cajon Blvd. 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1610 San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1601 San Bernardino, CA 92407-1610 



  

Tom & Laura Gwin 

18900 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92704-1612 


Steven & Laurena Greenblatt  

18938 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1612 


Dennis E & Judy M Bathurst  

1900 Rex Cole Rd 

San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1635 


MT & Michael Ewing Trust 

19180 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1616 


ANCO Distribution Inc. 

19851 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1828 


Ramirez, Ricardo & Juan M 

2234 W Forest Ln 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1518 


Jan Misquez - Campaign Director, 

Center for Community Action and  

Environmental Justice  

255 N "D" Street Suite 308 

San Bernardino, CA 92401 


City of San Bernardino 

300 N D St Rm 421 

San Bernardino, CA 92418 


Dickey Family Trust, James Dickey      

3197 Pepper Tree Lane 

San Bernardino, CA 92404-2324 


Juan & Norma Ocampo  

396 Avery St 

San Bernardino, Ca 92404-1703 


Robert W. & Shelley L Bird 

18910 Cajono Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1612 


Ignacio & Augustine Gamboa 

18950 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1612 


Dennis E & Judy M Bathurst  

1910 Rex Cole Rd 

San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1635 


Grand Central Investments LLC 

19407 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1622 


Blackwell Bros Automotive 

198687 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1828 


Jrj Transport Ptshp  

2240 Ogden St Apt A 

San Bernardino, Ca 92407-6231 


Leonard A. Sigdestad 

2605 S. Waterman Ave. 

San Bernardino, CA 92408-3727 


City of San Bernardino 

300 N. "D" Street, 3rd Floor 

San Bernardino, CA 92418 


City of San Bernardino 

330 N D St., Suite 300  

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0001 


BZ Construction Group, Inc, Bao 

Sheng Zhang 

410 Greenwood Ave, #A 

San Bernardino, CA 92407 


Garcilazo Family 3/31/01 

c/o Alex & Antonia Garcilazo 

18918 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1612 


Shirley A. Proch  

18980 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1612 


Frank & Norma Cacka 

19110 Cajon Blvd. 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1616 


City of San Bernardino 

Water Dept. 

195 D St. 

San Bernardino, CA 92401 


Kenaston Ronald J Kenaston Trust 

201 Hillcrest Ave  

San Bernardino, Ca 92408-2119 


Ramirez, Jose 

2326 Glen Helen Rd 

San Bernardino, CA 92407-1505 


Henry & Ileana Olivier  

2979 Ohio Ave 

San Bernardino, Ca 92407 


Randy Smith
 
3146 Little Mountain Dr  

San Bernardino, Ca 92405-1825 


State of CA Dept. Natl Resources 

3800 N. Sierra Way 

San Bernardino, CA 92405-2344 


Caltrans District 8 

464 W. 4th Street  

San Bernardino, CA 92401 




                     

 
                     

   

 

       

                                            

                                         

Jimmie Albert Enciso 
5172 Chaparral Cir 
San Bernardino, CA 92407-2802 

Joyce I & William R Rosier 
6678 Steven Way 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-5107 

County Of San Bernardino - Dept Of 
Public Works/county Surveyor 
825 E 3rd St Rm 204 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-1000 

Middleton, Delores E 
P O Box 90369 
San Bernardino, CA 92427-1369 

San Bernardino Water Utilities Corp. 
c/o Water Dept., City Hall 
PO Box 710 
San Bernardino, CA 92402-0710 

Western Coast Equiment Inc. 
PO Box 9128 
San Bernardino, CA 92427-0128 

Adelanto Market Plaza Llc            
108 Kings Ct. 
San Carlos, CA 94070-5800 

Run Viking 
Rodney Neibuhr 
1081 , Camino Del Rio S Ste 225 
San Diego, CA 92108-3545 

Douglas C. Haywood, Celia 
Haywood 
2474 Madroncillo St 
San Diego, CA 92114-1625 

American World Investments, Inc., 
Kimberly A. Elkhatib       
5495 N. Valles Drive 
San Bernardino, CA 92407-2379 

AT&SF RR 
740 Carnegie Dr. 
San Bernardino, CA 92408-3571 

San Bernardino County Flood 
Control Dist. 
825 E. 3rd Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-1000 

Inland Empire 4 Wheelrs 
C/O Ron Burris 
P.O. Box 5153  
San Bernardino, CA 92403 

J & R Specialty Metals Corp 
PO Box 90490 
San Bernardino, CA 92427-1490 

David D & Marilyn A Bakeman Trust 
PO Box 9346  
San Bernardino, CA 92427-0346 

Hook Family Trust 3-11-03 
105 S El Camino Real 
San Clemente, Ca 92672-4019 

Gascon Group Llc 
13240 Evening Creek Dr S, Ste 315 
San Diego, CA 92128-4105 

San Bernardino Hotel LLC 
1685 Coolidge St. 
San Diego , CA 92111-7530 

Hubbs Family Real Estate Llc 
580 Country Club Rd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92404-2321 

Sean S & Iris S Lee 
8150 Cable Canyon Rd 
San Bernardino, Ca 92407-1410 

County of San Bernardino 
825 E. 3rd Street 
San Bernardino, CA 92415-1000 

Osgood 10-10-03 /lt 
Po Box 30121 
San Bernardino, Ca 92413-0121 

Branden E Wood 
Wood Construction 
PO Box 90580 
San Bernardino, cA 92427-1580 

Donald & Ellinora Stakes 
PO Box 9595 
San Bernardino, CA 92427-0595 

Jasper Family By-pass Trust 
4018 Calle Bienvenido 
San Clemente, Ca 92673-2610 

Ramona Leon                
1850 Leon Ave 
San Diego, CA 92154-2851 

Marjorie L Boone Trust 
2554 Clove St. 
San Diego , CA 92106-1357 

Robert & Janet Aaberg Trust James D Penar Hwong C Chiu, Hwong C. Chiu 
6558 Crystalaire Dr. Po Box 503736 244 Calle Concordia 
San Diego , CA 92120-3951 San Diego , CA 92150-3736 San Dimas, CA 91773-3987 



  

   

                                                                
 

                          

    
 

  

                        

                                          

                                                               

Jenny & Robert Acuna                         Henry Klein  Los Angeles SMSA Ltd                       
PO Box 583  1454 9th Ave 425 Market St, Fl 30th 
San Fernando, CA 91341-0583 San Francisco, Ca 94122-3607 San Francisco, CA 94105-2406 

Pacific Bell Wireless Cingular 
430 Bush St Fl 3rd 
San Francisco, Ca 94108-3735 

Scheffer Family Trust 5/17/2000 
Paulette M. Scheffer, Trustee 
1254 University Ave 
San Jose, CA 95126-1738 

Robert J Mellema 
4263 Poinsettia St 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-7637 

Bruce Survivors Trust 
Mayce Lou Bruce, Trustee                
1591 Charlton Rd. 
San Marino, CA 91108-1913 

John S Lawson 
1931 N Gaffey St Ste A 
San Pedro , CA 90731-1265 

G R & Jayanthi Ravikumar                  
10120 Sunrise Lane 
Santa Ana, CA 92705 

Julia A. Wilmoth 
18872 Fowler Ave 
Santa Ana, CA 92705-1217 

Rupe, Arthur N. Survivors Trust         
3887 State St. #22 
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-6111 

Arnold Chen (new owner) 

927 Walnut St. 

San Gabriel, CA 91776-2836 


Chang-Yun & Booja K. Seong
 
1773 Gilda Way 

San Jose, CA 95124-6209 


William O. Eastwood 

1401 El Norte Parkway SPC 33 

San Marcos, CA 92069-2202 


Huang Family Trust        

1605 Waverly Rd 

San Marino, CA 91108-2038 


Prince Development L L C 

Alan Prince 

10639 S. Amberley Ln 

Sandy, UT 84094-5016 


R. Alan & Virginia Maudsley 
10911 Coronel Rd. 
Santa Ana, CA 92705-2447 

Kennis, Anna I. 
939 E. 17th St., Apt. 111 
Santa Ana, CA 92701-2512 

Giong S & Gen J Kim, Giong Sug & 
Gien Je Kim 
962 Las Palmas Dr 
Santa Clara, CA 95051-5330 

Fidel & Diana Olvera 
2816 Tuberose Dr 
San Jacinto, Ca 92582-3769 

Capo Valley 4 Wheelers 
C/O Bob Sheldon 
P. O. Box 881 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 91351 

Cindy Hodges                
PO Box 565 
San Marcos, TX 78667 

Leu Liu & Associates (still owners)   
1803 Virginia Rd 
San Marino, CA 91108-2517 

Clifford & Margaret D Breshears 
1333 E 9400 S 
Sandy, Ut 84093-2956 

Clifford S & Burma R Peale               
13832 Brenan Way 
Santa Ana, CA 92705-2713 

West Coast 4 Wheel Drive Club 
C/O Steve Gardiner 
P.O. Box 28583  
Santa Ana, CA 92799 

Osman, Hassan              
PO Box 3 
Santa Clara, CA 95052 

Hensey & Gloria S Yen and GinaSimmon Chan                Franklin Kw & Richard K C Luke Sou Pei Ou28380 Falcon Crest Dr 28380 Fallon Crest Dr 11969 Telegraph Rd. Santa Clarita , CA 91351 Santa Clarita , CA 91351 Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670-3718 



  

  

                      

                         

 

                                         

            

                     

Schork Family Partnership L P 
Tucker Schork 
12818 Firestone Blvd 
Santa Fe Springs, CA 90670-5404 

Pusan Pipe America Inc 
9615 Norwalk Blvd Ste B 
Santa Fe Springs, Ca 90670-2931 

Litt, Steven Y, et al, Steven Litt 
555 7th Street 
Santa Monica, CA 90402 

GAD-ZUKS! 4 Wheelers 
C/O Doug Hough 
27412 Santa Clarita Road 
Saugus, CA 91350 

John P Moore 
1251 Marlin Ave 
Seal Beach, Ca 90740-6232 

York Nevada Management LLC III      
5546 Sepulveda Blvd 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411-3437 

Thomas G Fox 
Po Box 941150 
Simi Valley, Ca 93094-1150 

Louis & Froso Andros 
8039 Svl Box 
Spring Valley Lake, CA 92395-5120 

William G & Trisha A Desatoff 
8908 Svl Box 
Spring Valley Lake, Ca 92395-5181 

Best California Gas Ltd 

13116 Imperial Hwy 

Santa Fe Springs, Ca 90670-4817 


Ernest R. & Rose A. Lopez 

1166 Kit Way 

Santa Maria, CA 93455-4020 


James H & Erma W Foley                   

624 Marguerita Ave 

Santa Monica, CA 90402-1920 


Aurora Loan Services 

601 5th Ave 

Scottsbluff, NE 69361-3581 


Chen & Huang Group Llc                 

13743 Ventura Blvd Ste290 

Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 


Hsbc Bank Usa Series 2006-fm2, 

C/O Recontrust Co. 

1757 Tapo Canyon Rd.,  SVW-88 

Simi Valley, CA 93063 


Leb Industrial Development Llc 

2431 Chico Ave 

South El Monte, Ca 91733-1612 


Alberre, George & Izdihar 

8384 SVL Box 

Spring Valley Lake, CA 92395-5168 


Tubular Steel Inc 

1031 Executive Parkway Dr 

St Louis, Mo 63141-6339 


Rialto Locust Land Company 
13116 Imperial Hwy 
Santa Fe Springs, Ca 90670-4817 

Jay Lite & Michael Rich 
2663 Centinela Ave, Unit 205 
Santa Monica, CA 90405-3142 

Boschelli, Marilyn J.       
5766 Tristino Lane 
Sarasota, FL 34238-4794 

Dos Palmas & Highway 395 LLC        
8800 N Gainey Center Dr Ste 255 
Scottsdale, AZ 85258-2164 

Khoury, Beatrice            
5138 Costello Avenue 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1208 

Lindeen, Gordon R. 
4220 E. Los Angeles Ave, Suite 204 
Simi Valley, CA 93063-3360 

Luis Nunez 
9220 Atlantic Avenue, Ste., 19 
South Gate, CA 90280-3554 

Lawrence & Muriel Benson 
8742 Svl Box 
Spring Valley Lake, CA 92395-5179 

David L Fish 
1920 Benson Ave 
St Paul, MN 55116-3214 

Charles R. Sammons    Harriet H Fordham Fordham 
11010 W. Pine Hollow Dr. PO Box 457  677 Georgetown Ct 
Sun City, AZ 85351 Sun Valley, CA 91352 Sunnyvale, CA 94087-1846 



                                         

                         

 
   

                      

                                           

                     

                                            

                        

Nielson Caroline S & Nielson 
677 Georgetown Ct 
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-1846 

Flamingo Investments, et al., 
18525 Clark Street 
Tarzana, CA 91356 

Adams 2002 Family Trust 
33883 Madera De Playa 
Temecula, CA 92592-9298 

Mobile Mini Systems Inc 
7420 S Kyrene Rd Ste 101 
Tempe, Az 85283-4610 

Southern Pacific Pipe Lines 
500 Old Dominion Way 
Thomasville, NC 27360-8923 

Chong Kil Kwak 
16506 Kristin Ave. 
Torrance, CA 90504-1836 

C Jim Chen Accountancy Corp & 
3122 Carolwood Ln 
Torrance, CA 90505 

M R Tudor-california Inc 
2250 E 73rd St 
Tulsa, Ok 74136-6844 

Friends of Knotts Sky Pk Prescho     
6897 El Sol Ave 
Twentynine Palms, CA 92277 

Harry Hilsenrath 
13703 Whitebark Pl. 
Tampa, FL 33625-4049 

Sherwood, Ted and Anita, Ted 
Sherwood 
4411 Jubilo Dr 
Tarzana, CA 91356-5207 

James P & Elaine E Nesvacil 
41370 La Sierra Rd 
Temecula, CA 92591-1818 

Lim Legacy LLC 
10161 La Rosa Drive 
Temple City, CA 91780-3305 

Diane M & Anthony M Ramirez 
2100 Ne Seward Ave 
Topeka, KS 66616-1333 

Honda Employee Riders Club 
C/O Douglas McIntyre, American 
Honda Motor Inc. 
1919 Torrance Blvd 
Torrance, CA. 92887 

NAXJA 
C/O G. Sequoia Armstrong 
5408 Clearsite St 
Torrance, CA 90505 

K C Asphalt LLC 
6120 S. Yale Ave # 700 
Tulsa, OK 74136 

Diane N Pope 
69049 Rainier Rd 
Twentynine Palms, CA 92277-5751 

Without Walls International Church, 
Paula White 
PO Box 25151 
Tampa, FL 33633-0001 

126 Company 
5321 Crebs Ave 
Tarzana, Ca 91356-4012 

Bear Valley 60 Llc 
32823 Hwy 79 South 
Temecula , CA 92592 

Old Dominion Freight Line Inc 
500 Old Dominion Way 
Thomasville, NC 27360-8923 

Atchinson Topeke & Santa Fe Rr 
Po Box 1786 
Topeka, Ks 66601 

Chen Trust 
21733 Evalyn Ave 
Torrance, CA 90503-6354 

OM GRAY LLC               
833 W. Torrance Blvd. 
Torrance, CA 90502 

Ernest J. Fresquez, Sr. 
1692 Heather Ave. 
Tustin, CA 92780-6609 

Lewis Investment Co Llc 
1156 N Mountain Ave 
Upland, CA 91786 

Mojave & 395 LLC to Lewis Retail 
Centers                                      
Timothy Reeves     
1156 N. Mountain Ave. (PO Box 
670) 
Upland CA 91785-0670 

Jensen Family Trust 
1662 N San Antonio Ave  
Upland, Ca 91784-1854 

Nazari Family Trust 6/30/99 
1739 Brentwood Ave 
Upland, Ca 91784-1746 



                     

                     

                         

                           

    

                      

                                              

                                                 

                          

Carol A & Jeffrey J Story 
Po Box 1586 
Upland, CA 91785-1586 

Geared 4 Fun 4 Wheel Drive Club 
C/O Angela Cook 
P.O. Box 2408 
Valley Center, CA 92082 

Bryan & Charlotte Maloney 
10026 Duncan Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-2055 

Donald L & Berniece E Kinzle 
10928 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1836 

Elizabeth M & Michael L Mc 
Cormick 
11083 De Anza Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1827 

Lady M Gomez 
11823 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1303 

Samuel & Nancy Knezetic Bernabe 
12549 Loma Verde Dr 
Victorville, CA 92392-6721 

Alan M Kwan                  
13367 Luna Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-7241 

Ludmilla Z. Wardlaw 
13910 Wagon Wheel Dr 
Victorville, CA 92392-9213 

Victorville Sanitary District 
John A. McGlade 
14343 Civic Dr. 
Victorville, CA 92392-2303 

Alexamax Llc 
2014 Tapia Way 
Upland , Ca 91784-1471 

Crew Peters Inc.             
4227 E. Main St., #218 
Ventura, CA 93003-8216 

Ploenpit Wood                
10276 Duncan Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-2089 

Juan R Perez 
10937 Barker Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1805 

Coni M. Cummings                           
11124 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1840 

William T & Martha M Copper          
11976 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1304 

Anchor Of Hope Church 
12601 Padrino St 
Victorville, CA 92394-9512 

Gil J & Fe D Pantig 
13428 Homestead Dr 
Victorville, CA 92392-9745 

Song of Desert LLC 
13911 Park Ave., #106 
Victorville, CA 92392-2407 

Continental Telephone Co Of Ca 
16071 Mojave Dr 
Victorville, CA 92395-3654 

So. Cal. Hummers 
C/O Rick Roberts 
14102 Kelowna Lane 
Valley Center, CA 92082 

Hassan A & Ikbal Hassan 
5107 District Blvd 
Vernon, Ca 90058-2729 

Frank & Amelia Alaniz 
10727 Duncan Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-0808 

Cynthia A & Terrence E Collins 
11033 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1839 

Joe Osbaldo Martinez                       
11434 Baldy Mesa Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1904 

Kelly & Barbara Scherer                     
12130 Barker Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1032 

David M. Webster          
12939 Sundown Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-8605 

Hyo Nyo Kim & Jung Ja Myong        
13775 Greyling Ct. 
Victorville, CA 92394-7546 

City of Victorville 
14343 Civic Dr PO Box 5001 
Victorville, CA 92393-5001 

Bernam Matzri              
16088 Bear Valley Rd 
Victorville, CA 92395-9473 



   

  

                           

          

                       

                                         

  

         
 

                                              

Delvin L & Dorothy M. Harbour    Glenn A. Beck                                      Prime A Investments LLC 
16584 Forrest Ave. 16640 S. D Street 16850 Bear Valley Road  
Victorville, CA 92395-3519 Victorville, CA 92395-3169 Victorville, CA 92395 

Affordable Land LLC 
6881 Svl Box 
Victorville, CA 92395-5172 

Morales, Eugenio & Eulalia 
9876 Duncan Road 
Victorville, CA 92392-2051 

Anthony H. Kim & John Camiso          
P.O. Box 3694 
Victorville, CA 92393-3694 

Michael Hopper 
PO Box 1962 
Victorville, CA 92393-1962 

Southern California Logistics, John 
A. McGlade 
PO Box 5001 
Victorville, CA 92393 

Baldy Mesa Water District 
Po Box 1347 
Victorville , CA 92393-1347 

Angela Friedman                               
18802 Colony Circle 
Villa Park, CA 92861 

Bewsher, Bethany M. 
2708 Wooded Acres Dr 
Waco, TX 76710 

Cindy Driggs 
9715 Le Panto Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392 

Michael N Worthy 
9889 Goodwin Dr 
Victorville, CA 92392-1851 

O'Leary, Thomas G. & Roseanna       
PO Box 1521 
Victorville, CA 92393-1521 

Sink, James and Shirley 
PO Box 2594 
Victorville, CA 92393-2594 

Amelia T Mc Farland 
10223 Duncan Rd 
Victorville , CA 92392-2090 

Jesus & Consuelo Vargas 
Po Box 3053 
Victorville , CA 92393-3053 

Alex O & Lydia F Alegre                
3125 W Loyola Ct 
Visalia, CA 93277-7963 

Kuo, Benjamin 
1225 Vassar Ln 
Walnut, CA 91789-1241 

Bruce & Wendy Fleshner 
9722 Solano Rd 
Victorville, CA 92392-1822 

Matlock, Craig S. 
9892 SVL Box 
Victorville, CA 92395-5144 

Knnst One Llc, John Coco 
PO Box 1895 
Victorville, CA 92393-1895 

Thomas F B & Carol E Burns 
PO Box 2764 
Victorville, CA 92393-2764 

John L & Tina Shuang Ju Stirewalt 
9917 Duncan Rd 
Victorville , CA 92392-2054 

Bret & Robert Friedman                     
10242 old Lamplighter Ln 
Villa Park, CA 92861-4527 

Ben J & Jean Leinow 
2322 Cherimoya Drive 
Vista, CA 92084-7810 

Wang, Christine C R 
1225 Vassar Ln 
Walnut, CA 91789-1241 

David L & Lin S Yen  Fernando Acosta R E Group Gary G & Cathleen C Miller 
418 Ar, CAdia Way 673 Bronco Way 721 Brea Canyon Rd Ste 700 
Walnut, CA 91789-4714 Walnut, Ca 91789-1441 Walnut, Ca 91789-3039 
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Appendix B: Pipeline Safety 

1.1 Introduction 
 
Although the proposed Project minimizes risks associated with the transportation of petroleum 
products, failures are possible, and have occurred on the Calnev system and other product 
pipelines in the past. Given these risks, this appendix discloses current federal and state 
pipeline safety standards and existing regulations governing the transportation of refined 
petroleum products. This is followed by a discussion of pipeline accidents and review of the 
accidents that have occurred on the existing Calnev system and in California and Nevada. A 
discussion of the pipeline integrity management program required by the Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA’s) is then provided. The appendix 
concludes with a review of the design and operation features of the proposed Project that 
minimize environmental risks in the event of a system failure. 

1.2 Liquid Pipeline Safety Standards and Regulations 
 
The Department of Transportation (DOT) is mandated to provide pipeline safety under the 
United States Code, Title 49, Chapter 601. The PHMSA, acting through the Office of Pipeline 
Safety (OPS), administers the national regulatory program to ensure the safe transportation of 
refined petroleum products and other hazardous materials by pipeline. It develops safety 
regulations and other approaches to risk management that ensure safety in the design, 
construction, testing, operation, maintenance, and emergency response of pipeline facilities in 
conjunction with the Technical Hazardous Liquids Pipeline Safety Standards Committee who 
provide peer review. 
 
Many of these regulations are written as performance standards, which set the level of safety to 
be attained and allow the pipeline operator to use various technologies to achieve safety. The 
proposed Project would be inspected and monitored by the western region of the PHMSA or by 
the State delegated officials. These inspectors would complete inspection during construction of 
the proposed Project to ensure that the design, materials, construction methods, welding 
procedures, testing meet the DOT standards. Following construction, PHMSA inspectors would 
conduct inspections of the proposed Project. The inspections include review to ensure 
compliance with 49 CFR 195. Specifically, there would be a review of operation and 
maintenance procedures, abnormal and emergency operating procedures, damage prevention 
and public education procedures, and pipeline repair and operations are in compliance.  
 
The National Response Framework outlines procedures for interaction and coordination of 
response activities among Federal, State, and local response agencies (police, firefighting, 
emergency management, first responder, etc.). The Oil and Hazardous Materials Incident 
Annex (ESF #10) of the National Response Framework directs the Federal, State and local 
authorities to conduct training, plan and execute field exercises, share lessons learned, and, in 
general, develop and maintain specific procedures for responses to incidents of regional and 
national significance.  
 
With respect to reporting of hazardous waste spills, the States of California and Nevada and 
U.S. Federal regulations are very similar in reporting requirements. The California Environment 
and Natural Resources Laws and Regulations consist of 29 codes. The California Office of 
Emergency Services complies with Titles 8, 13, 14, 17, 19, 22, 23 and 49 CFR, which is a 
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Federal code. Both the National Response Center and the California Office of Emergency 
Services share hazardous material spill report information; however, the responsible party still 
must notify both State and Federal agencies.  
 
Table B-1 identifies major laws, regulatory requirements, and plans for pipeline safety. The U.S. 
Department of Transportation (DOT) pipeline standards are published in 49 CFR Parts 190-199. 
The standards do not address other issues such as siting and routing, bond issues, which are a 
matter of private negotiation between pipeline companies and landowners and/or local 
government zoning boards.  
 
The States of California and Nevada have adopted the federal regulations for the hazardous 
liquid pipelines. Through certification by OPS, the Pipeline Safety Division of the State Fire 
Marshal of the State of California regulates, inspects, and enforces intrastate gas and liquid 
pipeline safety requirements. Through an agreement with OPS, the California State Fire 
Marshal’s office inspects interstate liquid pipeline safety requirements (PHMSA 2009a). In 
Nevada, OPS inspects, regulates and enforces interstate liquid pipeline safety requirements 
(PHMSA 2009b). Nevada does have its own regulatory agency for liquid pipelines. 
 
Table B-1  Major Laws, Regulatory Requirements, and Plans for Public Safety Regarding Pipelines 

Law/Regulation/Plan/ 
Agency Key Elements and Thresholds; Applicable Permits 

Federal 
Pipeline Inspection, 
Protection, Enforcement, and 
Safety Act of 2006 (PIPES) 

• Provides for advanced safety and environmental protection in pipeline transportation. 
• Increases the transparency of pipeline safety evaluation. 
• Provides funding for future pipeline safety studies.  

Pipeline Safety Act of 1994 
49 USC § 60101 et seq.  
 

• Defines the framework for pipeline safety regulation in the U.S. 
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Table B-1  Major Laws, Regulatory Requirements, and Plans for Public Safety Regarding Pipelines 
Law/Regulation/Plan/ 

Agency Key Elements and Thresholds; Applicable Permits 
Pipeline Safety Improvement 
Act of 2002, PL 107-355, 
49 USC § 60101 et seq. 
 

• Tightens Federal inspection and safety requirements to include mandatory inspections of 
oil and natural gas pipelines with a history of safety problems within five years of the bill’s 
enactment, with all pipelines to be inspected within ten years. All pipelines will then be 
inspected at seven-year intervals. 

• States that PHMSA OPS can order corrective actions, including physical inspection, 
testing, repair, or replacement. 

• Requires development and implementation of pipeline integrity management programs by 
pipeline operators, including identifying areas where risks may be greater due to the 
population density (High Consequence Areas) and implementing a series of actions to 
mitigate the potential hazards in these areas. 

• Emphasizes the one-call notification system and encourages pipeline operators to 
voluntarily adopt and implement best practices for notification of leaks and ruptures. 

• Requires the establishment of public education programs by pipeline operators to provide 
municipalities, schools, and other entities with information to prevent pipeline damage and 
to prepare for any pipeline emergencies, including the one-call notification system, 
possible hazards from accidental releases from a pipeline, and actions to take in the event 
of a release. 

• Defines coordinated environmental review and permitting process to expedite conducting 
any necessary pipeline repairs.  

• Assesses maximum civil penalties against pipeline operators for violations of pipeline 
safety standards have increased. 

• Significantly strengthens the enforcement of pipeline safety laws and includes specific 
whistleblower protections for employees who provide information to the Federal 
government about pipeline safety. 

• Mandates continued Federal pipeline safety research and development by the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology, Department of Transportation, and Department of 
Energy. 

49 CFR Part 190 – Pipeline 
Safety Programs and 
Rulemaking Procedures 

• Describes availability of informal guidance and interpretive assistance for pipeline safety 
programs and procedures and establishes framework for inspections and for safety 
enforcement actions. 

 
49 CFR Part 195- 
Transportation of Hazardous 
Liquids by Pipeline 
 

• This section describes the safety standards and reporting requirements for hazardous 
liquid pipelines. These regulations include detailed requirements on a range of topics 
related to the safety and environmental protection. This section also includes the minimum 
requirements for operator qualification of individuals performing tasks required by the 
regulations. 

49 CFR Part 199 –Drug and 
Alcohol Testing 

• Requires drug and alcohol testing for pipeline operators. 

State 
California Code of Regulations 
Section 51010-51019.2  
 

 

• This section of the CCR authorizes the California State Fire Marshal to exercise exclusive 
safety regulatory and enforcement authority over intrastate hazardous liquid pipelines and, 
to the extent authorized by agreement between the State Fire Marshal and the United 
States Secretary of Transportation, and to implement the federal Hazardous Liquid 
Pipeline Safety Act (49 USC Sec. 2001 et seq.) and federal pipeline safety regulations as 
to those portions of interstate pipelines located within this state, as necessary to obtain 
annual federal certification. 

• The State Fire Marshal has adopted hazardous liquid pipeline safety regulations that 
comply with federal laws relating to hazardous liquid pipeline safety, including inspection 
and maintenance provisions.  

• The State Fire Marshal may exempt the application of regulations when it is determined 
that the risk to public safety is slight and the probability of injury or damage remote. 

• Any new pipeline need to be designed and constructed in accordance with Subparts C 
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Table B-1  Major Laws, Regulatory Requirements, and Plans for Public Safety Regarding Pipelines 
Law/Regulation/Plan/ 

Agency Key Elements and Thresholds; Applicable Permits 
and D of Part 195 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations, and shall include a 
means of leak detection and cathodic protection which the State Fire Marshal determines 
is acceptable 

• Any new pipeline shall be designed to accommodate the passage of instrumented internal 
inspection devices, and shall have leak mitigation and emergency response plans and 
equipment as the State Fire Marshal may require.  

Note: 
a The USDOT, through PHMSA OPS, has statutory authority for pipeline safety in the U.S. The authority for the safety of intrastate utility-owned 
natural gas pipelines rests with the CPUC. 
  
In addition to regulatory standards, there are a number of industry codes and standards that are 
used in the design, construction, operation, and maintenance of hazardous liquid pipelines. 
Organizations that have developed these standards and codes include: 
 

• American Petroleum Institute 
• American Society of Mechanical Engineers 
• National Fire Protection Association 
• National Association of Corrosion Engineers 
• American National Standards Institute (Kinder Morgan 2009) 

1.3 Pipeline Accidents 

1.3.1 General 
 
The Applicant would be responsible for monitoring measures for pipelines and facilities. Local 
fire and police, and the California Highway Patrol currently provide emergency response for 
incidents involving existing pipelines and other facilities in the area handling flammable gases or 
liquid. The incident frequency that may be expected for a specific segment of pipeline varies 
widely in terms of age, pipe diameter, and level of corrosion control. Fire severity zone on the 
proposed Project Route are listed in Table B-2. 
 

Table B-2 Fire Hazard Severity Zones Along the proposed Project 
 Route in California 

From Milepost To Milepost Hazard Class 
0.00 0.25 Urban Un-zoned 
0.25 0.28 Moderate 
0.28 7.99 Urban Un-zoned 
7.99 8.05 Moderate 
8.05 8.29 High 
8.29 8.98 Very High 
8.98 9.06 High 
9.06 9.14 Moderate 
9.14 9.46 Urban Un-zoned 
9.46 9.52 Moderate 
9.52 9.97 High 
9.97 10.06 Moderate 

10.06 10.30 High 
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Table B-2 Fire Hazard Severity Zones Along the proposed Project 
 Route in California 

From Milepost To Milepost Hazard Class 
10.30 11.18 Very High 
11.18 11.37 Moderate 
11.37 12.23 Very High 
12.23 12.80 Moderate 
12.80 12.90 Very High 
12.90 12.94 Moderate 
12.94 13.03 Very High 
13.03 13.07 Moderate 
13.07 13.19 Very High 
13.19 13.30 Moderate 
13.30 14.70 Very High 
14.70 15.05 Moderate 
15.05 16.36 Very High 
16.36 16.41 Non-Wildland/Non-Urban 
16.41 22.00 Very High 
22.00 22.20 Non-Wildland/Non-Urban 
22.20 24.99 Very High 
24.99 25.02 Moderate 
25.02 28.44 Very High 
28.44 33.85 High 
33.85 46.95 Moderate 
46.95 47.27 Urban Un-zoned 
47.27 54.19 Moderate 
54.19 54.64 Non-Wildland/Non-Urban 
54.64 75.40 Moderate 
75.40 75.52 Urban Un-zoned 
75.52 75.65 Moderate 
75.65 75.96 Urban Un-zoned 
75.96 86.94 Moderate 
86.94 87.05 Non-Wildland/Non-Urban 
87.05 89.38 Moderate 
89.38 89.99 Non-Wildland/Non-Urban 
89.99 93.25 Moderate 
93.25 93.31 Urban Un-zoned 
93.31 99.36 Moderate 
99.36 99.73 Urban Un-zoned 
99.73 145.59 Moderate 
145.59 145.61 Urban Un-zoned 
145.61 190.46 Moderate 
190.46 193.12 Non-Wildland/Non-Urban 
193.12 195.06 Moderate 

Source: CDFFP 2007 
 

Older pipelines have a higher frequency of outside forces incidents, partly because their location 
may be less well known and less well marked than newer lines. In addition, the older pipelines 
contain a disproportionate number of smaller-diameter pipelines, which have a greater rate of 
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outside force incidents. Small-diameter pipelines are more easily crushed or broken by 
mechanical equipment or earth movement. 
 
The frequency of service incidents is strongly dependent on pipeline age. While pipelines 
installed since 1950 exhibit a fairly constant level of service incident frequency, pipelines 
installed before that time have a significantly higher rate, particularly due to corrosion. More 
technologically advanced coatings and cathodic protection to reduce corrosion potential are 
generally used on newer pipelines. 
 
From 1988 to 2008, a total of 2,878 significant incidents were associated with onshore 
hazardous liquids pipelines with an average of 139 significant incidents per year from 1988 to 
2007. PHMSA defines significant incidents as those pipeline incidents where:  

1.  A fatality or injury occurs that requires in-patient hospitalization;  
2. The total costs are $50,000 or more as measured in 1984 dollars;  
3. There is a release of five or more barrels of highly volatile liquid releases or other 

liquid releases of 50 barrels or more; 
4. There is a liquid release that results in an unintentional fire or explosion (PHMSA 

2009c)  

1.3.2 National Onshore Hazardous Liquids Pipeline Accidents 
 
The number of significant incidents has decreased over time such that there were an average of 
114 incidents from 2003 to 2007. Over the time period from 1988 to 2008, there were 43 
fatalities and 234 injuries (Table B-3). Total costs of damages exceeded $1.3 billion. From 1988 
to 2008, there were a total of 107 were defined as serious incidents. That is, incidents that 
involve fatality or injury. An average of five serious incidents occurred per year (PHMSA 2009c). 
The causes of significant incidents were as follows: corrosion 23.6%, excavation error 21.6%, 
human error 7.2%, material failure 20.4%, natural force damage 3.5%, other outside force 
damage 1%, and other causes 22.7% (PHMSA 2009d).  
 

Table B-3   U.S. Onshore Hazardous Liquid: Significant* Incidents 
 Summary Statistics from 1988 to 2008  

Year  Number  Fatalities  Injuries  
Property 
Damage  

Gross 
Barrels 

Lost  
Net Barrels 

Lost  
1988 164 2 19 $49,230,900 182,478 98,777 
1989 135 3 38 $11,847,846 201,494 122,735 
1990 137 3 7 $21,571,707 122,825 53,443 
1991 165 0 9 $50,790,811 200,209 55,574 
1992 165 5 38 $47,542,391 133,778 66,841 
1993 152 0 10 $35,366,589 115,764 57,165 
1994 176 1 (D) 7 $78,963,641 159,670 109,535 
1995 154 3 11 $39,375,923 109,928 52,960 
1996 171 5 13 $104,774,471 153,622 94,288 
1997 153 0 5 $51,625,227 188,935 99,256 
1998 131 2 6 $63,178,505 138,078 51,190 
1999 141 4 20 $96,380,171 162,839 100,446 

http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/Glossary/index.htm?nocache=753#HighlyVolatileLiquid
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSI.html?nocache=3571
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1988_1988_US.html?nocache=2463#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1989_1989_US.html?nocache=44#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1990_1990_US.html?nocache=248#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1991_1991_US.html?nocache=7284#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1992_1992_US.html?nocache=1200#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1993_1993_US.html?nocache=4004#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1994_1994_US.html?nocache=6777#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1995_1995_US.html?nocache=7838#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1996_1996_US.html?nocache=2179#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1997_1997_US.html?nocache=433#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1998_1998_US.html?nocache=205#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1999_1999_US.html?nocache=87#liquidon
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Table B-3   U.S. Onshore Hazardous Liquid: Significant* Incidents 
 Summary Statistics from 1988 to 2008  

Year  Number  Fatalities  Injuries  
Property 
Damage  

Gross 
Barrels 

Lost  
Net Barrels 

Lost  
2000 128 1 4 $154,206,614 106,318 54,655 
2001 104 0 10 $26,585,753 98,040 77,323 
2002 129 1 0 $50,401,042 95,649 77,254 
2003 120 0 5 $54,538,762 80,041 50,454 
2004 124 5 16 $72,503,033 76,229 58,053 
2005 118 2 2 $126,702,928 136,006 44,772 
2006 105 0 2 $46,301,185 135,931 53,394 
2007 104 4 10 $49,108,403 89,609 68,460 
2008  77 0 1 $41,267,260 115,601 90,550 
Totals 2,853 41 233 $1,272,263,171 2,803,045 1,537,127 
5 Year 
Average 
(2003-2007) 

114 2 7 $69,830,863 103,563 55,027 

10 Year 
Average 
(1998-2007) 

120 2 8 $73,990,640 111,874 63,600 

20 Year 
Average 
(1988-2007) 

139 2 12 $61,549,796 134,372 72,329 

Source: PHMSA 2009c* 

1.3.3 California and Nevada Onshore Hazardous Liquids Pipeline 
Accidents and Frequency 
 
The following two tables (B-4 and B-5) detail the number of significant incidents that have 
occurred with hazardous liquid pipelines in California and Nevada from 1998 to 2008. California 
has 7,138 miles of liquid pipeline miles and Nevada has 211 miles. 
 

Table B-4  Hazardous Liquid Onshore Significant Incidents in California from 
1998 to 2008 

Year  Number  Fatalities  Injuries  
Property 
Damage  

(C) (D)  

Gross 
Barrels 

Lost  

Net 
Barrels 
Lost (E)  

1998 15 0 1 $5,794,079 5,967 2,548
1999 10 0 0 $1,722,799 7,247 236
2000 7 0 0 $4,022,361 1,066 300
2001 6 0 1 $2,310,065 1,691 173
2002 8 0 0 $1,497,649 3,353 5
2003 11 0 1 $3,669,658 4,226 926
2004 9 5 3 $19,690,298 8,420 4,602
2005 13 0 0 $24,871,717 7,221 3,452
2006 15 0 0 $9,996,639 3,855 1,731

http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2000_2000_US.html?nocache=9989#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2001_2001_US.html?nocache=4457#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2002_2002_US.html?nocache=2646#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2003_2003_US.html?nocache=5981#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2004_2004_US.html?nocache=6513#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2005_2005_US.html?nocache=303#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2006_2006_US.html?nocache=6779#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2007_2007_US.html?nocache=2113#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_2008_2008_US.html?nocache=4576#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1988_2008_US.html?nocache=2964#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/CA_detail1.html?nocache=4750
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Table B-4  Hazardous Liquid Onshore Significant Incidents in California from 
1998 to 2008 

Year  Number  Fatalities  Injuries  
Property 
Damage  

(C) (D)  

Gross 
Barrels 

Lost  

Net 
Barrels 
Lost (E)  

2007 7 0 0 $3,508,385 1,147 174
2008 11 0 0 $3,055,107 8,580 850

Totals 112 5 6 $80,138,761 52,774 14,997 
3 Year 

Average 
(2005-2007) 

12 0 0 $12,792,247 4,075 1,786 

5 Year 
Average 

(2003-2007) 
11 1 1 $12,347,340 4,974 2,177 

10 Year 
Average 

(1998-2007) 
10 1 1 $7,708,365 4,419 1,415 

Source: PHMSA 2009e 
 

Table B-5  Hazardous Liquid Onshore Significant Incidents in Nevada from 
1998 to 2008 

Year  Number  Fatalities  Injuries  
Property 

Damage (C) 
(D)  

Gross 
Barrels 

Lost  

Net 
Barrels 
Lost (E)  

1998 0 0 0 $0 0 0
1999 0 0 0 $0 0 0
2000 0 0 0 $0 0 0
2001 0 0 0 $0 0 0
2002 0 0 0 $0 0 0
2003 1 0 0 $171,880 24 24
2004 0 0 0 $0 0 0
2005 0 0 0 $0 0 0
2006 0 0 0 $0 0 0
2007 1 0 0 $1,164,867 851 675
2008 0 0 0 $0 0 0

Totals 2 0 0 $1,336,747 875 699 
3 Year 

Average 
(2005-2007) 

0 0 0 $388,289 284 225 

5 Year 
Average 

(2003-2007) 
0 0 0 $267,349 175 140 

10 Year 
Average 

(1998-2007) 
0 0 0 $133,675 88 70 

Source: PHMSA 2009f 
 

http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1998_2008_CA.html?nocache=9695#liquidon
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/NV_detail1.html?nocache=4875
http://primis.phmsa.dot.gov/comm/reports/safety/SigPSIDet_1998_2008_NV.html?nocache=8444#liquidon
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Over the 10-year period from 1998 to 2007, there were an average of 10 significant incidents 
per year at onshore pipelines in California and only two significant incidents over the same 
period in Nevada.  
 
Table B-6 lists the number of significant pipeline incidents that occurred where diesel, gasoline, 
or jet fuel was involved.  
 
Table B-6  Diesel, Gasoline, and Jet Fuel Significant Incidents Associated with 
 Pipelines from 2002 to 2008 
Commodity Pipelines 
 US CA NV 
Diesel (#2, diesel and 
gasoline) 

62 8 0 

Gasoline 137 20 0 
Jet Fuel 25 7 0 
Total 224 35 0 
Source: PHMSA 2009g 
 
The California Department of Education Guidance Protocol for School Site Pipeline Risk 
Analysis calculated the normalized reportable incident/accident rates for California pipelines 
where sufficient mileage data are available. The average incident/mile per year for hazardous 
liquid pipelines that carried refined products in California was 0.0013 for the period from 1986 to 
2001. This is based on a total of 59 incidents and 2,907 miles of pipeline (URS 2007). 

1.3.4 Kinder Morgan Hazardous Liquids Accident History 
 
From April 1, 2008 to March 31, 2009, Kinder-Morgan had an average of 0.071 significant 
incidents per 1,000 miles of onshore pipeline within the ROW, while the industry average was 
0.466 for the calendar year 2008. Over the past three years, Kinder Morgan had an average of 
0.316 significant incidents per 1,000 miles of onshore pipeline, while the industry average was 
0.478. These statistics do not include Kinder Morgan’s natural gas, CO2, or crude oil pipelines 
(Kinder Morgan 2009). 
 
From April 1, 2008 to March 31, 2009, Kinder-Morgan spilled an average of 0.053 barrels per 
mile onshore pipeline within the ROW, while the industry average was 0.456 barrels spilled per 
mile during the calendar year 2008. Over the past three years, Kinder Morgan spilled an 
average of 0.258 barrels per mile of onshore pipeline, while the industry average was 0.412 
barrels (Kinder Morgan 2009).  
 

1.3.5 Calnev Hazardous Liquids Accident History 
 
Table B-7 provides a list of significant incidents that were associated with Calnev pipelines since 
2002.  
 
Table B-7  Calnev Hazardous Liquids Pipeline Accident History 
Date Location Commodity 

Lost 
Quantity 
Lost 

Quantity 
Recovered 

Cause 

8/5/2002 Las Vegas Turbine Fuel 15 Barrels 6 Gallons Equipment 
11/22/04 San 

Bernardino 
Gasoline 2,298 

Barrels  
0 Rupture of the 14-inch 

pipeline by other outside 
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Table B-7  Calnev Hazardous Liquids Pipeline Accident History 
Date Location Commodity 

Lost 
Quantity 
Lost 

Quantity 
Recovered 

Cause 

County force 
4/28/2006 Victorville, CA JP8 Jet fuel 914 

Barrels 
3 Barrels Ruptured or leaking 

seal/pump packing 
2/5/2007 Victorville, CA  Jet fuel 33 

Gallons 
33 Gallons Equipment 

7/30/2007 Victorville, CA  JP8 Jet fuel 1 Barrel 1 Barrel Incorrect operation  
3/4/2008 Colton, CA Gasoline, 

diesel 
32 
Gallons 

21 Gallons Material and/or weld 
failure 

Source: PHMSA 2009g 

1.4  Pipeline Integrity Management 
 
49 CFR 195.452 requires hazardous liquid pipeline operators to develop a Pipeline Integrity 
Management Program for pipelines that could affect a high consequence area (HCA) unless the 
operator demonstrates through a risk assessment that the pipeline could not affect this area. 
Per 49 CFR 195.450, a high consequence area is:  
 

• A commercially navigable waterway, which means a waterway where a substantial 
likelihood of commercial navigation exists; 

• A high population area, which means an urbanized area—as defined and delineated by 
the Census Bureau—that contains 50,000 or more people and has a population density 
of at least 1,000 people per square mile; 

• Another populated area, which means a place—as defined and delineated by the 
Census Bureau—that contains a concentrated population, such as an incorporated or 
unincorporated city, town, village, or other designated residential or commercial area;  

• An unusually sensitive area (USA) as defined in 49 CFR Part 195.6 (49 CFR 195.450 (1-
4).  

 
A USA is a drinking water or ecological resource areas that are unusually sensitive to 
environmental damage from hazardous liquid pipeline releases. A USA drinking water include: 
 

• Community Water System or a Non-transient Non-community Water System that obtains 
its water supply primarily from a surface water source and does not have an adequate 
alternative drinking water source; 

• The Source Water Protection Area for a Community Water System or a Non-transient 
Non-community Water System that obtains its water supply from a Class I or Class IIA 
aquifer and does not have an adequate alternative drinking water source. 

• The sole source aquifer recharge area where the sole source aquifer is a karst aquifer1 
in nature (49 CFR 195.6 (a)(1-3)). 

 
An USA ecological resource is: 
 

• An area containing a critically imperiled species or ecological community; 
• A multi-species assemblage area; 

                                                 
1   A body of soluble rock that conducts water mainly through a network of tributary conduits. It is formed 

by the dissolution of rock that drains a groundwater basin and discharges into at least one perennial 
spring. The conduits may be partly or completely water filled. 



 
 CALNEV EXPANSION PROJECT 

APPENDIX B: PIPELINE SAFETY 
 

 
 B-11  DRAFT EIS/EIR 

• A migratory waterbird concentration area; 
• An area containing an imperiled species, threatened or endangered species, depleted 

marine mammal species, or an imperiled ecological community where the species or 
community is aquatic, aquatic dependent, or terrestrial with a limited range; or 

• An area containing an imperiled species, threatened or endangered species, depleted 
marine mammal species, or imperiled ecological community where the species or 
community occurrence is considered to be one of the most viable, highest quality, or in 
the best condition, as identified by an Element Occurrence Ranking of A (excellent 
quality) or B (good quality) (49 CFR 195.6 (b)(1-5)). 

 
For pipelines constructed after 2001, the integrity management program must be in place within 
one year of the start of operations. Included in the program, there must be a baseline 
assessment plan that includes: 
 

• Methods selected to assess the integrity of the pipeline; 
• Schedule for completing the integrity assessment; and  
• An explanation of the assessment methods selected and evaluation of risk factors 

considered in establishing the assessment schedule 
 
The baseline assessment must be completed no later than the date when the pipeline begins 
operations. The assessment results may dictate that the operator adopt mitigation or preventive 
measures to protect HCAs from the consequences of pipeline failure. Preventive and mitigation 
measures fall into several different categories – general requirements, risk analysis criteria, and 
leak detection, and emergency flow restricting devices. The general requirements include  
 

• Conducting a risk analysis of the pipeline segment to identify additional actions to 
enhance the protection of the public or environment; 

• Implementing damage prevention best practices; 
• Better monitoring of cathodic protection where corrosion is a concern; 
• Establishing shorter inspection intervals; 
• Installing emergency flow restricting devices on the pipeline segment;  
• Modifying the systems that monitor pressure and detect leaks;  
• Providing additional training to personnel on response procedures; and 
• Conducting drills with local emergency responders and adopting other management 

controls (49 CFR 195.452 (i)(1)). 
 
In order to select additional prevention and mitigation measures, an operator must evaluate the 
likelihood of a pipeline release occurring and how a release could affect the HCA. Relevant risk 
factors could include, but are not limited: 
 

• Terrain surrounding the pipeline; 
• Elevation profile; 
• Characteristics of the product transported; 
• Amount of the product to be released; 
• Possibility of spillage in a farm field following drain tiles into a waterway; 
• Ditches along side of a roadway that a pipeline crosses; 
• Physical support of the pipeline segment; 
• Exposure of the pipeline exceeding established maximum operating pressure (49 CFR 

195.452 (i)(2)(i-viii) 
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In addition the operator must evaluate the capability of its leak detection means and modify if 
necessary to protect HCAs. Operators must consider at a minimum, the length and size of the 
pipeline, the type of product, the pipeline’s proximity to an HCA, the swiftness of leak detection, 
location of nearest response personnel, leak history, and risk assessment results (49 CFR 
195.452 (i)(3)) 
 
If an operator determines that an emergency flow restricting device is needed on a pipeline 
segment to protect a HCA, an operator must install one. To make this determination, the 
operator must consider the swiftness of leak detection and pipeline shutdown capabilities, the 
commodity carried, that leakage rate, the volume that could be released, the topography, the 
potential for ignition, the proximity to power sources, location of the nearest response personnel, 
the terrain between the HCA and the pipeline segment, and the benefits of reducing the spill 
size (49 CFR 195.452 (i)(4)) 
 
To date, the Applicant has not completed these steps and is not obligated to do so; however, 
they have provided some information that is applicable. This information is summarized below. 
Also discussed below are some of the mitigation and preventive measures that the Applicant 
has incorporated into the pipeline design. 

1.4.1 Pipeline Risk Assessment 
 
To date, the Applicant has not completed a pipeline risk assessment or a baseline assessment 
for this new configuration of pipelines and is not legally obligated to do so until the pipeline 
begins operations. The Applicant would have to complete a Pipeline Integrity Management 
Program for the new pipeline by one year after the start of operations. An HCA analysis is a 
necessary component of the Integrity Management Program. The Applicant has a Pipeline 
Integrity Management Programs for the existing 8-inch and 14-inch pipelines and some of this 
information is supplied in their Integrated Contingency Plan. The available information is 
included in the analysis below. 
 
1.4.1.1 Hazard Identification  
 
Table B-8 summarizes the causes of significant incidents on onshore hazardous liquids 
pipelines from 1988 to 2008. The following table identifies corrosion, excavation damage, 
material damage, and other causes as the primary causes of significant incidents. 
 
Table B-8  National Hazardous Liquid Onshore Significant Incident Details  

from 1988 to 2008 
Reported Cause of Incident Number  Percent  

Corrosion  
Corrosion, external 116 3.9%
Corrosion, internal 84 2.8%

Various 479 16.1%

Sub Total 679 22.9%

Excavation Damage 
Operator excavation damage 32 1.0%

Third party excavation damage 91 3.0%
Various 499 16.8%
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Table B-8  National Hazardous Liquid Onshore Significant Incident Details  
from 1988 to 2008 

Reported Cause of Incident Number  Percent  
Subtotal 622 20.9%

Human Error 
Incorrect operation 50 1.6%

Various 157 5.3%

Subtotal 207 6.9%

Material Failure 
Body of pipe 21 0.7%

Butt weld 17 0.5%
Component 41 1.3%

Fillet weld 14 0.4%
Joint 17 0.5%

Malfunction of control/relief equipment 37 1.2%
Pipe seam weld 33 1.1%

Ruptured or leaking seal/pump packing 50 1.6%
Threads stripped, broken pipe coupling 25 0.8%

Various 331 11.1%

Subtotal 586 19.7%

Natural Force Damage 
Earth movement 10 0.3%

Heavy rains/floods 9 0.3%
High winds 2 0.0%

Lightning 18 0.6%
Temperature 10 0.3%

Various 53 1.7%

Subtotal 102 3.4%

Other Outside Force Damage 
Car, truck or other vehicle not related to... 11 0.3%

Fire/explosion as primary cause 5 0.1%
Rupture of previously damaged pipe 8 0.2%

Vandalism 6 0.2%

Subtotal 30 1.0%

All Other \Causes  
Miscellaneous 58 1.9%

Unknown 27 0.9%
Various 567 19.1%

Subtotal 652 21.9%

Totals 2,878 97.0%
 Source: PHMSA 2009d  
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1.4.1.2 Spill Frequency/Volume Analysis 
 
In their existing Pipeline Integrity Management Program study, the Applicant computed the 
maximum potential line drainage between adjacent isolation or check valves factoring in the 
elevation of the pipeline to estimate the total volume that would be release at any point along 
the pipeline and identified the worse case location and worst case discharge amounts. The 
location of worst case discharge for the 8-inch and 14-inch pipeline in California is at Basin 
Road adjacent to Highway I-15 in the vicinity Cronese Dry Lake in the Lower Mojave Desert. 
The worst cast discharge for the 8-inch inch pipeline is 22,437 barrels and for 14-inch pipeline is 
60,636 barrels (Integrated Contingency Pipeline November 2007). 
 
Valves are used to isolate the portion of the line where there is a rupture in order to limit the 
volume of a potential release. 49 CFR 195.260 (a - f) dictates that valves have to be installed on 
hazardous liquid pipelines in the following locations: 
 

• On the suction end and discharge end of a pump station such that the pump station can 
be isolated during an emergency; 

• On each line entering or leaving a breakout storage tank area such that the tank can be 
isolated from other facilities; 

• On each mainline along the pipeline that will minimize damage or pollution from an 
accidental discharge, as appropriate; 

• On each lateral takeoff from a trunk line such that the lateral can be shut off without 
interrupting the flow in the trunkline; 

• On each side of water crossing that is more than 100 feet wide from high water mark to 
high water mark, unless the Administrator finds that the valves are not justified; and 

• On each side of a reservoir that holds water for human consumption. 
 
The Applicant has included the valves listed in Table B-9 in the design of the proposed 16-inch 
pipeline. 
 
Table B-9 Valves Incorporated into the Design of the 16-Inch Pipeline 

Milepost 

Valve 
Identification 

Number Valve Type Location 
Rationale for Valve 

Location 

0.00 Station MOV 
Colton 
Station  

0.21 #1 Gate 
Colton 
Isolation  

2.71 #2 Check North of I-10  

6.00 #3 Check 
South of 
Foothill Blvd  

8.15 #3A Check Rialto Airport  
8.95 #3A (MRV) Check Rialto Airport  
9.14 #4 Gate SR-210  
9.16 #4 (MRV) Gate SR-210  

10.43 #5 Gate 
Lytle Creek 
(South) Lytle Creek Fault 

10.43 #6 Check 
Lytle Creek 
(South) Lytle Creek Fault 

12.51 #7 Gate 
Lytle Creek 
(North) Lytle Creek Fault 
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Table B-9 Valves Incorporated into the Design of the 16-Inch Pipeline 

Milepost 

Valve 
Identification 

Number Valve Type Location 
Rationale for Valve 

Location 

12.51 #8 Check 
Lytle Creek 
(North) Lytle Creek Fault 

12.66 #7 (MRV) Gate 
Lytle Creek 
(North) Lytle Creek Fault 

12.66 #8 (MRV) Check 
Lytle Creek 
(North) Lytle Creek Fault 

16.62 #9 Check Devore Glen Helen Fault 

22.10 #10 Check 
San Andreas 
Fault San Andreas Fault 

25.72 #10A Check 
USFS Fire 
Road  

26.59 Cajon MOV 
Cajon 
Station Cleghorn Southern Fault 

26.59 Cajon Check 
Cajon 
Station Cleghorn Southern Fault 

36.20 #13 MOV 
Aqueduct 
(South)  

46.83 #14 MOV 
Adelanto 
Junction  

52.82 #15 Gate 
Mojave 1 
(South)  

55.69 #16 Gate 
Mojave 1 
(North)  

55.70 #17 Check 
Mojave 1 
(North)  

62.40 #18 Gate 
Helendale 
Fault Helendale Fault 

64.53 #19 Gate Wild Wash Helendale Fault 

75.68 #20 MOV 
Lenwood 
Junction Lenwood Fault 

78.10 #21 Check 
Lenwood 
Fault Lenwood Fault 

80.75 #22 Gate 
Barstow 
Road  

86.51 #23 Gate 
Mojave 2 
(South) Harper Lake Fault 

88.75 #24 Gate 

Barstow 
Terminal 
(Incoming) Harper Lake Fault 

88.78 #25 
Motor operated 
valve (MOV) 

Barstow 
Terminal Harper Lake Fault 

88.80 #26 Gate 

Barstow 
Terminal 
(Outgoing) Harper Lake Fault 

95.90 #27 Gate Calico Fault Calico Fault/Manix Fault 
109.08 #28 Gate Field Road  
117.26 #29 Gate Afton Road  
127.70 #30 Gate Basin Road  
138.40 #31 Gate Zzyzx Road Baker Fault 
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Table B-9 Valves Incorporated into the Design of the 16-Inch Pipeline 

Milepost 

Valve 
Identification 

Number Valve Type Location 
Rationale for Valve 

Location 

146.03 #32 Gate 
Silver Lake 
(Incoming)  

146.04 Silver Lake MOV Silver Lake  
146.07 Silver Lake MOV Silver Lake  

146.08 #33 Gate 
Silver Lake 
(Outgoing)  

146.09 #34 Check 
Silver Lake 
(Outgoing)  

156.04 #35 Check 
Halloran 
Springs  

170.22 #36 Gate Cima Road  
174.52 #37 Check Valley Wells  
185.56 #38 Gate Nipton Road  
185.70 #38 (MRV) Gate Nipton Road  
190.48 #39 Gate Yates Wells  
202.11 #40 Gate Roach Lake  
206.10 #41 Check Pops Oasis  
219.30 #42 MOV Sloan Road  
222.7     

231.93 Sunset Junction MOV 
Sunset 
Junction  

231.94 Sunset Junction Gate 
Sunset 
Junction  

Source: Kinder Morgan 2009 
 
Valves distances vary in the distance between them. The greatest distance between valves 
appears to be approximately 14 miles. The Applicant also has estimated release volumes based 
on pipeline rupture at fault zones and qualitatively estimated the probability of a potential 
pipeline rupture at these fault locations (Table B-10).  
 
Table B-10  Estimate of Release Volumes from a Pipeline Rupture at Fault Zones 

  Milepost (MP) 
(Best Estimate) 

a 

Fault 
Name 

(Segment) 
b, c 

Valve Type 
and 

Approximate 
Location 

(MP) 

Approximate 
Release Volume 

in Barrels d 

Fault Rupture 
Hazard 

Likelihood of 
Pipeline 

Deformation 

10.5 – 12.5 

San 
Gabriel FZ 

Multiple 
strands  

Lytle Creek 
Fault 
(San 

Bernardino) 

Gate and 
Check Valves 

(10.4) 

Gate and 
Check Valves 

(16.6) 

3,100 

High Medium 

13.0 – 14.0  
(13.5) Glen Helen High Medium to High 
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Table B-10  Estimate of Release Volumes from a Pipeline Rupture at Fault Zones 

  Milepost (MP) 
(Best Estimate) 

a 

Fault 
Name 

(Segment) 
b, c 

Valve Type 
and 

Approximate 
Location 

(MP) 

Approximate 
Release Volume 

in Barrels d 

Fault Rupture 
Hazard 

Likelihood of 
Pipeline 

Deformation 

Glen Helen-MRV 
(1.0) High Medium 

20.75 – 21.0 
San 

Bernardino 
(North) Check Valve 

(22.1) 1,300 High High 
21.0 – 22.0 

( 21.4 ) 

San 
Bernardino 

(North) 

23.75 – 25.0 
(24.0,24.3, 24.5) 

Cleghorn 
Southern 

Check Valve 
and MOV at 

Cajon Station 
(26.6) 

2,000 Low Low 

62.5 – 63.0 
( 62.6 ) Helendale 

Gate Valve 
(62.4 and 

64.5) 
6,700 Moderate Low 

77.5 – 78.0 
( 77.85 ) Lenwood 

MOV at 
Lenwood 
Junction 

(75.6) 

Check Valve 
(78.1) 

1,300 Moderate Medium 

85.5 – 87.0 Harper 
Lake 

Gate Valve 
(86.5) 

MOV and 
Gate Valves 
at Barstow 
Terminal 

(88.7) 

8,900 Low Low 

96.0 – 96.6 
( 96.3 ) Calico Gate Valve 

(95.8) 5,000 Moderate Medium 

99.0 – 100.0  
(western 

segment- 99.1 ) 
central segment 
is ~1.3-mi SE of 

MP 109 

Manix  
(3 

segments) 

Gate Valve 
(95.8) 8,300 Low Low 

141.0 – 142.0 Baker Gate Valve 
(138.4) 11,500 Very Low Very Low 

(231.5 – 231.8) 
(233.4 – 233.5) 

Decatur 
and Valley 

View 

Henderson 
MOV (222.7) 6,300 Very Low Very Low 

Source: URS 2009 
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Notes:  
Check valves prevent backflow. MOV=Motor-operated valve. 
a Fault crossing preferred alignment approximately located using 1:24,000 map scale. 
b USGS, Earthquakes Hazards Program / Quaternary Fault and Fold Database.  
e Morton, M Douglas and Fred K. Miller, (2003) Preliminary geologic map of the San Bernardino 30' x 60' quadrangle, California. USGS. Website: 
http://geopubs.wr.usgs.gov/open-file/03-293 
d One barrel equals 42 gallons. Volumes based on pumps shutting off within 5 minutes after a major earthquake. 
 
Table B-9 indicates that valves have been placed on either side of a fault. Additional mitigation 
and preventive measures, such as valves, may be necessary based on the HCA analysis, 
discussed above, that would not be completed until the pipeline is scheduled to begin 
operations. 
 
Sites with known or suspected shallow contaminated soil or groundwater located within 500 feet 
of the center of the ROW and are listed Table B-11. 
 

http://geopubs.wr.usgs.gov/open-file/03-293
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Table B-11  Sites with Potential Shallow Contaminated Soil or Groundwater Within 
 500 Feet of the Center of the ROW 
Site  Location Milepost  Database Issue 

Chevron Tank 
Farm 

2297 S. Riverside 
Ave., Colton, CA 

0 and 1 UST, RCRA-
SQG, Permits 
San Bernardino 

Contaminated groundwater 

Yermo Truck 
Stop/Groundwater 

39753 Yermo Rd, 
Yermo, CA 

0 and 1 BEP Inactive service station 
facility with a chronic fuel 
leakage; may have 
contributed to nearby 
groundwater contamination; 
may have been delisted 
from BEP 

Mobil Facility  
#04-086  
Colton Terrace  

2305 South 
Riverside Ave, 
Bloomington, CA 

0 and 1 LUST, HAZNET, 
RCRA-SQG, 
UST, EMI, 
FINDS 

Gasoline release affecting a 
drinking water aquifer, 
cleanup action in 1999 

Union Pacific 
Railroad- Niland 

19100 Slover Ave, 
Bloomington, CA 

1 and 2 Ca-SLIC, 
HAZNET, ERNS, 
ENVIROSTOR, 
CHMIRS, 
HMIRS, Permits 
San Bernardino 

Releases of hazardous 
materials including the 
release of diesel, sulfuric 
acid, methanol unidentified 
releases from a leaking and 
smoking tank car, and other 
reports of releases of oil, 
ethanol, asphalt, liquid 
propane gas, sulfuric acid, 
sulfonic acid, sodium 
hydroxide, phosphoric acid 
and others in the rail yard.  

Rialto Unified 
School District 

625 West Rialto 
Ave, Rialto, CA 

5 and 6 CORTESE, 
Orphan 
Summary 

NA 

Shell Service 
Station 

684 Foothill Blvd, 
Rialto, Ca 

6 CORTESE NA 

West San 
Bernardino County 
Water District 

855 Baseline 
West, Rialto, CA 

7 UST, Orphan – 
LUST 

NA 

Cactus Dump E ½, NE ¼ of 
Section 3 T1S, 
R5W in Rialto, CA 

7 and 8 
on a 
MRV 

SWIS, SWLF Closed solid waste facility 

ETF Explosives 
Technologies 
International 

2900 Tamarind 
Ave., Rialto, CA 

8 SLIC Near Mid-Valley Sanitary 
Landfill 

Mid Valley Sanitary 
Landfill and 
Northeast 
Expansion 

2390 North Adler 
Ave., Rialto, CA 

9, 10 SWIS, SWLF, 
SLIC 

Permitted solid waste 
landfill that accepts 
construction/demolition, 
industrial, mixed, municipal 
waste and tires; 
Investigations underway 
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Table B-11  Sites with Potential Shallow Contaminated Soil or Groundwater Within 
 500 Feet of the Center of the ROW 
Site  Location Milepost  Database Issue 

American 
Promotional Events 

3196 North Locust, 
Rialto, CA 

10 on a 
MRV 

CERCLIS, SLIC, 
HAZNET, RCRA-
SQG, USTs, 
FINDS, ERNS 

160 acre site on the Rialto-
Colton Plume. A 2006 
preliminary assessment/site 
inspection concluded that 
the site be considered a low 
priority for further 
assessment 

Denova 
Environmental, Inc. 

2824 North Locust 
Ave. Rialto, CA 

10 on a 
MRV 

LIENS, FTTS, 
Historical FTTS, 
FINDS, ICIS, 
HAZNET, 
Permits San 
Bernardino 

An inactive facility. NFRAP 
as of 2006 following an 
integrated removal 
assessment; mixing of 
incompatible chemicals in a 
trailer causing a fire for 
which the fire department 
responded and allowed the 
fire to burn out. The 
chemicals were reported as 
thermally degraded and no 
water was used to put out 
the fire. 

March Pipe 
Company 

2750 N. Locust St. 
Rialto, CA 

10 on a 
MRV 

RWQCB WIP, 
FID, UST, San 
Bernardino 
database, 
HAZNET 

Active facility 

Cajon Landfill Institution Road at 
Canon Blvd, San 
Bernardino, CA 

12 on a 
MRV 

CERCLIS, 
FINDS 

Part of a NPL site; A 1990 
preliminary assessment 
concluded the site was 
“higher priority for further 
assessment.”  
 

Camp Ono I-215 north of 
University 
Parkway, San 
Bernardino, CA 

15 on a 
MRV 

CERCLIS, 
FINDS 

A 1990 preliminary 
assessment concluded the 
site was “higher priority for 
further assessment.”  
 

Devore Landfill T2N, R5W, 
Section 33, San 
Bernardino, CA 

15 and 
16 

SWIS, SWLF Closed solid waste disposal 
site listed with a pre-
regulation status 

Soil Treatment 
Devore 

2590 Glen Helen 
Rd, Devore, CA 

15 WMUDS/SWAT Contaminated soil.  

Devore Forest Fire 
Station 

18365 Cajon Blvd, 
Devore, CA 

21 WMUDS/SWAT NA 

Circle K/Unocal 8324 Hwy 138, 
Phelan, CA 

25 LUST MTBE was reported to have 
affected a drinking water 
aquifer and a preliminary 
site assessment workplan 
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Table B-11  Sites with Potential Shallow Contaminated Soil or Groundwater Within 
 500 Feet of the Center of the ROW 
Site  Location Milepost  Database Issue 

was reported as submitted 
in February 2001.  

George Air Force 
Base 

Near SR 395, east 
of Adelanto, CA 

46 and 
53 

NPL, CERCLIS, 
CORRACTS, 
DOD, EIC, 
RCRA-TSD 

Trichloroethene 
contaminated groundwater, 
depth to groundwater 
unknown. 

Unnamed landfill 
facility 

Adelanto, CA 48 SWIS, SWLF, 
CHMIRS 

Landfill with petroleum 
releases that affected a 
waterway 

Barstow Marine 
Corp Logistic Base  

Barstow, CA 83 and 
91 

DOD, Envirostor, 
active Federal 
Superfund site 

Contaminated groundwater, 
remedial action is occurring 
under EPA. This site has 
the potential for shallow 
groundwater. See also 
explanation below. 

Yermo Class III 
Landfill, Nebo 
Industrial WTF, 
Yermo WTF 

Barstow, CA 83 and 
91 

WMUDS/SWAT Orphan site 

Calnev 34277 Daggett-
Yermo Rd, 
Daggett, CA 

88 and 
89 

SLIC Active Case 

Waterloo, and 
Oriental mines.   

 Near MP 
88.5 

 Potentially contaminated 
mill waste 

Baker General 
Store 

71780 Baker Blvd. 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

LUST Oxygenated volatile organic 
compounds (VOCs) were 
reported to have affected a 
drinking water aquifer. 

Pikes Mobile 71927 Baker Blvd, 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

LUST The oxygenated VOC 
methyl-tert butyl ether 
(MTBE) was reported to 
have affected a drinking 
water aquifer. Both 
remedial action/cleanup 
and post remedial action 
monitoring were reported 
as of October 2003.  

Arco#5010 72058 Baker Blvd, 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

LUST MTBE was reported to have 
affected a drinking water 
aquifer and remedial 
action/cleanup was 
reported as underway as of 
June 1999.  

Chevron #9-9879 72063 Baker Blvd, 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

LUST, 
CORTESE, 
RCRA-SQG, 

MTBE was reported to have 
affected a drinking water 
aquifer which is addressed 
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Table B-11  Sites with Potential Shallow Contaminated Soil or Groundwater Within 
 500 Feet of the Center of the ROW 
Site  Location Milepost  Database Issue 

HAZNET, 
Permits San 
Bernardino and 
UST 

by a vapor extraction 
remediation plan November 
2001. 
 

Arco Station 5951 72111 Baker Blvd, 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

LUST, 
CORTESE, 
HAZNET, UST 

MTBE was reported to have 
affected a drinking water 
aquifer and remedial 
action/cleanup was 
reported as underway as of 
November 2001.  

Unocal Station 72137 Baker Blvd, 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

LUST MTBE was reported to have 
affected a drinking water 
aquifer and a pollution 
characterization was 
reported as reviewed in 
May 2002.  
 

Former Xcel 
Station 

72307 Baker Blvd, 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

LUST, UST Gasoline was reported to 
have affected a drinking 
water aquifer. A preliminary 
site assessment workplan 
was submitted in December 
2002.  
 

Bronco Station 
(Former)* 

72074 Baker Blvd, 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

CORTESE Release from UST - in the 
same area as MTBE has 
affected a drinking water 
aquifer. 

Texaco Station 72132 Baker Blvd, 
Baker, CA 

MRV 
near MP 
144 

CORTESE, 
HAZNET, UST 

Release from UST - in the 
same area as MTBE has 
affected a drinking water 
aquifer. 

Caltrans-Halloran Route 15 147 WMUDS/SWAT, 
Orphan 

NA 
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Table B-11  Sites with Potential Shallow Contaminated Soil or Groundwater Within 
 500 Feet of the Center of the ROW 
Site  Location Milepost  Database Issue 

Chevron Mining, 
Inc. – Mountain 
Pass Mine 

67750 Bailey Rd, 
Mountain Pass, 
CA 

180 CORRACTS, 
WMUDS/ SWAT, 
landfill, NPDES, 
CHMIRS, LUST, 
FINDS, EMI, 
UST, AST, 
RCRA-SQG 

An industrial facility that 
treats and/or disposes of 
liquid or semisolid wastes 
from any servicing, 
producing, manufacturing 
or processing operation of 
whatever nature and is 
designated Category C as 
having no waste treatment 
system. The facility is 
considered a minor threat 
to water quality. The site 
was assigned a medium 
corrective action priority. 
Numerous written informal 
and general violations were 
reported. Multiple facilities 
associated with this site 
include a solid waste 
disposal site and 
evaporation pond facility. 
Releases of lanthanum 
product/water, wastewater, 
nitric acid, and other 
releases  

Jean Mill 
Concentrate 

Jean, Nevada 208 NDEP BCA Lead may be encountered 
in surface or near surface 
soils adjacent to the 
railroad tracks along the 
ROW  

Former D&G Oil 
Facility 

6179 Las Vegas 
Boulevard Las 
Vegas, Nevada 

MRV 
near MP 
232 

LUST, HWS, 
historic and 
active USTs 

Confirmed release of 
gasoline affecting soil and 
groundwater. Investigation 
of a release of gasoline 
affecting soil was closed in 
February 2004.  
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Table B-11  Sites with Potential Shallow Contaminated Soil or Groundwater Within 
 500 Feet of the Center of the ROW 
Site  Location Milepost  Database Issue 

Calnev Pipeline 
Bracken 

 233 NDEP BCA Confirmed release of jet 
fuel/aviation gasoline and 
jet A that has affected soil 
and groundwater. The case 
status is open 

Database Names: 
AST: Aboveground Storage Tank 
BEP: Bond Expenditure Plan 
Ca-SLIC: California Spill, Leak, Investigation, and Cleanup Sites 
CERCLIS: Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Information System 
CHMIRS: California Hazardous Material Incident Report System 
CORRACTS: Corrective Action Report 
CORTESE: Cortese list of identified hazardous waste and 
substance sites 
DOD: Department of Defense  
EIC - Engineering and Institutional Controls 
EMI: Emissions Inventory Database 
ENVIROSTOR: Formerly the Calsites Database 
ERNS: Emergency Response Notification System 
FID: Facility Inventory Database 
FINDS: Facility Index System/Facility Registry System  
FTTS: FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System 
HAZNET: California Environmental Protection Agency HAZNET 
Facility and Manifest Database 
Historical FTTS: Historical FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System 
HWS: Hazardous Waste Site 
LUST: Leaking Underground Storage Tank  

LIENS: Federal Superfund Liens 
NA: Not Available 
NDEP BCA: Nevada Department of 
Environmental Protection Bureau of Corrective 
Action 
NPDES: National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System 
NPL: National Priorities List 
Orphan: Exact location unknown 
RCRA-SQG: Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act: Small Quantity Generator 
RCRA-TSD - Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act list of facilities that transport, 
store, and/or dispose 
ROW: Right of Way  
RWQCB: Regional Water Quality Control Board 
SLIC - Spill, Leak, Investigation, and Cleanup 
Sites 
SWIS: Solid Waste Inventory Sites 
SWLF: Solid Waste Landfills 
TSCA: Toxic Substance Control Act 
UST: Underground Storage Tanks 
WIP: Well Investigation Program Case List 
WMUDS/SWAT: Waste Management Unit 
Databases/Solid Waste Assessment Test 
 

Source: URS Corporation 2008 
 
1.4.1.3 Consequence Analysis 
 
Multiple factors would influence the potential impact of spill or release. These include the 
location of the spill, the commodity spilled, the volume of the spill, the receptors, weather 
conditions, water levels. 
 
In general, a release from a hazardous liquid pipeline can result in liquid flowing off the ROW to 
another location. The liquid can pool or follow the topography of the surrounding area. The rate 
of release from a leak depends on the pressure that is generated as long as pumping continues. 
For a rupture, the release rate depends on the bulk flow rate while pumping continues. The size 
of the pool that forms depends on the rate of release, the duration of the release, the rate of soil 
absorption, and the rate of evaporation. Once a release is detected, either the operator shuts off 
the pumps at the pump station and/or close block valves on either side of the release location. 
After this is done, liquids can still be released if there is an elevation gradient by which the liquid 
can drain from the pipeline. Another consideration from liquid releases is that there is a potential 
for fire and explosions. The impacts of each depend on the surface area of the pool that is 
formed (URS 2007).  
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To date, the Applicant has not performed a pipeline risk assessment and is not required to 
complete one until they begin operations. Potential consequences include leaks, ruptures, or 
failure in which different quantities of petroleum products would be released.  

1.4.2 Applicant Safety Features that Would be Incorporated into the 
Design, Operation, and Maintenance of the Proposed Project 
 
This section describes the safety features that would be used for each step of the proposed 
Project from construction to operations and maintenance. The information is derived from the 
Applicant’s SF299. 
 
General precautions that the Applicant takes in planning pipeline routes is to avoid the use of 
railroad ROWs and bury pipelines with 4 feet of cover. 49 CFR 195.248 requires 3 feet of cover 
in industrial, commercial, and residential areas. The Applicant currently uses an active ROW 
defense program.  
 
1.4.2.1 Construction of the Proposed Project 
 
During construction, the Applicant plans to incorporate the following measures into to ensure the 
integrity of the pipeline. 
 
Welding 
All field welding would be performed by qualified welders in accordance with American 
Petroleum Institute (API) 1104 (Standard for Welding Pipe Lines and Related Facilities) as well 
as the rules and regulations of the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) found in the 49 
CFR 195. 49 CFR 195 requires that 10 percent of welds be radiographically inspected; Calnev 
would exceed this requirement by inspecting 100 percent of welds on the pipeline portion of the 
proposed Project. Radiographs would be recorded and interpreted for acceptability according to 
requirements of API 1104. All rejected welds would be repaired or replaced as necessary and 
again radiographed. The x-ray reports as well as a record indicating the location of welds would 
be kept for the life of the pipeline. As a safety precaution, a minimum of one 20-pound dry 
chemical unit fire extinguisher would accompany each welding truck on the job. 
 
Pipeline Coating 

To protect the pipe from corrosion, state-of-the-industry pipeline coating would be applied at a 
qualified facility before pipe delivery to the construction site. Where welds are made to join pipe 
sections, field coating would be necessary to provide a continuous coating along the pipeline. 
After the pipe has been welded and radiographically inspected, heat shrink polyethylene 
sleeves, polyken tape and tape primer, or other appropriate coating material would be used to 
coat the welds.  
 
A detection test would be conducted to locate any coating discontinuities that could permit 
moisture to reach the pipe. A holiday2 detector would test for these discontinuities by developing 
an electrical potential between the pipe and an electrode on the coating exterior or ground. All 
coated pipe, including field joints, fittings, and bends, would be tested and repaired as 
necessary before backfilling.  
 

 
2 Holidays are inadequately coated areas or segments of pipeline. 
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Hydrostatic Testing 

In addition to standard mill testing of all pipe and fittings, hydrostatic testing would be performed 
after construction and before startup as mandated by Federal regulations (49 CFR 195) for all 
new petroleum pipelines. A hydrostatic test involves filling a test section of the pipeline with 
fresh water and increasing pressure to a predetermined level. This pressure level would be at 
least 1.25 times the pipeline maximum operating pressure or up to 90 percent of the specified 
minimum yield strength of the pipe. This test is designed to prove that the pipe, fittings, and 
weld sections would maintain mechanical integrity without failure or leakage under pressure.  
 
As with x-ray reports of welding locations, permanent records would be kept of each eight-hour 
hydrostatic test. The records would contain the exact location of the test segment, the elevation 
profile, a description of the facility, and continuous pressure and temperature of the line 
throughout the test. Deadweight testers would be used to verify the accuracy of pressure-
recording devices and charts during the test, as required by 49 CFR 195. 
 
Pipeline Marking 
At the time of backfilling, a colored warning tape would be buried from approximately 18 inches 
above the pipeline and extending to the ground surface to indicate the presence of a buried 
pipeline to third-party excavators. 
 
1.4.2.2 Operation of the Proposed Project 
 
Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) System 
Kinder Morgan currently monitors the Calnev pipeline system with a Supervisory Control and 
Data Acquisition (SCADA) System. The SCADA system is a computer system that gathers and 
analyzes real-time system operation 24-hours a day. The safety system that would be used for 
the proposed Project is based on the current SCADA System.  
 
Pumps used to move product through the pipeline would be equipped with various safety 
devices that measure pressure, electrical current, and temperature to assure reliable and safe 
operation of the pumps. The pipeline would be protected by pressure control valves as well as 
pressure measuring devices. The safety system would maintain communications and system 
control by sending instructions to and receiving information from Programmable Logic 
Controllers located at interval along the proposed Project route. The computerized system 
would continuously gather operational data from critical sources throughout the system and 
automatically adjust the pressure and flow rate of the pipeline to provide for safe operation of 
the system. 
 
Pipeline Leak Detection System  
The pipeline leak detection system would perform computerized surveillance of volumetric line 
balance, flow deviation and pressure deviation. Line balance calculations would continuously 
compare the product metered in and out at various stations. All shipping pumps would be 
equipped with maximum and minimum shut down devices. These devices would automatically 
shut down the pipeline in case of a substantial pressure anomaly. The line balance system 
would be designed to both detect leaks and alert monitors in the event of possible leaks. 
 
The “One Call” System  
Once in operation, Calnev would also adopt a “one call” system. This system provides a single 
toll-free number for contractors and individuals to call before digging in the vicinity of the 
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pipeline. This is in addition to the warning tape with the pipeline name that would be buried 
approximately 18 inches above the pipeline. 
 
Emergency Response 
For the existing pipeline system, an Oil Spill Response Plan (OSRP) has been approved by 
appropriate federal, state, and local agencies (including Department of Fish and Game, Office of 
Spill Prevention and Response). An OSRP is required under California state and federal 
regulations (SB 2040 and 40 CFR 300, the Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan). 
The Applicant also has an Emergency Plan that specifies measures to be taken in emergency 
scenarios. These documents identify the responsible parties for incident command and the 
supporting organizations/agencies. Normally, the fire department commanders remain the 
incident commander until relieved by other authorities legally required to assume responsibility 
for the incident. Both documents, the OSRP and Emergency Plan, would have to be updated to 
include contingencies for the proposed pipeline. 
 
Currently pump stations have fire fighting and other emergency equipment. This equipment 
includes carbon dioxide and/or halon fire extinguishers inside the control rooms for electrical 
fires around panels and switchgear. Dry powder fire extinguishers are located in the station yard 
for hydrocarbon fires. Fire suppressant foaming agents (ATC concentrate) and related foam 
generation equipment are located onsite or readily available. Emergency call lists are posted at 
all stations. 
 
A regional spill response cooperative currently serves as the emergency response contractor 
with primary responsibility for containment, cleanup, and health and safety. The OSRP includes 
a list of third-party contractors that would provide manpower and equipment such as vacuum 
trucks, boats, oil skimmers, absorbent and skirted booms, dump trucks, portable tanks, 
absorbent materials, dispersants, steam cleaners, hydroblasters, cranes, and forklifts. Current 
operations personnel of the proposed Project are trained in the Incident Command System and 
oil spill containment and cleanup procedures. Under the current plans, local emergency 
response providers would be notified to assist in traffic control, evacuations of homes or 
businesses, crowd control, ambulance and hospital services, and backup fire protection 
services. 
 
1.4.2.3 Maintenance of the Proposed Project 
 
Pigging, Anomaly Excavation, and Repair 
Pigs or scrapers are devices inserted into the pipeline at launching points and retrieved at 
receiving points called scraper traps. Pigs are used to clean and inspect the pipeline. “Smart” 
pigs are devices used to inspect and record the condition of the pipe. Smart pigs detect where 
corrosion or other damage has affected the pipeline wall’s thickness or shape.  
 
The proposed Project would use smart pigs throughout the line to test and monitor pipeline 
integrity in accordance with DOT standards. If the smart pig detects an anomaly in the pipeline 
during routine testing, crews would be deployed to the site to excavate the potentially 
compromised section(s) of pipeline. Crews would inspect the pipe, and product shipment would 
cease before pipeline is emptied in subject areas and then repaired. 
 
Inspections and Testing 
In accordance with DOT requirements (49 CFR 195), the proposed Project would be visually 
inspected by line rider patrol, at a minimum of two times a week, for third-party construction or 
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other factors that might threaten the integrity of the pipeline. Inspection of highway, utility, and 
pipeline crossing locations would be conducted in accordance with state and federal 
regulations. 
 
Pipe protection level would be inspected annually at all test locations, quarterly at control points, 
and more than four times a year at cathodic protection systems to ensure corrosion control. 
Hydrostatic testing during pipeline operation would be conducted as required by DOT. Block 
valves would be cycled and inspected twice annually (49 CFR 195.420). 

1.5 Summary  
 
This analysis indicates that pipeline leaks and ruptures do occur. The causes vary, but are 
predictable, given the history of pipeline incidents. When an incident occurs, the consequences 
vary according to the size of the leak or rupture, the cause, the location, and the liquid being 
transported. The history of pipeline incidents in California and Nevada suggest that several 
pipeline incidents occur annually. The Applicant has incorporated numerous safety and 
mitigation features into the pipeline design to decrease the potential for an incident and the 
adverse effects if an incident were to occur. Despite these safety features and operations 
monitoring and preparedness, a pipeline incident could occur and its effects could be significant.  
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Appendix C - Part I 
Construction Emission Calculations 

Calnev Expansion Project 

Table No. Title 

Table 1 Construction Spread and Spread Information 

Table 2 Summary of Total Construction Emissions 

Table 3 Summary of Daily Construction Emissions - SCAB 

Table 4 Summary of Total Construction Emissions - SCAB 

Table 5 Summary of Daily Construction Emissions - MDAB 

Table 6 Summary of Total Construction Emissions - MDAB (Portion Inside Western Mojave Desert Ozone NAA) 

Table 7 Summary of Total Construction Emissions - MDAB (Portion Outside Western Mojave Desert Ozone NAA) 

Table 8 Summary of Total Construction Emissions - MDAB (All Areas) 

Table 9 Summary of Daily Construction Emissions - Clark County, NV 

Table 10 Summary of Total Construction Emissions - Clark Co., NV (Portion in HAs 164A, 164B, and 165) 

Table 11 Summary of Total Construction Emissions - Clark Co., NV (Portion in HA 212) 

Table 12 Summary of Total Construction Emissions - Clark Co., NV (All Areas) 

Table 13 Non-Road Equipment - Mainline Spreads Nos. 1 and 2 

Table 14 Non-Road Equipment - Street Work Spreads Nos. 1, 2, and 3 

Table 15 Non-Road Equipment - Hammer Bore and Auger Bore Crews 

Table 16 Non-Road Equipment - HDD Crews and Station Crews 

Table 17 Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors 

Table 18 Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - Mainline Spread Nos. 1 and 2 

Table 19 Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - Street Work Spread Nos. 1, 2, and 3 

Table 20 Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - Hammer Bore and Auger Bore Crews 

Table 21 Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - HDD and Station Work Crews 

Table 22 On-Road Vehicles - Mainline and Street Work Spreads 

Table 23 On-Road Vehicles - Hammer Bore and Auger Bore Crews 

Table 24 On-Road Vehicles - HDD and Station Crews 

Table 25 On-Road Vehicle Exhaust Emission Factors 

Table 26 Emissions for On-Road Vehicles 

Table 27 Fugitve Dust Emissions - Construction Sites 

Table 28 Fugitive Dust Emission Factors - Roads 

Table 29 Fugitive Dust Emissions for Roads 



Table 1
	

Construction Spread and Spread Information
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Spread / Crew Description of Work 

Work Duration No. of 
Personnel Work Location(s) Air Basin Area 

Work Distribution by 
Air BasinaMonths Weeks Days 

Mainline Spread No. 1 Pipeline Installation - cross country/off-road 8 33 198 110 MP 29 to MP 58 MDAB Western Mojave Ozone NAA 100% 

Mainline Spread No. 2 Pipeline Installation - cross country/off-road 8 33 198 200 MP 58 to MP 135 MDAB Western Mojave Ozone NAA 45% 

MP 135 to MP 195 MDAB - 35% 

MP 195 to MP 217 Clark Co., NV HAs 164A, 164B, 165 13% 

MP 217 to MP 228 Clark Co., NV HA 212 7% 

Street Work Spread No. 1 Roadway 8 33 198 75 MP 0 to MP 11 SCAB - 100% 

Street Work Spread No. 2 Roadway 8 33 198 75 MP 11 to MP 23 SCAB - 67% 

MP 23 to MP 29 MDAB Western Mojave Ozone NAA 33% 

Street Work Spread No. 3 Roadway 8 33 198 75 MP 228 to MP 233 Clark Co., NV HA 212 100% 

Hammer Bore Crew Water, railroad and highway crossings 7 28 168 10 Various SCAB - 33% 

MDAB Western Mojave Ozone NAA 25% 

MDAB - 25% 

Clark Co., NV HAs 164A, 164B, 165 10% 

Clark Co., NV HA 212 7% 

Auger Bore Crew Water, railroad and highway crossings 7 28 168 15 Various SCAB - 33% 

MDAB Western Mojave Ozone NAA 25% 

MDAB - 25% 

Clark Co., NV HAs 164A, 164B, 165 10% 

Clark Co., NV HA 212 7% 

HDD Crew No. 1 Water, railroad and highway crossings 7 28 168 14 Various SCAB - 100% 

HDD Crew No. 2 Water, railroad and highway crossings 7 28 168 14 Various MDAB Western Mojave Ozone NAA 100% 

HDD Crew No. 3 Water, railroad and highway crossings 7 28 168 14 Various MDAB Western Mojave Ozone NAA 50% 

Clark Co., NV HA 212 50% 

Station Work Crew No. 1 Station upgrades 4 16 92 20 Colton SCAB - 20% 

Cajon Pass, Adelanto, Lenwood, Barstow, Yermo MDAB Western Mojave Ozone NAA 80% 

Station Work Crew No. 2 Station upgrades 4 16 92 20 Baker, Silver Lake, Cima MDAB - 50% 

Sunrise, Bracken, McCarran, and Las Vegas Clark Co., NV HA 212 50% 

Key:
 

MDAB = Mojave Desert Air Basin (San Bernardino County, California)
 

SCAB = South Coast Air Basin (San Bernardino County, California)
 

HDD = Horizontal Directional Drilling
 

Notes:
 

a Estimations based on current Project Description information
 



Table 2
	

Summary of Total Construction Emissions
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Location Sub-Region 

Emissions 
(tons) 

GHG Emissions 
(metric tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 Total CO2e 

SCAB - 11 47 90 0.11 38 8 9,616 0.8 9,634 

MDAB 

Inside Western 

Mojave Ozone NAA 
28 112 230 0.27 131 23 23,064 2.1 23,112 

Outside Western 

Mojave Ozone NAA 
5.9 24 48 0.055 27 4.9 4,647 0.45 4,657 

Subtotal 33 136 277 0.32 159 28 27,711 2.5 27,770 

Clark County, NV 

HAs 164A, 164B, and 

165 
2.0 8.2 16 0.019 10 1.7 1,593 0.15 1,596 

HA 212 7.5 32 61 0.074 26 5.3 6,415 0.56 6,428 

Subtotal 10 40 77 0.093 36 7.0 8,008 0.71 8,025 

TOTAL 54 222 445 0.53 232 43 45,335 4.0 45,428 



Table 3
	

Summary of Daily Construction Emissions - SCAB
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(lbs/day) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

Street Work Spread No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 40 136 302 0.34 16 16 

On Road Vehicles 14 95 106 0.15 3.9 3.3 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 15 3.2 

Roads - - - - 115 12 

Subtotal 53 231 408 0.49 150 34 
Street Work Spread No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 40 136 302 0.34 16 16 

On Road Vehicles 14 95 106 0.15 3.9 3.3 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 15 3.2 

Roads - - - - 115 12 

Subtotal 53 231 408 0.49 150 34 
Hammer Bore Crew Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 5.9 21 61 0.068 2.2 2.2 

On Road Vehicles 1.2 8.3 9.3 0.013 0.34 0.29 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 33 3.3 

Subtotal 7.1 29 70 0.081 45 7.9 
Auger Bore Crew Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 8.8 37 73 0.085 3.5 3.5 

On Road Vehicles 0.9 6.6 7.4 0.011 0.27 0.23 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 28 2.8 

Subtotal 10 43 80 0.10 42 8.7 
HDD Crew No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 30 106 318 0.41 12 12 

On Road Vehicles 6.8 47 53 0.076 2.0 1.7 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 187 19 

Subtotal 37 154 371 0.49 211 34 
Station Work Crew No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 28 85 183 0.22 9.8 9.8 

On Road Vehicles 2.3 16 18 0.026 0.66 0.57 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 26 2.7 

Subtotal 30 101 201 0.24 47 15 

TOTAL 190 789 1,538 1.9 644 135 



Table 4
	

Summary of Total Construction Emissions - SCAB
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions GHG Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(tons) (metric tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 Total CO2e 
Street Work Spread No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 3.5 12 27 0.030 1.4 1.4 2,503 0.28 2,509 

On Road Vehicles 1.1 8.0 9.0 0.013 0.33 0.28 1,186 0.050 1,187 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.9 0.19 - - -

Roads - - - - 9.7 1.0 - - -

Subtotal 4.6 20 36 0.043 12 2.9 3,689 0.33 3,696 
Street Work Spread No. 21 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 2.3 8.0 18 0.020 0.95 0.95 1,677 0.19 1,681 

On Road Vehicles 0.8 5.4 6.0 0.009 0.22 0.19 794.6 0.03 795 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.6 0.13 - - -

Roads - - - - 6.5 0.67 - - -

Subtotal 3.1 13 24 0.029 8.3 1.9 2,471 0.22 2,477 
Hammer Bore Crew2 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.13 0.47 1.4 0.0015 0.051 0.051 139 0.011 139 

On Road Vehicles 0.033 0.23 0.26 0.00037 0.010 0.0081 34 0.0014 34 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.16 0.034 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.91 0.09 - - -

Subtotal 0.17 0.70 1.6 0.0019 1.1 0.18 173 0.012 173 
Auger Bore Crew3 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.20 0.84 1.7 0.0019 0.081 0.081 160 0.016 160 

On Road Vehicles 0.026 0.18 0.20 0.00029 0.0076 0.0065 27 0.0011 27 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.16 0.034 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.77 0.078 - - -

Subtotal 0.23 1.0 1.9 0.0022 1.0 0.20 187 0.017 187 
HDD Crew No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 2.1 7.4 22 0.028 0.80 0.80 2,462 0.17 2,466 

On Road Vehicles 0.47 3.3 3.7 0.0053 0.14 0.12 482 0.020 483 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.5 0.10 - - -

Roads - - - - 13 1.3 - - -

Subtotal 2.5 11 26 0.034 14 2.3 2,944 0.19 2,949 
Station Work Crew No. 14 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.20 0.61 1.3 0.0016 0.070 0.070 133 0.016 133 

On Road Vehicles 0.018 0.13 0.14 0.00021 0.0053 0.0045 19 0.00080 19 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.06 0.012 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.22 0.022 - - -

Subtotal 0.22 0.74 1.5 0.0018 0.35 0.11 152 0.017 152 

TOTAL 11 47 90 0.11 38 7.6 9,616 0.79 9,634 
Notes: 

1. Emissions in SCAB based on 67% of total emissions for Street Work Spread No. 2. 

2. Emissions in SCAB based on 33% of total emissions for Hammer Bore Crew. 

3. Emissions in SCAB based on 33% of total emissions for Auger Bore Crew. 

3. Emissions in SCAB based on 20% of total emissions for Station Work Crew No. 1. 



Table 5
	

Summary of Daily Construction Emissions - MDAB
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(lbs/day) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

Mainline Spread No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 144 513 1,195 1.3 58 58 

On Road Vehicles 25 175 196 0.28 7.3 6.2 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 60 13 

Roads - - - - 693 70 

Subtotal 169 689 1,392 1.58 819 146 
Mainline Spread No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 144 513 1,195 1.3 58 58 

On Road Vehicles 25 175 196 0.28 7.3 6.2 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 60 13 

Roads - - - - 693 70 

Subtotal 169 689 1,392 1.6 819 146 
Street Work Spread No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 40 136 302 0.34 16 16 

On Road Vehicles 14 95 106 0.15 3.9 3.3 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 15 3.2 

Roads - - - - 115 12 

Subtotal 53 231 408 0.49 150 34 
Hammer Bore Crew Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 5.9 21 61 0.068 2.2 2.2 

On Road Vehicles 1.2 8.3 9.3 0.013 0.34 0.29 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 33 3.3 

Subtotal 7.1 29 70 0.081 45 7.9 
Auger Bore Crew Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 8.8 37 73 0.085 3.5 3.5 

On Road Vehicles 0.9 6.6 7.4 0.011 0.27 0.23 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 28 3 

Subtotal 10 43 80 0.10 42 9 
HDD Crew No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 30 106 318 0.41 12 12 

On Road Vehicles 6.8 47 53 0.076 2.0 1.7 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 187 19 

Subtotal 37 154 371 0.49 211 34 
HDD Crew No. 3 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 30 106 318 0.41 12 12 

On Road Vehicles 6.8 47 53 0.076 2.0 1.7 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 187 19 

Subtotal 37 154 371 0.49 211 34 
Station Work Crew No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 28 85 183 0.22 9.8 9.8 

On Road Vehicles 2.3 16 18 0.026 0.66 0.57 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 26 2.7 

Subtotal 30 101 201 0.24 47 15 
Station Work Crew No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 28 85 183 0.22 9.8 9.8 

On Road Vehicles 2.3 16 18 0.026 0.66 0.57 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 26 2.7 

Subtotal 30 101 201 0.24 47 15 

TOTAL 540 2,190 4,486 5.3 2,389 442 



Table 6
	

Summary of Total Construction Emissions - MDAB (Portion Inside Western Mojave Desert Ozone NAA)
	
Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions GHG Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(tons) (metric tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 Total CO2e 
Mainline Spread No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 12 43 100 0.1 4.9 4.9 9,116 1.0 9,140 

On Road Vehicles 2.2 16 17 0.025 0.65 0.55 2,298 0.10 2,301 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 3.7 0.8 - - -

Roads - - - - 62 6.2 - - -

Subtotal 15 59 118 0.1 71 12 11,415 1.1 11,440 
Mainline Spread No. 21 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 5.5 19 45 0.0 2.2 2.2 4,102 0.45 4,113 

On Road Vehicles 1.0 7.0 7.8 0.011 0.29 0.25 1,034 0.044 1,035 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 1.7 0.35 - - -

Roads - - - - 28 2.8 - - -

Subtotal 6.5 26 53 0.1 32 5.6 5,137 0.50 5,148 
Street Work Spread No. 22 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 1.1 4.0 8.8 0.010 0.47 0.47 826 0.093 828 

On Road Vehicles 0.38 2.7 3.0 0.0043 0.11 0.094 391 0.017 392 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.30 0.06 - - -

Roads - - - - 3.2 0.33 - - -

Subtotal 1.5 6.6 12 0.014 4.1 1.0 1,217 0.11 1,220 
Hammer Bore Crew3 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.10 0.35 1.1 0.0012 0.038 0.038 105 0.0083 106 

On Road Vehicles 0.025 0.17 0.19 0.0003 0.007 0.006 26 0.0011 26 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.12 0.026 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.69 0.069 - - -

Subtotal 0.13 0.5 1.2 0.0015 0.9 0.14 131 0.0094 131 
Auger Bore Crew4 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.15 0.63 1.3 0.0015 0.061 0.061 121 0.012 121 

On Road Vehicles 0.020 0.14 0.16 0.00022 0.006 0.005 20 0.0009 20 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.12 0.03 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.59 0.059 - - -

Subtotal 0.17 0.77 1.4 0.0017 0.8 0.15 142 0.013 142 
HDD Crew No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 2.1 7.4 22 0.028 0.80 0.80 2,462 0.17 2,466 

On Road Vehicles 0.47 3.3 3.7 0.0053 0.14 0.12 482 0.020 483 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.5 0.10 - - -

Roads - - - - 13 1.3 - - -

Subtotal 2.5 11 26 0.034 14 2.3 2,944 0.19 2,949 
HDD Crew No. 35 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 1.0 3.7 11 0.014 0.40 0.40 1,231 0.085 1,233 

On Road Vehicles 0.23 1.6 1.8 0.0026 0.068 0.058 241 0.010 241 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.25 0.052 - - -

Roads - - - - 6.5 0.65 - - -

Subtotal 1.3 5.3 13 0.017 7.2 1.2 1,472 0.10 1,474 
Station Work Crew No. 16 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.80 2.4 5.3 0.0062 0.28 0.28 531 0.065 532 

On Road Vehicles 0.074 0.51 0.58 0.0008 0.021 0.018 76 0.0032 76 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.22 0.046 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.88 0.089 - - -

Subtotal 0.87 3.0 5.8 0.0070 1.4 0.44 606 0.069 608 

TOTAL 28 112 230 0.27 131 23 23,064 2.1 23,112 
Notes: 

1. Emissions in MDAB based on 45% of total emissions for Mainline Spread No. 2. 

2. Emissions in MDAB based on 33% of total emissions for Street Work Spread No. 2. 

3. Emissions in MDAB based on 25% of total emissions for Hammer Bore Crew. 

4. Emissions in MDAB based on 25% of total emissions for Auger Bore Crew. 

5. Emissions in MDAB based on 50% of total emissions for HDD Crew No. 3. 

6. Emissions in MDAB based on 80% of total emissions for Station Work Crew No. 1. 



Table 7
	

Summary of Total Construction Emissions - MDAB (Portion Outside Western Mojave Desert Ozone NAA)
	
Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions GHG Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(tons) (metric tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 Total CO2e 
Mainline Spread No. 21 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 4.3 15 35 0.038 1.7 1.7 3,191 0.35 3,199 

On Road Vehicles 0.78 5.5 6.1 0.0088 0.23 0.19 804 0.034 805 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 1.3 0.27 - - -

Roads - - - - 22 2.2 - - -

Subtotal 5.1 21 41 0.05 25 4.3 3,995 0.39 4,004 
Hammer Bore Crew2 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.10 0.35 1.1 0.0012 0.038 0.038 105 0.0083 106 

On Road Vehicles 0.025 0.17 0.19 0.0003 0.007 0.006 26 0.0011 26 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.12 0.026 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.69 0.069 - - -

Subtotal 0.13 0.53 1.2 0.0015 0.9 0.14 131 0.0094 131 
Auger Bore Crew3 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.15 0.63 1.26 0.0015 0.061 0.061 121 0.012 121 

On Road Vehicles 0.020 0.14 0.16 0.0002 0.006 0.005 20 0.0009 20 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.12 0.026 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.59 0.059 - - -

Subtotal 0.17 0.77 1.4 0.0017 0.8 0.15 142 0.013 142 
Station Work Crew No. 27 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.50 1.5 3.3 0.0039 0.18 0.18 332 0.041 333 

On Road Vehicles 0.046 0.32 0.36 0.0005 0.013 0.011 47 0.0020 47 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.14 0.029 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.5 0.06 - - -

Subtotal 0.55 1.8 3.7 0.0044 0.9 0.27 379 0.043 380 

TOTAL 5.9 24 48 0.055 27 4.9 4,647 0.45 4,657 
Notes: 

1. Emissions in MDAB based on 35% of total emissions for Mainline Spread Crew No. 2. 

2. Emissions in MDAB based on 25% of total emissions for Hammer Bore Crew. 

3. Emissions in MDAB based on 25% of total emissions for Auger Bore Crew. 

7. Emissions in MDAB based on 50% of total emissions for Station Work Crew No. 2. 



Table 8
	

Summary of Total Construction Emissions - MDAB (All Areas)
	
Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions GHG Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(tons) (metric tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 Total CO2e 
Mainline Spread No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 12 43 100 0.11 4.9 4.9 9,116 1.0 9,140 

On Road Vehicles 2.2 16 17 0.025 0.65 0.55 2,298 0.10 2,301 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 3.7 0.8 - - -

Roads - - - - 62 6.2 - - -

Subtotal 15 59 118 0.13 71 12 11,415 1.1 11,440 
Mainline Spread No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 10 35 80 0.087 3.9 3.9 7,293 0.81 7,312 

On Road Vehicles 1.8 12 14 0.020 0.52 0.44 1,839 0.08 1,840 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 3.0 0.6 - - -

Roads - - - - 49 5.0 - - -

Subtotal 12 47 94 0.11 57 10 9,132 0.88 9,152 
Street Work Spread No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 1.1 4.0 8.8 0.010 0.47 0.47 826 0.093 828 

On Road Vehicles 0.38 2.7 3.0 0.0043 0.11 0.094 391 0.017 392 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.30 0.06 - - -

Roads - - - - 3.2 0.33 - - -

Subtotal 1.5 6.6 12 0.014 4.1 1.0 1,217 0.11 1,220 
Hammer Bore Crew Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.20 0.71 2.1 0.0023 0.077 0.077 211 0.017 211 

On Road Vehicles 0.05 0.35 0.39 0.0006 0.014 0.012 51 0.002 51 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.25 0.052 - - -

Roads - - - - 1.4 0.14 - - -

Subtotal 0.25 1.1 2.5 0.0029 1.7 0.28 262 0.019 263 
Auger Bore Crew Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.30 1.3 2.5 0.0029 0.12 0.12 242 0.025 243 

On Road Vehicles 0.04 0.28 0.31 0.00045 0.011 0.010 41 0.0017 41 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.25 0.05 - - -

Roads - - - - 1.17 0.12 - - -

Subtotal 0.34 1.5 2.8 0.0034 1.6 0.30 283 0.026 284 
HDD Crew No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 2.1 7.4 22 0.028 0.80 0.80 2,462 0.17 2,466 

On Road Vehicles 0.47 3.3 3.7 0.0053 0.14 0.12 482 0.02 483 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.5 0.10 - - -

Roads - - - - 13 1.3 - - -

Subtotal 2.5 11 26 0.034 14 2.3 2,944 0.19 2,949 
HDD Crew No. 3 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 1.0 3.7 11 0.014 0.40 0.40 1,231 0.085 1,233 

On Road Vehicles 0.23 1.6 1.8 0.0026 0.068 0.058 241 0.010 241 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.25 0.052 - - -

Roads - - - - 6.5 0.65 - - -

Subtotal 1.3 5.3 13 0.017 7.2 1.2 1,472 0.095 1,474 
Station Work Crew No. 1 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.80 2.4 5.3 0.0062 0.28 0.28 531 0.065 532 

On Road Vehicles 0.07 0.51 0.58 0.0008 0.021 0.018 76 0.0032 76 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.22 0.05 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.88 0.09 - - -

Subtotal 0.87 3.0 5.8 0.0070 1.4 0.44 606 0.069 608 
Station Work Crew No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.50 1.5 3.3 0.0039 0.18 0.18 332 0.041 333 

On Road Vehicles 0.05 0.32 0.36 0.0005 0.013 0.011 47 0.002 47 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.14 0.029 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.55 0.056 - - -

Subtotal 0.55 1.8 3.7 0.0044 0.9 0.27 379 0.043 380 

TOTAL 33 136 277 0.32 159 28 27,711 2.5 27,770 



Table 9
	

Summary of Daily Construction Emissions - Clark County, NV
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(lbs/day) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

Mainline Spread No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 144 513 1,195 1.3 58 58 

On Road Vehicles 25 175 196 0.28 7.3 6.2 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 60 13 

Roads - - - - 693 70 

Subtotal 169 689 1,392 1.6 819 146 
Street Work Spread No. 3 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 40 136 302 0.34 16 16 

On Road Vehicles 13.6 95 106 0.15 3.9 3.3 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 15 3.2 

Roads - - - - 115 12 

Subtotal 53 231 408 0.49 150 34 
Hammer Bore Crew Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 5.9 21 61 0.068 2.2 2.2 

On Road Vehicles 1.2 8.3 9.3 0.013 0.34 0.29 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 33 3.3 

Subtotal 7.1 29 70 0.081 45 7.9 
Auger Bore Crew Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 8.8 37 73 0.085 3.5 3.5 

On Road Vehicles 0.9 6.6 7.4 0.011 0.27 0.23 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 28 2.8 

Subtotal 10 43 80 0.10 42 8.7 
HDD Crew No. 3 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 30 106 318 0.41 12 12 

On Road Vehicles 6.8 47 53 0.076 2.0 1.7 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 187 19 

Subtotal 37 154 371 0.49 211 34 
Station Work Crew No. 2 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 28 85 183 0.22 9.8 9.8 

On Road Vehicles 2.3 16 18 0.026 0.66 0.57 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 10 2.1 

Roads - - - - 26 2.7 

Subtotal 30 101 201 0.24 47 15 

TOTAL 305 1,247 2,522 3.0 1,313 247 



Table 10
	

Summary of Total Construction Emissions - Clark Co., NV (Portion in HAs 164A, 164B, and 165)
	
Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions GHG Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(tons) (metric tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 Total CO2e 
Mainline Spread No. 21 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 1.6 5.6 13 0.014 0.63 0.63 1,185 0.13 1,188 

On Road Vehicles 0.29 2.0 2.3 0.0033 0.08 0.07 299 0.013 299 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.5 0.10 - - -

Roads - - - - 8.0 0.81 - - -

Subtotal 1.9 7.6 15 0.017 9 1.6 1,484 0.14 1,487 
Hammer Bore Crew2 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.041 0.14 0.42 0.00047 0.015 0.015 42 0.0033 42 

On Road Vehicles 0.010 0.070 0.078 0.00011 0.0029 0.0025 10 0.0004 10 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.05 0.010 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.28 0.028 - - -

Subtotal 0.05 0.21 0.50 0.00058 0.34 0.056 52 0.0038 53 
Auger Bore Crew3 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.060 0.25 0.50 0.00059 0.024 0.024 48 0.0049 49 

On Road Vehicles 0.008 0.055 0.062 0.00009 0.002 0.002 8.2 0.0003 8.2 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.05 0.010 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.23 0.024 - - -

Subtotal 0.068 0.31 0.56 0.00068 0.31 0.060 57 0.0053 57 

TOTAL 2.0 8.2 16 0.019 10 1.7 1,593 0.15 1,596 
Notes: 

1. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 13% of total emissions for Mainline Spread No. 2. 

2. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 10% of total emissions for Hammer Bore Crew. 

3. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 10% of total emissions for Auger Bore Crew. 



Table 11
	

Summary of Total Construction Emissions - Clark Co., NV (Portion in HA 212)
	
Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions GHG Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(tons) (metric tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 Total CO2e 
Mainline Spread No. 21 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.9 3.0 7.0 0.0076 0.3 0.3 638 0.07 640 

On Road Vehicles 0.16 1.1 1.2 0.0018 0.05 0.04 161 0.007 161 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.26 0.054 - - -

Roads - - - - 4.3 0.43 - - -

Subtotal 1.0 4.1 8.3 0.009 5.0 0.9 799 0.08 801 
Street Work Spread No. 3 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 3.5 12 27 0.030 1.4 1.4 2,503 0.28 2,509 

On Road Vehicles 1.1 8.0 9.0 0.013 0.33 0.28 1,186 0.050 1,187 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.9 0.19 - - -

Roads - - - - 10 1.0 - - -

Subtotal 4.6 20 36 0.043 12 2.9 3,689 0.33 3,696 
Hammer Bore Crew2 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.029 0.10 0.29 0.00033 0.011 0.011 30 0.0023 30 

On Road Vehicles 0.0070 0.05 0.05 0.00008 0.0020 0.0017 7.2 0.0003 7.2 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.035 0.007 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.19 0.019 - - -

Subtotal 0.036 0.15 0.35 0.00041 0.24 0.039 37 0.0026 37 
Auger Bore Crew3 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.042 0.18 0.35 0.00041 0.017 0.017 34 0.0035 34 

On Road Vehicles 0.006 0.039 0.043 0.00006 0.0016 0.0014 6 0.0002 6 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.035 0.0073 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.16 0.017 - - -

Subtotal 0.05 0.22 0.4 0.00047 0.22 0.042 40 0.004 40 
HDD Crew No. 34 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 1.0 3.7 11 0.014 0.40 0.40 1,231 0.085 1,233 

On Road Vehicles 0.23 1.6 1.8 0.0026 0.068 0.058 241 0.010 241 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.25 0.052 - - -

Roads - - - - 6.5 0.65 - - -

Subtotal 1.3 5.3 13 0.017 7.2 1.2 1,472 0.10 1,474 
Station Work Crew No. 25 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.50 1.5 3.3 0.0039 0.18 0.18 332 0.041 333 

On Road Vehicles 0.046 0.32 0.36 0.00052 0.013 0.011 47 0.0020 47 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.14 0.029 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.55 0.056 - - -

Subtotal 0.55 1.8 3.7 0.0044 0.9 0.27 379 0.043 380 

TOTAL 7.5 32 61 0.074 26 5.3 6,415 0.56 6,428 
Notes: 

1. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 7% of total emissions for Mainline Spread Crew No. 2. 

2. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 7% of total emissions for Hammer Bore Crew. 

3. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 7% of total emissions for Auger Bore Crew. 

4. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 50% of total emissions for HDD Crew No. 3. 

5. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 50% of total emissions for Station Work Crew No. 2. 



Table 12
	

Summary of Total Construction Emissions - Clark Co., NV (All Areas)
	
Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emissions GHG Emissions 

Spread / Crew Emission Type Source 
(tons) (metric tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 Total CO2e 
Mainline Spread No. 21 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 2.5 8.6 20 0.022 1.0 1.0 1,823.3 0.20 1,828 

On Road Vehicles 0.4 3.1 3.5 0.005 0.1 0.1 459.7 0.019 460 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.7 0.2 - - -

Roads - - - - 12.3 1.2 - - -

Subtotal 2.9 12 24 0.027 14.2 2.5 2,283 0.22 2,288 
Street Work Spread No. 3 Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 3.5 12 27 0.030 1.4 1.4 2,502.8 0.3 2,509.3 

On Road Vehicles 1.1 8.0 9.0 0.013 0.3 0.3 1,185.9 0.1 1,187.1 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.9 0.2 - - -

Roads - - - - 9.7 1.0 - - -

Subtotal 4.6 20 36 0.043 12 2.9 3,689 0.33 3,696 
Hammer Bore Crew2 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.069 0.24 0.71 0.0008 0.026 0.026 72 0.0057 72 

On Road Vehicles 0.017 0.12 0.13 0.0002 0.005 0.004 17 0.0007 17 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.08 0.018 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.47 0.047 - - -

Subtotal 0.09 0.36 0.85 0.0010 0.58 0.10 89 0.0064 89 
Auger Bore Crew3 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.10 0.43 0.85 0.0010 0.042 0.042 82 0.0084 83 

On Road Vehicles 0.013 0.094 0.105 0.0002 0.004 0.003 14 0.0006 14 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.08 0.018 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.40 0.040 - - -

Subtotal 0.12 0.53 1.0 0.0012 0.53 0.10 96 0.0090 97 
HDD Crew No. 34 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 1.0 3.7 11 0.014 0.40 0.40 1,231 0.085 1,233 

On Road Vehicles 0.23 1.6 1.8 0.003 0.068 0.058 241 0.010 241 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.25 0.052 - - -

Roads - - - - 6.5 0.65 - - -

Subtotal 1.3 5.3 13 0.017 7.2 1.2 1,472 0.10 1,474 
Station Work Crew No. 25 

Exhaust Emissions Non Road Equipment 0.50 1.5 3.29 0.0039 0.18 0.18 332 0.041 333 

On Road Vehicles 0.05 0.32 0.36 0.0005 0.013 0.011 47 0.002 47 

Fugitive Dust Emissions Construction Activities - - - - 0.14 0.029 - - -

Roads - - - - 0.55 0.056 - - -

Subtotal 0.55 1.8 3.7 0.0044 0.9 0.27 379 0.043 380 

TOTAL 10 40 77 0.093 36 7.0 8,008 0.71 8,025 
Notes: 

1. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 20% of total emissions for Mainline Spread Crew No. 2. 

2. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 17% of total emissions for Hammer Bore Crew. 

3. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 17% of total emissions for Auger Bore Crew. 

4. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 50% of total emissions for HDD Crew No. 3. 

5. Emissions in Clark Co., NV based on 50% of total emissions for Station Work Crew No. 2. 



Table 13
	

Non-Road Equipment - Mainline Spreads Nos. 1 and 2
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

(Data Listed are for Each Spread) 

FORKLIFT, 8000+ LBS 

D8N DOZER W/WINCH(HYSTER)-CAT 

571G PIPELAYER-CAT 

572G PIPELAYER-CAT 

TRENCHING MACHINE 

315CL EXCAVATOR-CAT W/COMP. WHEEL 

325BL EXCAVATOR-CAT 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT 

330BL EXCAVATOR/AUX HYD-HAMMER-CAT 

16-30 BENDING MACHINE-CRC 

590SL BACKHOE 4WD-CASE 

RD90B READSCREEN 

OZZIE PADDER 

950G WHEEL LOADER 4YD-CAT 

12G MOTOR GRADER-CAT 

14G MOTOR GRADER-CAT 

RT-518 CRANE-GROVE 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE 

390 AIR COMPRESSOR-QUINCY 

1500 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN 

60KW GENERATOR-IR 

100KW GENERATOR-COLEMAN 

G260KW GENERATOR-IR 

FT83 TEST/FILL PUMP-SABRE 

3" PUMP MQ 

CD150M 6" PUMP-GODWIN 

EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION 
Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Diesel 

Gas 

Diesel 

Fuel 
Type 

110 5 

310 7.5 

200 5 

180 5 

185 7.5 

115 7.5 

188 7.5 

204 7.5 

204 7.5 

100 2.5 

110 7.5 

42 5 

325 7.5 

197 7.5 

135 7.5 

150 7.5 

110 5 

160 5 

37 5 

460 10 

40 7.5 

72 10 

110 10 

310 10 

181 10 

4 10 

90 10 

Engine 
Rating 
per Unit 
(hp) 

Daily 
Operation 
per Unit 
(hr/day) 

198 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

Total 
Working 
Days per 
Unit 

Pot-
holing 

2 

R/W 
Clearing 

6 

3 

Ditching 

2 

2 

6 

2 

3 

2 

2 

4 

6 

Pipe 
Bending 

2 

No. of Units 

Pipe 
Welding 

Pipe 
Install 

10 

10 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

12 8 

6 

6 

6 

Backfill 
Pipe 

3 

2 

2 

4 

3 

P/L 
Hydrotest Supervision TOTAL 

2 2 

8 

10 

10 

2 

3 

6 

4 

3 

2 

6 

2 

2 

4 

3 

3 

1 

1 

2 

2 

20 

6 

6 

6 

2 2 

4 

6 

10 1,980 

60 10,080 

50 8,400 

50 8,400 

15 2,520 

22.5 3,780 

45 7,560 

30 5,040 

22.5 3,780 

5 840 

45 7,560 

10 1,680 

15 2,520 

30 5,040 

22.5 3,780 

22.5 3,780 

5 840 

5 840 

10 1,680 

20 3,360 

150 25,200 

60 10,080 

60 10,080 

60 10,080 

20 3,360 

40 6,720 

60 10,080 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total Overall 
Operation of 
All Units 

(hr) 



Table 14
	

Non-Road Equipment - Street Work Spreads Nos. 1, 2, and 3
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

(Data Listed are for Each Spread) 

2 TON FLATBED W/10 TON CRANE 

3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE 

FORKLIFT, 8000+ LBS 

571G PIPELAYER-CAT 

572G PIPELAYER-CAT 

TRENCHING MACHINE 

315CL EXCAVATOR-CAT W/COMP. WHEEL 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT 

16-30 BENDING MACHINE-CRC 

420D BACKHOE-CAT 

430D BACKHOE-CAT 

OZZIE PADDER 

936E WHEEL LOADER 3YD-CAT 

950G WHEEL LOADER 4YD-CAT 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE 

RT-860B CRANE-GROVE 

P/33/24 TRENCH COMPACTOR-RAMMEX 

P185 WD AIR COMPRESSOR-IR 

390 AIR COMPRESSOR-QUINCY 

1500 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN 

60KW GENERATOR-IR 

G115KW GENERATOR-IR 

G260KW GENERATOR-IR 

3" PUMP MQ 

CD150M 6" PUMP-GODWIN 

ASPHALT ZIPPER 480 

8-HC SWEEPER-LAYMOR 

3-5 TON SMOOTH DRUM ROLLER 

CONCRETE-AC.SAW 

EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION 
Diesel 350 4 

Diesel 350 4 

Diesel 110 4 

Diesel 310 6 

Diesel 200 4 

Diesel 180 4 

Diesel 115 6 

Diesel 204 6 

Diesel 100 2 

Diesel 93 6 

Diesel 102 6 

Diesel 325 6 

Diesel 140 6 

Diesel 197 6 

Diesel 160 4 

Diesel 190 4 

Diesel 18 6 

Diesel 78 4 

Diesel 37 4 

Diesel 460 8 

Diesel 40 6 

Diesel 72 8 

Diesel 125 8 

Diesel 310 8 

Gas 4 8 

Diesel 90 8 

Diesel 110 6 

Diesel 30 4 

Diesel 43 8 

Diesel 5 8 

Engine 
Rating per 
Unit (hp) 

Fuel 
Type 

Daily 
Operation 
per Unit 
(hr/day) 

168 

168 

198 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

168 

198 

198 

198 

168 

168 

168 

168 

Total 
Working 
Days per 
Unit 

Pot-
holing 

1 

Ditching 

1 

2 

4 

4 

1 

2 

Pipe 
Bending 

1 

No. of Units 

Pipe 
Welding 

Pipe 
Install 

Backfill 
Pipe 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

2 2 

1 1 

2 

2 4 

2 

2 

2 

Repave & 
Clean-Up 

Supervisi 
on TOTAL 

1 

1 

1 1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

4 

2 

2 

6 

2 

2 

2 

4 

4 

1 

1 1 

1 1 

2 

4 672 

4 672 

4 792 

12 2,016 

8 1,344 

4 672 

6 1,008 

12 2,016 

2 336 

6 1,008 

6 1,008 

6 1,008 

6 1,008 

6 1,008 

4 672 

4 672 

24 4,032 

16 2,688 

8 1,344 

16 2,688 

36 6,048 

16 2,688 

16 2,688 

16 3,168 

32 6,336 

32 6,336 

6 1,008 

4 672 

8 1,344 

16 2,688 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total Overall 
Operation of 
All Units (hr) 



Table 15
	

Non-Road Equipment - Hammer Bore and Auger Bore Crews
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Hammer Bore Crew 

EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION 
Fuel 
Type 

Engine 
Rating per 
Unit (hp) 

Daily 
Operation 
per Unit 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 
Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total Overall 
Operation of 
All Units (hr) Boring TOTAL 

2 TON FLATBED W/10 TON CRANE Diesel 350 5 138 1 1 5 690 

3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE Diesel 350 5 138 1 1 5 690 

900 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 275 10 138 2 2 20 2,760 

3" PUMP MQ Gas 4 10 138 4 4 40 5,520 

Auger Bore Crew 

EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION 
Fuel 
Type 

Engine 
Rating per 
Unit (hp) 

Daily 
Operation 
per Unit 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total Overall 
Operation of 
All Units (hr) Boring TOTAL 

3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE Diesel 350 5 138 1 1 5 690 

3 AXL LOWBED TRACTOR & TRAILER Diesel 350 5 138 1 1 5 690 

325BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 188 7.5 138 1 1 7.5 1,035 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 160 5 138 1 1 5 690 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN Diesel 40 7.5 138 1 1 7.5 1,035 

G115KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 125 10 138 2 2 20 2,760 

3" PUMP MQ Gas 4 10 138 2 2 20 2,760 

AUGER BORE MACHINE Diesel 106 10 138 1 1 10 1,380 



Table 16
	

Non-Road Equipment - HDD Crews and Station Crews
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

HDD Crew Nos. 1, 2, and 3 (Data Listed are for Each Crew) 

EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION Fuel Type 

Engine 
Rating 
per Unit 
(hp) 

Daily 
Operation 
per Unit 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 
Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Overall 

Operation 
of All Units 

(hr) Drilling Pipe Pull TOTAL 

FORKLIFT, 8000+ LBS Diesel 110 5 168 1 2 3 15 2,520 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 204 7.5 138 1 2 3 22.5 3,105 

580SL BACKHOE-CASE Diesel 110 7.5 138 1 2 3 22.5 3,105 

RT-860B CRANE-GROVE Diesel 190 5 138 1 2 3 15 2,070 

SAM 400 WELDER-LINCOLN Diesel 57 7.5 138 2 1 3 22.5 3,105 

G260KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 310 10 138 2 2 20 2,760 

LIGHT TOWERS Diesel 13 10 138 4 4 8 80 11,040 

750,000 # DRILL RIG (2 3408 E ENG) Diesel 1150 10 138 1 1 10 1,380 

MUD TANK CLEANING SYST. INCL. PUMPS Diesel 750 10 138 1 1 10 1,380 

150,000 # DRILL RIG Diesel 300 10 138 1 1 10 1,380 

MUD TANK CLEANING SYST. INCL. PUMPS Diesel 460 10 138 1 1 10 1,380 

80,000 # DRILL RIG Diesel 200 10 138 1 1 10 1,380 

MUD TANK CLEANING SYST. INCL. PUMPS Diesel 87 10 138 1 1 10 1,380 

Station Crew Nos. 1 and 2 (Data Listed are for Each Crew) 

3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE 

3 AXL DUMP TRUCK 10 C.Y. 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT 

430D BACKHOE-CAT 

914G WHEEL LOADER-CAT 

RT-518 CRANE-GROVE 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE 

RT-860B CRANE-GROVE 

P185 WD AIR COMPRESSOR-IR 

1500 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN 

EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION 
Diesel 350 

Diesel 350 

Diesel 204 

Diesel 102 

Diesel 90 

Diesel 110 

Diesel 160 

Diesel 190 

Diesel 78 

Diesel 460 

Diesel 40 

Engine 
Rating 
per Unit 
(hp) Fuel Type 

5 

5 

7.5 

7.5 

2.5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

10 

7.5 

Daily 
Operation 
per Unit 
(hr/day) 

72 

72 

72 

72 

72 

72 

72 

72 

72 

72 

72 

Total 
Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 

Excavation 
Work 

Welding & 
Fabrication 

Piping & 
Equip 

Installation 
Backfilling & 
Cleanup 

1 1 

4 2 

1 1 

1 1 

1 1 

1 

1 

1 

2 1 3 

1 

6 4 

TOTAL 

2 

6 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

6 

1 

10 

10 720 

30 2,160 

15 1,080 

15 1,080 

5 360 

5 360 

5 360 

5 360 

30 2,160 

10 720 

75 5,400 

Total Daily 
Operation 
of All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total Overall 
Operation of 
All Units 

(hr) 



Table 17
	

Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment 

Maximum 
Operating 

Range (hp) 
Emission Factor (lb/hr) 

VOC CO NOX SOX PM CO2 CH4 
Aerial Lifts 15 0.0103 0.0528 0.0650 0.0001 0.0033 8.7 0.0009 

25 0.0192 0.0546 0.0984 0.0001 0.0060 11.0 0.0017 

50 0.0706 0.1884 0.1952 0.0003 0.0179 19.6 0.0064 

120 0.0657 0.2477 0.4270 0.0004 0.0346 38.1 0.0059 

500 0.1378 0.5300 1.7852 0.0021 0.0540 213 0.0124 

750 0.2567 0.9581 3.3162 0.0039 0.0991 385 0.0232 

Aerial Lifts Composite 0.0624 0.2033 0.3429 0.0004 0.0235 34.7 0.0056 

Air Compressors 15 0.0137 0.0504 0.0805 0.0001 0.0057 7.2 0.0012 

25 0.0306 0.0814 0.1368 0.0002 0.0093 14.4 0.0028 

50 0.1093 0.2740 0.2350 0.0003 0.0253 22.3 0.0099 

120 0.0956 0.3321 0.5677 0.0006 0.0524 47.0 0.0086 

175 0.1209 0.5096 0.9549 0.0010 0.0548 88.5 0.0109 

250 0.1136 0.3192 1.3087 0.0015 0.0416 131 0.0103 

500 0.1811 0.6166 2.0558 0.0023 0.0682 232 0.0163 

750 0.2844 0.9529 3.2673 0.0036 0.1071 358 0.0257 

1000 0.4881 1.7108 5.7297 0.0049 0.1705 486 0.0440 

Air Compressors Composite 0.1054 0.3524 0.6923 0.0007 0.0501 63.6 0.0095 

Bore/Drill Rigs 15 0.0120 0.0632 0.0754 0.0002 0.0029 10.3 0.0011 

25 0.0195 0.0658 0.1242 0.0002 0.0059 16.0 0.0018 

50 0.0436 0.2409 0.2790 0.0004 0.0169 31.0 0.0039 

120 0.0606 0.4762 0.5580 0.0009 0.0400 77.1 0.0055 

175 0.0829 0.7539 0.8250 0.0016 0.0446 141 0.0075 

250 0.0892 0.3445 1.0129 0.0021 0.0323 188 0.0081 

500 0.1418 0.5542 1.4912 0.0031 0.0521 311 0.0128 

750 0.2822 1.0947 3.0008 0.0062 0.1034 615 0.0255 

1000 0.4882 1.6903 7.3893 0.0093 0.1875 928 0.0440 

Bore/Drill Rigs Composite 0.0943 0.5102 1.0083 0.0017 0.0436 165 0.0085 

Cement and Mortar Mixers 15 0.0076 0.0387 0.0484 0.0001 0.0026 6.3 0.0007 

25 0.0319 0.0895 0.1589 0.0002 0.0099 17.6 0.0029 

Cement and Mortar Mixers Composite 0.0096 0.0429 0.0575 0.0001 0.0032 7.2 0.0009 

Concrete/Industrial Saws 25 0.0200 0.0678 0.1268 0.0002 0.0056 16.5 0.0018 

50 0.1139 0.3112 0.3019 0.0004 0.0284 30.2 0.0103 

120 0.1247 0.4926 0.8118 0.0009 0.0684 74.1 0.0113 

175 0.1805 0.8751 1.5479 0.0018 0.0826 160 0.0163 

Concrete/Industrial Saws Composite 0.1179 0.4209 0.6240 0.0007 0.0525 58.5 0.0106 

Cranes 50 0.1192 0.3071 0.2511 0.0003 0.0273 23.2 0.0108 

120 0.1048 0.3686 0.6196 0.0006 0.0571 50.1 0.0095 

175 0.1149 0.4857 0.8777 0.0009 0.0514 80.3 0.0104 

250 0.1171 0.3276 1.1522 0.0013 0.0428 112 0.0106 

500 0.1726 0.6137 1.6493 0.0018 0.0627 180 0.0156 

750 0.2920 1.0299 2.8472 0.0030 0.1068 303 0.0263 

9999 1.0371 3.8402 11.5554 0.0098 0.3585 971 0.0936 

Cranes Composite 0.1507 0.5179 1.3617 0.0014 0.0599 129 0.0136 

Crawler Tractors 50 0.1352 0.3424 0.2745 0.0003 0.0305 24.9 0.0122 

120 0.1461 0.4959 0.8580 0.0008 0.0778 65.8 0.0132 

175 0.1848 0.7540 1.4007 0.0014 0.0818 121 0.0167 

250 0.1950 0.5472 1.8209 0.0019 0.0725 166 0.0176 

500 0.2783 1.1025 2.5536 0.0025 0.1020 259 0.0251 

750 0.5006 1.9682 4.6762 0.0047 0.1844 465 0.0452 

1000 0.7588 3.1215 8.1716 0.0066 0.2653 658 0.0685 

Crawler Tractors Composite 0.1764 0.6220 1.3069 0.0013 0.0806 114 0.0159 

Crushing/Proc. Equipment 50 0.2109 0.5418 0.4626 0.0006 0.0493 44.0 0.0190 

120 0.1647 0.5896 0.9809 0.0010 0.0915 83.1 0.0149 

175 0.2234 0.9697 1.7520 0.0019 0.1023 167 0.0202 

250 0.2081 0.5837 2.3660 0.0028 0.0754 245 0.0188 

500 0.2887 0.9617 3.1941 0.0037 0.1071 374 0.0261 

750 0.4624 1.4856 5.2437 0.0059 0.1718 589 0.0417 

9999 1.2993 4.4184 15.2096 0.0131 0.4525 1,308 0.1172 
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Table 17
	

Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment 

Maximum 
Operating 

Range (hp) 
Emission Factor (lb/hr) 

VOC CO NOX SOX PM CO2 CH4 
Crushing/Proc. Equipment Composite 0.2014 0.7073 1.3534 0.0015 0.0884 132 0.0182 

Dumpers/Tenders 25 0.0103 0.0330 0.0629 0.0001 0.0034 7.6 0.0009 

Dumpers/Tenders Composite 0.0103 0.0330 0.0629 0.0001 0.0034 7.6 0.0009 

Excavators 25 0.0198 0.0677 0.1255 0.0002 0.0050 16.4 0.0018 

50 0.1018 0.3035 0.2601 0.0003 0.0256 25.0 0.0092 

120 0.1287 0.5267 0.7851 0.0009 0.0725 73.6 0.0116 

175 0.1375 0.6689 1.0363 0.0013 0.0627 112 0.0124 

250 0.1371 0.3762 1.3632 0.0018 0.0465 159 0.0124 

500 0.1889 0.5792 1.7621 0.0023 0.0639 234 0.0170 

750 0.3154 0.9588 3.0187 0.0039 0.1078 387 0.0285 

Excavators Composite 0.1388 0.5482 1.0634 0.0013 0.0592 120 0.0125 

Forklifts 50 0.0588 0.1749 0.1507 0.0002 0.0149 14.7 0.0053 

120 0.0545 0.2218 0.3262 0.0004 0.0312 31.2 0.0049 

175 0.0681 0.3304 0.5104 0.0006 0.0313 56.1 0.0061 

250 0.0622 0.1667 0.6508 0.0009 0.0207 77.1 0.0056 

500 0.0836 0.2280 0.8064 0.0011 0.0279 111 0.0075 

Forklifts Composite 0.0635 0.2284 0.4742 0.0006 0.0257 54.4 0.0057 

Generator Sets 15 0.0165 0.0712 0.1110 0.0002 0.0065 10.2 0.0015 

25 0.0287 0.0994 0.1670 0.0002 0.0102 17.6 0.0026 

50 0.1043 0.2826 0.3020 0.0004 0.0270 30.6 0.0094 

120 0.1305 0.5007 0.8616 0.0009 0.0684 77.9 0.0118 

175 0.1572 0.7442 1.3995 0.0016 0.0694 142 0.0142 

250 0.1483 0.4702 1.9373 0.0024 0.0558 213 0.0134 

500 0.2109 0.8134 2.7911 0.0033 0.0830 337 0.0190 

750 0.3517 1.3131 4.6299 0.0055 0.1360 544 0.0317 

9999 0.9398 3.3349 11.5379 0.0105 0.3364 1,049 0.0848 

Generator Sets Composite 0.0898 0.3204 0.6121 0.0007 0.0376 61.0 0.0081 

Graders 50 0.1290 0.3473 0.2920 0.0004 0.0304 27.5 0.0116 

120 0.1449 0.5405 0.8750 0.0009 0.0801 75.0 0.0131 

175 0.1647 0.7384 1.2722 0.0014 0.0745 124 0.0149 

250 0.1664 0.4709 1.6586 0.0019 0.0603 172 0.0150 

500 0.2045 0.7048 1.9645 0.0023 0.0737 229 0.0185 

750 0.4357 1.4881 4.2746 0.0049 0.1581 486 0.0393 

Graders Composite 0.1626 0.6216 1.3404 0.0015 0.0707 133 0.0147 

Off-Highway Tractors 120 0.2339 0.7351 1.3587 0.0011 0.1204 93.7 0.0211 

175 0.2229 0.8479 1.6869 0.0015 0.0975 130 0.0201 

250 0.1797 0.5115 1.6148 0.0015 0.0689 130 0.0162 

750 0.7101 3.3111 6.4854 0.0057 0.2682 568 0.0641 

1000 1.0705 5.1530 10.9774 0.0082 0.3811 814 0.0966 

Off-Highway Tractors Composite 0.2267 0.8123 1.8919 0.0017 0.0926 151 0.0205 

Off-Highway Trucks 175 0.1630 0.7608 1.1915 0.0014 0.0730 125 0.0147 

250 0.1550 0.4101 1.4773 0.0019 0.0515 167 0.0140 

500 0.2372 0.7058 2.1240 0.0027 0.0785 272 0.0214 

750 0.3873 1.1432 3.5575 0.0044 0.1295 442 0.0349 

1000 0.6108 1.9159 6.8506 0.0063 0.2074 625 0.0551 

Off-Highway Trucks Composite 0.2355 0.6994 2.1941 0.0027 0.0792 260 0.0212 

Other Construction Equipment 15 0.0118 0.0617 0.0737 0.0002 0.0029 10.1 0.0011 

25 0.0161 0.0544 0.1027 0.0002 0.0049 13.2 0.0015 

50 0.0935 0.2833 0.2745 0.0004 0.0245 28.0 0.0084 

120 0.1209 0.5367 0.8097 0.0009 0.0694 80.9 0.0109 

175 0.1086 0.5889 0.9253 0.0012 0.0515 107 0.0098 

500 0.1596 0.5683 1.8098 0.0025 0.0605 254 0.0144 

Other Construction Equipment Composite 0.0984 0.3954 0.9321 0.0013 0.0404 123 0.0089 

Other General Industrial Equipmen 15 0.0066 0.0391 0.0466 0.0001 0.0018 6.4 0.0006 

25 0.0185 0.0632 0.1172 0.0002 0.0047 15.3 0.0017 

50 0.1188 0.2972 0.2375 0.0003 0.0270 21.7 0.0107 

120 0.1371 0.4597 0.7774 0.0007 0.0755 62.0 0.0124 

175 0.1437 0.5788 1.0710 0.0011 0.0646 95.9 0.0130 

250 0.1307 0.3434 1.3989 0.0015 0.0458 136 0.0118 

500 0.2349 0.7297 2.4165 0.0026 0.0832 265 0.0212 

750 0.3901 1.2027 4.1009 0.0044 0.1394 437 0.0352 

1000 0.6008 2.0244 6.7928 0.0056 0.2087 560 0.0542 

Other General Industrial Equipmen Composite 0.1737 0.5618 1.5591 0.0016 0.0686 152 0.0157 

Other Material Handling Equipment 50 0.1648 0.4110 0.3302 0.0004 0.0375 30.3 0.0149 

120 0.1332 0.4476 0.7585 0.0007 0.0735 60.7 0.0120 

175 0.1814 0.7331 1.3603 0.0014 0.0818 122 0.0164 
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Table 17
	

Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment 

Maximum 
Operating 

Range (hp) 
Emission Factor (lb/hr) 

VOC CO NOX SOX PM CO2 CH4 
250 0.1382 0.3659 1.4933 0.0016 0.0488 145 0.0125 

500 0.1674 0.5255 1.7416 0.0019 0.0597 192 0.0151 

9999 0.7937 2.6766 8.9765 0.0073 0.2749 741 0.0716 

Other Material Handling Equipment Composite 0.1666 0.5304 1.5148 0.0015 0.0665 141 0.0150 

Pavers 25 0.0265 0.0827 0.1565 0.0002 0.0086 18.7 0.0024 

50 0.1538 0.3769 0.3073 0.0004 0.0342 28.0 0.0139 

120 0.1551 0.5163 0.9242 0.0008 0.0819 69.2 0.0140 

175 0.1955 0.7892 1.5256 0.0014 0.0869 128 0.0176 

250 0.2300 0.6675 2.1988 0.0022 0.0884 194 0.0208 

500 0.2498 1.0760 2.3832 0.0023 0.0952 233 0.0225 

Pavers Composite 0.1684 0.5541 0.9421 0.0009 0.0679 77.9 0.0152 

Paving Equipment 25 0.0154 0.0520 0.0981 0.0002 0.0046 12.6 0.0014 

50 0.1311 0.3200 0.2622 0.0003 0.0291 23.9 0.0118 

120 0.1215 0.4038 0.7249 0.0006 0.0642 54.5 0.0110 

175 0.1526 0.6157 1.1976 0.0011 0.0678 101 0.0138 

250 0.1425 0.4146 1.3779 0.0014 0.0548 122 0.0129 

Paving Equipment Composite 0.1269 0.4418 0.8536 0.0008 0.0603 68.9 0.0114 

Plate Compactors 15 0.0050 0.0263 0.0315 0.0001 0.0013 4.3 0.0005 

Plate Compactors Composite 0.0050 0.0263 0.0315 0.0001 0.0013 4.3 0.0005 

Pressure Washers 15 0.0079 0.0341 0.0532 0.0001 0.0031 4.9 0.0007 

25 0.0116 0.0403 0.0677 0.0001 0.0041 7.1 0.0011 

50 0.0383 0.1110 0.1364 0.0002 0.0109 14.3 0.0035 

120 0.0361 0.1472 0.2538 0.0003 0.0184 24.1 0.0033 

Pressure Washers Composite 0.0186 0.0652 0.0956 0.0001 0.0067 9.4 0.0017 

Pumps 15 0.0141 0.0518 0.0827 0.0001 0.0058 7.4 0.0013 

25 0.0413 0.1098 0.1845 0.0002 0.0125 19.5 0.0037 

50 0.1253 0.3338 0.3424 0.0004 0.0317 34.3 0.0113 

120 0.1350 0.5088 0.8751 0.0009 0.0714 77.9 0.0122 

175 0.1609 0.7461 1.4030 0.0016 0.0714 140 0.0145 

250 0.1463 0.4539 1.8649 0.0023 0.0550 201 0.0132 

500 0.2249 0.8612 2.8947 0.0034 0.0881 345 0.0203 

750 0.3829 1.4237 4.9177 0.0057 0.1479 571 0.0346 

9999 1.2391 4.4349 15.0785 0.0136 0.4418 1,355 0.1118 

Pumps Composite 0.0877 0.3040 0.5285 0.0006 0.0375 49.6 0.0079 

Rollers 15 0.0074 0.0386 0.0461 0.0001 0.0018 6.3 0.0007 

25 0.0162 0.0549 0.1037 0.0002 0.0049 13.3 0.0015 

50 0.1186 0.3080 0.2714 0.0003 0.0278 26.0 0.0107 

120 0.1126 0.4136 0.7005 0.0007 0.0612 59.0 0.0102 

175 0.1398 0.6243 1.1369 0.0012 0.0633 108 0.0126 

250 0.1441 0.4301 1.5140 0.0017 0.0549 153 0.0130 

500 0.1866 0.7240 1.9447 0.0022 0.0716 219 0.0168 

Rollers Composite 0.1106 0.4157 0.7342 0.0008 0.0521 67.1 0.0100 

Rough Terrain Forklifts 50 0.1452 0.4046 0.3504 0.0004 0.0354 33.9 0.0131 

120 0.1124 0.4404 0.6880 0.0007 0.0636 62.4 0.0101 

175 0.1541 0.7283 1.2033 0.0014 0.0711 125 0.0139 

250 0.1425 0.4036 1.5294 0.0019 0.0506 171 0.0129 

500 0.1978 0.6345 2.0183 0.0025 0.0708 257 0.0178 

Rough Terrain Forklifts Composite 0.1181 0.4721 0.7494 0.0008 0.0638 70.3 0.0107 

Rubber Tired Dozers 175 0.2302 0.8604 1.7086 0.0015 0.0998 129 0.0208 

250 0.2659 0.7432 2.3209 0.0021 0.1006 183 0.0240 

500 0.3481 1.6282 3.0411 0.0026 0.1289 265 0.0314 

750 0.5247 2.4391 4.6508 0.0040 0.1951 399 0.0473 

1000 0.8129 3.9143 8.1253 0.0060 0.2871 592 0.0733 

Rubber Tired Dozers Composite 0.3244 1.3284 2.8346 0.0025 0.1212 239 0.0293 

Rubber Tired Loaders 25 0.0205 0.0697 0.1302 0.0002 0.0058 16.9 0.0019 

50 0.1436 0.3878 0.3286 0.0004 0.0340 31.1 0.0130 

120 0.1124 0.4226 0.6818 0.0007 0.0623 58.9 0.0101 

175 0.1392 0.6305 1.0816 0.0012 0.0633 106 0.0126 

250 0.1408 0.4012 1.4208 0.0017 0.0511 149 0.0127 

500 0.2063 0.7168 2.0063 0.0023 0.0746 237 0.0186 

750 0.4255 1.4649 4.2274 0.0049 0.1550 486 0.0384 

1000 0.5801 2.0836 6.7240 0.0060 0.2029 594 0.0523 

Rubber Tired Loaders Composite 0.1354 0.4959 1.0771 0.0012 0.0608 109 0.0122 

Scrapers 120 0.2111 0.7087 1.2393 0.0011 0.1122 93.9 0.0190 

175 0.2280 0.9219 1.7346 0.0017 0.1009 148 0.0206 

250 0.2489 0.7019 2.3295 0.0024 0.0931 209 0.0225 
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Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment 

Maximum 
Operating 

Range (hp) 
Emission Factor (lb/hr) 

VOC CO NOX SOX PM CO2 CH4 
500 0.3488 1.4023 3.2148 0.0032 0.1286 321 0.0315 

750 0.6046 2.4131 5.6704 0.0056 0.2240 555 0.0546 

Scrapers Composite 0.3055 1.1660 2.7336 0.0027 0.1172 262 0.0276 

Signal Boards 15 0.0072 0.0377 0.0450 0.0001 0.0017 6.2 0.0006 

50 0.1387 0.3716 0.3629 0.0005 0.0345 36.2 0.0125 

120 0.1393 0.5327 0.8930 0.0009 0.0755 80.2 0.0126 

175 0.1789 0.8404 1.5271 0.0017 0.0811 155 0.0161 

250 0.1881 0.5757 2.3319 0.0029 0.0707 255 0.0170 

Signal Boards Composite 0.0214 0.0946 0.1545 0.0002 0.0087 16.7 0.0019 

Skid Steer Loaders 25 0.0229 0.0666 0.1219 0.0002 0.0073 13.8 0.0021 

50 0.0684 0.2411 0.2428 0.0003 0.0198 25.5 0.0062 

120 0.0542 0.2794 0.3835 0.0005 0.0325 42.8 0.0049 

Skid Steer Loaders Composite 0.0609 0.2418 0.2800 0.0004 0.0230 30.3 0.0055 

Surfacing Equipment 50 0.0551 0.1480 0.1430 0.0002 0.0135 14.1 0.0050 

120 0.1114 0.4291 0.7292 0.0007 0.0595 63.8 0.0101 

175 0.1009 0.4764 0.8677 0.0010 0.0453 85.8 0.0091 

250 0.1172 0.3696 1.2861 0.0015 0.0453 135 0.0106 

500 0.1738 0.7265 1.9125 0.0022 0.0680 221 0.0157 

750 0.2774 1.1362 3.0719 0.0035 0.1077 347 0.0250 

Surfacing Equipment Composite 0.1453 0.5792 1.4651 0.0017 0.0558 166 0.0131 

Sweepers/Scrubbers 15 0.0124 0.0729 0.0870 0.0002 0.0033 11.9 0.0011 

25 0.0238 0.0808 0.1510 0.0002 0.0067 19.6 0.0021 

50 0.1345 0.3714 0.3228 0.0004 0.0328 31.6 0.0121 

120 0.1362 0.5266 0.8095 0.0009 0.0782 75.0 0.0123 

175 0.1715 0.8026 1.3252 0.0016 0.0798 139 0.0155 

250 0.1271 0.3535 1.4297 0.0018 0.0445 162 0.0115 

Sweepers/Scrubbers Composite 0.1411 0.5292 0.7939 0.0009 0.0637 78.5 0.0127 

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 25 0.0205 0.0670 0.1281 0.0002 0.0066 15.9 0.0019 

50 0.1127 0.3422 0.3070 0.0004 0.0289 30.3 0.0102 

120 0.0833 0.3589 0.5288 0.0006 0.0478 51.7 0.0075 

175 0.1135 0.5873 0.8955 0.0011 0.0530 101 0.0102 

250 0.1336 0.3879 1.4091 0.0019 0.0467 172 0.0121 

500 0.2500 0.8065 2.4813 0.0039 0.0877 345 0.0226 

750 0.3785 1.2085 3.8514 0.0058 0.1341 517 0.0342 

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Composite 0.0938 0.3874 0.6276 0.0008 0.0482 66.8 0.0085 

Trenchers 15 0.0099 0.0517 0.0617 0.0001 0.0023 8.5 0.0009 

25 0.0399 0.1355 0.2532 0.0004 0.0112 32.9 0.0036 

50 0.1746 0.4270 0.3577 0.0004 0.0389 32.9 0.0158 

120 0.1430 0.4784 0.8672 0.0008 0.0746 64.9 0.0129 

175 0.2150 0.8764 1.7133 0.0016 0.0954 144 0.0194 

250 0.2622 0.7775 2.5293 0.0025 0.1025 223 0.0237 

500 0.3295 1.5125 3.2067 0.0031 0.1280 311 0.0297 

750 0.6256 2.8386 6.1534 0.0059 0.2427 587 0.0565 

Trenchers Composite 0.1590 0.4826 0.7297 0.0007 0.0612 58.7 0.0143 

Welders 15 0.0118 0.0433 0.0692 0.0001 0.0049 6.2 0.0011 

25 0.0239 0.0636 0.1069 0.0001 0.0073 11.3 0.0022 

50 0.1157 0.2949 0.2683 0.0003 0.0275 26.0 0.0104 

120 0.0760 0.2714 0.4654 0.0005 0.0412 39.5 0.0069 

175 0.1263 0.5496 1.0324 0.0011 0.0569 98.2 0.0114 

250 0.0973 0.2828 1.1575 0.0013 0.0361 119 0.0088 

500 0.1230 0.4387 1.4583 0.0016 0.0472 168 0.0111 

Welders Composite 0.0758 0.2203 0.2818 0.0003 0.0258 25.6 0.0068 

Source: SCAQMD emission factors file name "offroadEF_0725.xls" Year: 2011. 
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Table 18
	

Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - Mainline Spread Nos. 1 and 2
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

(Emissions Listed are for Each Spread) 

Equipment Type 
Fuel 
Type 

Equipment 
Engine Size 

(hp) 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Hourly 
usage 
(hrs) 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Total Emissions (tons) 
Total Emissions 
(metric tons) Emission Factor Reference 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 Equipment Type Size 
FORKLIFT, 8000+ LBS Diesel 110 10 1980 0.5 2.2 3.3 0.004 0.3 312 0.05 0.05 0.22 0.3 0.0004 0.03 28 0.004 Forklifts Max. hp 120 

D8N DOZER W/WINCH(HYSTER)-CAT Diesel 310 60 10080 21 97.7 182 0.156 7.7 15,892 1.88 1.75 8.21 15 0.013 0.65 1,211 0.144 Rubber tired Dozers Max. hp 500 

571G PIPELAYER-CAT Diesel 200 50 8400 9.7 27.4 91.0 0.093 3.6 8,307 0.88 0.82 2.30 7.6 0.008 0.30 633 0.067 Crawler Tractors Max. hp 250 

572G PIPELAYER-CAT Diesel 180 50 8400 9.7 27.4 91.0 0.093 3.6 8,307 0.88 0.82 2.30 7.6 0.008 0.30 633 0.067 Crawler Tractors Max. hp 250 

TRENCHING MACHINE Diesel 185 15 2520 3.9 11.7 37.9 0.038 1.5 3,344 0.35 0.33 0.98 3.2 0.003 0.13 255 0.027 Trenchers Max. hp 250 

315CL EXCAVATOR-CAT W/COMP. WHEEL Diesel 115 23 3780 2.9 11.9 17.7 0.019 1.6 1,657 0.26 0.24 1.00 1.5 0.002 0.14 126 0.020 Excavators Max. hp 120 

325BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 188 45 7560 6.2 16.9 61.3 0.080 2.1 7,141 0.56 0.52 1.42 5.2 0.007 0.18 544 0.042 Excavators Max. hp 250 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 204 30 5040 4.1 11.3 40.9 0.054 1.4 4,760 0.37 0.35 0.95 3.4 0.004 0.12 363 0.028 Excavators Max. hp 250 

330BL EXCAVATOR/AUX HYD-HAMMER-CAT Diesel 204 23 3780 3.1 17.5 56.9 0.056 2.3 5,015 0.53 0.50 1.47 4.8 0.005 0.19 382 0.041 Excavators Max. hp 250 

16-30 BENDING MACHINE-CRC Diesel 100 5 840 0.6 2.7 4.0 0.005 0.3 404 0.05 0.05 0.23 0.3 0.000 0.03 31 0.004 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 120 

590SL BACKHOE 4WD-CASE Diesel 110 45 7560 3.7 16.1 23.8 0.027 2.2 2,328 0.34 0.31 1.36 2.0 0.002 0.18 177 0.026 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Max. hp 120 

RD90B READSCREEN Diesel 42 10 1680 0.9 2.8 2.7 0.004 0.2 280 0.08 0.08 0.24 0.2 0.000 0.02 21 0.006 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 50 

OZZIE PADDER Diesel 325 15 2520 2.4 8.5 27.1 0.037 0.9 3,814 0.22 0.20 0.72 2.3 0.003 0.08 291 0.016 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 500 

950G WHEEL LOADER 4YD-CAT Diesel 197 30 5040 4.2 12.0 42.6 0.050 1.5 4,469 0.4 0.35 1.01 3.6 0.004 0.13 341 0.029 Rubber Tired Loaders Max. hp 250 

12G MOTOR GRADER-CAT Diesel 135 23 3780 3.7 16.6 28.6 0.031 1.7 2,788 0.33 0.31 1.40 2.4 0.003 0.14 212 0.025 Graders Max. hp 175 

14G MOTOR GRADER-CAT Diesel 150 23 3780 3.7 16.6 28.6 0.031 1.7 2,788 0.33 0.31 1.40 2.4 0.003 0.14 212 0.025 Graders Max. hp 175 

RT-518 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 110 5 840 0.5 1.8 3.1 0.003 0.3 251 0.05 0.04 0.15 0.3 0.0002 0.02 19 0.004 Cranes Max. hp 120 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 160 5 840 0.6 2.4 4.4 0.005 0.3 402 0.05 0.05 0.20 0.37 0.0004 0.02 31 0.004 Cranes Max. hp 175 

390 AIR COMPRESSOR-QUINCY Diesel 37 10 1680 1.1 2.7 2.4 0.003 0.3 223 0.10 0.09 0.23 0.20 0.0002 0.02 17 0.008 Air Compressors Max. hp. 50 

1500 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 460 20 3360 3.6 12.3 41.1 0.045 1.4 4,635 0.33 0.30 1.04 3.5 0.004 0.11 353 0.025 Air Compressors Max. hp. 500 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN Diesel 40 150 25200 17.4 44.2 40.2 0.050 4.1 3,894 1.57 1.46 3.72 3.4 0.004 0.35 297 0.119 Welders Max. hp. 50 

60KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 72 60 10080 7.8 30.0 51.7 0.055 4.1 4,677 0.71 0.66 2.52 4.3 0.005 0.34 356 0.054 Generators Max. hp. 120 

100KW GENERATOR-COLEMAN Diesel 110 60 10080 7.8 30.0 51.7 0.055 4.1 4,677 0.71 0.66 2.52 4.3 0.005 0.34 356 0.054 Generators Max. hp. 120 

G260KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 310 60 10080 12.7 48.8 167.5 0.198 5.0 20,211 1.14 1.06 4.10 14.1 0.017 0.42 1,540 0.087 Generators Max. hp. 500 

FT83 TEST/FILL PUMP-SABRE Diesel 181 20 3360 2.9 9.1 37.3 0.045 1.1 4,027 0.26 0.25 0.76 3.1 0.004 0.09 307 0.020 Pumps Max. hp 250 

3" PUMP MQ Gas 4 40 6720 0.6 2.1 3.3 0.005 0.2 297 0.05 0.05 0.17 0.3 0.0004 0.02 23 0.004 Pumps Max. hp 15 

CD150M 6" PUMP-GODWIN Diesel 90 60 10080 8.1 30.5 52.5 0.055 4.3 4,677 0.73 0.68 2.56 4.4 0.005 0.36 356 0.056 Pumps Max. hp 120 

TOTAL 144 513 1195 1.3 58 119,576 13 12 43 100 0.11 4.9 9,116 1.0 - -



Table 19
	

Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - Street Work Spread Nos. 1, 2, and 3
	

(Emissions Listed are for Each Spread)
	
Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment Type 
Fuel 
Type 

Equipment 
Engine Size 

(hp) 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Hourly 
usage 
(hrs) 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Total Emissions (tons) 
Total Emissions 
(metric tons) Emission Factor Reference 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 Equipment Type Size 
2 TON FLATBED W/10 TON CRANE Diesel 350 4 672 0.7 2.5 6.6 0.007 0.3 720.4 0.06 0.058 0.21 0.55 0.0006 0.021 55 0.0047 Cranes Max. hp 500 

3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE Diesel 350 4 672 0.7 2.5 6.6 0.0 0.3 720.4 0.1 0.058 0.206 0.554 0.001 0.021 55 0.0047 Cranes Max. hp 500 

FORKLIFT, 8000+ LBS Diesel 110 4 792 0.2 0.9 1.3 0.001 0.1 124.9 0.02 0.022 0.09 0.13 0.0001 0.012 11 0.0018 Forklifts Max. hp 120 

571G PIPELAYER-CAT Diesel 310 12 2,016 3.3 13.2 30.6 0.031 1.2 3110.8 0.30 0.281 1.11 2.57 0.0026 0.103 237 0.0230 Crawler Tractors Max. hp 500 

572G PIPELAYER-CAT Diesel 200 8 1,344 1.6 4.4 14.6 0.015 0.6 1329.1 0.14 0.131 0.37 1.22 0.0013 0.049 101 0.0107 Crawler Tractors Max. hp 250 

TRENCHING MACHINE Diesel 180 4 672 1.0 3.1 10.1 0.0 0.4 891.6 0.1 0.088 0.261 0.85 0.001 0.034 68 0.0072 Trenchers Max. hp 250 

315CL EXCAVATOR-CAT W/COMP. WHEEL Diesel 115 6 1,008 0.8 3.2 4.7 0.005 0.4 441.7 0.07 0.065 0.27 0.40 0.0004 0.037 34 0.0053 Excavators Max. hp 120 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 204 12 2,016 1.6 4.5 16.4 0.021 0.6 1,904 0.15 0.138 0.38 1.4 0.0018 0.047 145 0.0113 Excavators Max. hp 250 

16-30 BENDING MACHINE-CRC Diesel 100 2 336 0.2 1.1 1.6 0.002 0.1 161.7 0.02 0.020 0.09 0.14 0.0002 0.012 12 0.0017 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 120 

420D BACKHOE-CAT Diesel 93 6 1,008 0.5 2.2 3.2 0.004 0.3 310.4 0.05 0.042 0.18 0.27 0.0003 0.024 24 0.0034 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Max. hp 120 

430D BACKHOE-CAT Diesel 102 6 1,008 0.5 2.2 3.2 0.004 0.3 310 0.05 0.042 0.18 0.3 0.0003 0.024 24 0.0034 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Max. hp 120 

OZZIE PADDER Diesel 325 6 1,008 1.0 3.4 10.9 0.015 0.4 1525.4 0.1 0.080 0.286 0.91 0.001 0.031 116 0.0066 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 500 

936E WHEEL LOADER 3YD-CAT Diesel 140 6 1,008 0.8 3.8 6.5 0.007 0.4 637.9 0.08 0.070 0.32 0.55 0.0006 0.032 49 0.0057 Rubber Tired Loaders Max. hp 175 

950G WHEEL LOADER 4YD-CAT Diesel 197 6 1,008 0.8 2.4 8.5 0.010 0.3 893.9 0.08 0.071 0.20 0.72 0.0008 0.026 68 0.0058 Rubber Tired Loaders Max. hp 250 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 160 4 672 0.5 1.9 3.5 0.004 0.2 321.4 0.04 0.039 0.16 0.29 0.0003 0.017 24 0.0032 Cranes Max. hp 175 

RT-860B CRANE-GROVE Diesel 190 4 672 0.5 1.3 4.6 0.005 0.2 448.6 0.04 0.039 0.11 0.39 0.0004 0.014 34 0.0032 Cranes Max. hp 250 

P/33/24 TRENCH COMPACTOR-RAMMEX Diesel 18 24 4,032 0.4 1.3 2.5 0.004 0.1 317.2 0.03 0.032 0.11 0.21 0.0003 0.010 24 0.0027 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 25 

P185 WD AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 78 16 2,688 1.5 5.3 9.1 0.009 0.8 751.2 0.14 0.13 0.45 0.76 0.00 0.07 57 0.0105 Air Compressors Max. hp. 50 

390 AIR COMPRESSOR-QUINCY Diesel 37 8 1,344 0.9 2.2 1.9 0.002 0.2 178 0.08 0.073 0.18 0.2 0.0002 0.017 14 0.0060 Air Compressors Max. hp. 50 

1500 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 460 16 2,688 2.9 9.9 32.9 0.036 1.1 3,708 0.26 0.243 0.83 2.8 0.0031 0.092 283 0.0199 Air Compressors Max. hp. 500 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN Diesel 40 36 6,048 4.2 10.6 9.7 0.012 1.0 934 0.38 0.350 0.89 0.8 0.0010 0.083 71 0.0286 Welders Max. hp. 50 

60KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 72 16 2,688 2.1 8.0 13.8 0.015 1.1 1,247 0.19 0.175 0.67 1.2 0.0012 0.092 95 0.0144 Generators Max. hp. 120 

G115KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 125 16 2,688 2.1 8.0 13.8 0.015 1.1 1,247 0.19 0.175 0.67 1.2 0.0012 0.092 95 0.0144 Generators Max. hp. 120 

G260KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 310 16 3,168 3.4 13.0 44.7 0.053 1.3 5,390 0.30 0.334 1.29 4.4 0.0052 0.131 484 0.0273 Generators Max. hp. 500 

3" PUMP MQ Gas 4 32 6,336 0.5 1.7 2.6 0.004 0.2 237.6 0.04 0.045 0.16 0.26 0.0004 0.019 21 0.0037 Pumps Max. hp 15 

CD150M 6" PUMP-GODWIN Diesel 90 32 6,336 4.3 16.3 28.0 0.029 2.3 2494.4 0.39 0.428 1.61 2.77 0.0029 0.226 224 0.0350 Pumps Max. hp 120 

ASPHALT ZIPPER 480 Diesel 110 6 1,008 0.9 3.1 5.5 0.005 0.5 415.2 0.08 0.078 0.26 0.47 0.0004 0.041 32 0.0064 Pavers Max. hp 120 

8-HC SWEEPER-LAYMOR Diesel 30 4 672 0.8 2.2 1.9 0.002 0.2 189.3 0.07 0.045 0.125 0.108 0.000 0.011 10 0.0037 Sweepers Max. hp 50 

3-5 TON SMOOTH DRUM ROLLER Diesel 43 8 1,344 0.7 1.8 1.6 0.002 0.2 155.9 0.09 0.080 0.207 0.182 0.000 0.019 16 0.0065 Rollers Max. hp 50 

CONCRETE-AC.SAW Diesel 5 16 2,688 0.1 0.4 0.8 0.001 0.0 98.9 0.03 0.027 0.091 0.170 0.000 0.008 20 0.0022 Concrete Saws Max. hp 25 

TOTAL 40 136 302 0.34 16 31217 3.6 3.5 12 27 0.030 1.4 2503 0.28 - -



Table 20
	

Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - Hammer Bore and Auger Bore Crews
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Hammer Bore Crew 

Equipment Type Fuel Type 

Equipment 
Engine Size 

(hp) 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Hourly 
usage 
(hrs) 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Total Emissions (tons) 
Total Emissions 
(metric tons) Emission Factor Reference 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 Equipment Type Size 
2 TON FLATBED W/10 TON CRANE Diesel 350 5 690 0.9 3.1 8.2 0.009 0.31 900.5 0.08 0.06 0.21 0.57 0.0006 0.02 56 0.005 Cranes Max. hp 500 

3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE Diesel 350 5 690 0.9 3.1 8.2 0.0 0.3 900.5 0.1 0.06 0.21 0.57 0.00 0.02 56 0 Cranes Max. hp 500 

900 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 275 20 2,760 3.6 12.3 41 0.045 1.4 4634.8 0.33 0.25 0.85 2.84 0.0031 0.09 290 0.020 Air Compressors Max. hp. 500 

3" PUMP MQ Gas 4 40 5,520 0.6 2.1 3.3 0.005 0.23 297.0 0.05 0.04 0.14 0.23 0.0003 0.02 19 0.003 Crawler Tractors Max. hp 500 

TOTAL 5.9 21 61 0.068 2.2 6733 0.53 0.41 1.4 4.2 0.0047 0.2 421 0.033 - -

Auger Bore Crew 

Equipment Type Fuel Type 

Equipment 
Engine Size 

(hp) 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Hourly 
usage 
(hrs) 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Total Emissions (tons) 
Total Emissions 
(metric tons) Emission Factor Reference 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 Equipment Type Size 
3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE Diesel 350 5 690 0.9 3.1 8.2 0.0088 0.3 900.5 0.08 0.06 0.21 0.57 0.0006 0.022 56.37 0.0049 Cranes Max. hp 500 

3 AXL LOWBED TRACTOR & TRAILER Diesel 350 5 690 1.4 5.5 12.8 0.0 0.5 1296.1 0.1 0.10 0.38 0.88 0.00 0.04 81.13 0.01 Crawler Tractors Max. hp 500 

325BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 188 8 1,035 1.0 2.8 10.2 0.013 0.3 1190.1 0.09 0.07 0.19 0.71 0.0009 0.024 74.50 0.0058 Excavators Max. hp 250 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 160 5 690 0.6 2.4 4.4 0.0045 0.3 401.7 0.05 0.04 0.17 0.30 0.00031 0.018 25.15 0.0032 Cranes Max. hp 175 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN Diesel 40 8 1,035 0.9 2.2 2.0 0.0025 0.2 194.7 0.08 0.06 0.15 0.14 0.0002 0.014 12.19 0.0049 Welders Max. hp 50 

G115KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 125 20 2,760 3.1 14.9 28.0 0.0 1.4 2839.6 0.3 0.22 1.03 1.93 0.00 0.10 177.75 0.0178 Generators Max. hp 175 

3" PUMP MQ Gas 4 20 2,760 0.3 1.0 1.7 0.0023 0.1 148.5 0.03 0.02 0.07 0.11 0.0002 0.008 9.29 0.0016 Pumps Max. hp 15 

AUGER BORE MACHINE Diesel 106 10 1,380 0.6 4.8 5.6 0.0090 0.4 771.2 0.05 0.04 0.33 0.39 0.0006 0.028 48.28 0.0034 Bore/Drill Machines Max. hp 120 

TOTAL 9 37 73 0.085 3.5 7742 0.79 0.6 2.5 5.0 0.0059 0.24 485 0.05 - -



Table 21
	

Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - HDD and Station Work Crews
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

HDD Crew Nos. 1, 2 and 3 (Emissions Listed are for Each Crew) 

Equipment Type 
Fuel 
Type 

Equipment 
Engine Size 

(hp) 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Hourly 
usage 
(hrs) 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Total Emissions (tons) 
Total Emissions 
(metric tons) Emission Factor Reference 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 Equipment Type Size 
FORKLIFT, 8000+ LBS Diesel 110 15 2,520 0.8 3.3 4.9 0.005 0.5 468.4 0.07 0.07 0.28 0.41 0.0005 0.039 36 0.006 Forklifts Max. hp 120 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 204 23 3,105 3.1 8.5 30.7 0.0 1.0 3570.4 0.3 0.21 0.58 2.12 0.00 0.07 223 0 Excavators Max. hp 250 

580SL BACKHOE-CASE Diesel 110 23 3,105 1.9 8.1 11.9 0.014 1.1 1163.9 0.17 0.13 0.56 0.82 0.0009 0.074 73 0.011 Tractor/Loader/Backhoe Max. hp 120 

RT-860B CRANE-GROVE Diesel 190 15 2,070 1.8 4.9 17.3 0.019 0.6 1682.4 0.16 0.12 0.34 1.19 0.0013 0.044 105 0.010 Cranes Max. hp 250 

SAM 400 WELDER-LINCOLN Diesel 57 23 3,105 2.6 6.6 6.0 0.008 0.6 584.1 0.23 0.18 0.46 0.42 0.0005 0.043 37 0.015 Welders Max. hp 50 

G260KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 310 20 2,760 4.2 16.3 55.8 0.066 1.7 6737.1 0.38 0.29 1.12 3.85 0.0046 0.11 422 0.024 Generators Max. hp 500 

LIGHT TOWERS Diesel 13 80 11,040 0.9 4.9 5.9 0.013 0.2 808.6 0.08 0.06 0.34 0.41 0.0009 0.016 51 0.005 Other Construction Equip. Max. hp 15 

750,000 # DRILL RIG (2 3408 E ENG) Diesel 1150 10 1,380 4.9 16.9 73.9 0.093 1.9 9282.8 0.44 0.34 1.17 5.10 0.0064 0.13 581 0.028 Bore/Drill Rigs Max. hp 1000 

MUD TANK CLEANING SYST. INCL. PUMPS Diesel 750 10 1,380 3.8 14.2 49.2 0.1 1.5 5707.0 0.3 0.26 0.98 3.39 0.00 0.10 357 0 Pumps Max. hp 750 

150,000 # DRILL RIG Diesel 300 10 1,380 1.4 5.5 14.9 0.031 0.5 3113.1 0.13 0.10 0.38 1.03 0.0021 0.036 195 0.008 Bore/Drill Rigs Max. hp 500 

MUD TANK CLEANING SYST. INCL. PUMPS Diesel 460 10 1,380 2.2 8.6 28.9 0.034 0.9 3452.0 0.20 0.16 0.59 2.00 0.0023 0.061 216 0.013 Pumps Max. hp 500 

80,000 # DRILL RIG Diesel 200 10 1,380 0.9 3.4 10.1 0.021 0.3 1881.0 0.08 0.06 0.24 0.70 0.0015 0.022 118 0.005 Bore/Drill Rigs Max. hp 250 

MUD TANK CLEANING SYST. INCL. PUMPS Diesel 87 10 1,380 1.4 5.1 8.8 0.009 0.7 779.5 0.12 0.09 0.35 0.60 0.0006 0.049 49 0.008 Pumps Max. hp 120 

TOTAL 30 106 318 0.41 12 39230 2.7 2 7 22 0.028 0.80 2462 0.17 - -

Station Work Crew Nos. 1 and 2 (Emissions Listed are for Each Crew) 

Equipment Type 
Fuel 
Type 

Equipment 
Engine Size 

(hp) 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Hourly 
usage 
(hrs) 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Total Emissions (tons) 
Total Emissions 
(metric tons) Emission Factor Reference 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 VOC CO NOx SO2 PM CO2 CH4 Equipment Type Size 
3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE Diesel 350 10 720 1.7 6.1 16.5 0.02 0.6 1801.0 0.2 0.06 0.22 0.59 0.00 0.02 58.82 0.0051 Cranes Max. hp 500 

3 AXL DUMP TRUCK 10 C.Y. Diesel 350 30 2,160 7.1 21.2 63.7 0.1 2.4 8170.0 0.6 0.26 0.76 2.29 0.00 0.08 266.82 0.02 Off-Highway Trucks Max. hp 500 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 204 15 1,080 2.1 5.6 20.4 0.03 0.7 2380.2 0.2 0.07 0.20 0.74 0.00 0.03 77.74 0.0061 Excavators Max. hp 250 

430D BACKHOE-CAT Diesel 102 15 1,080 1.2 5.4 7.9 0.01 0.7 775.9 0.1 0.04 0.19 0.29 0.00 0.03 25.34 0.0037 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Max. hp 120 

914G WHEEL LOADER-CAT Diesel 90 5 360 0.6 2.1 3.4 0.00 0.3 294.6 0.1 0.02 0.08 0.12 0.00 0.01 9.62 0.0017 Rubber Tire Loaders Max. hp 120 

RT-518 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 110 5 360 0.5 1.8 3.1 0.00 0.3 250.7 0.0 0.02 0.07 0.11 0.00 0.01 8.19 0.0015 Cranes Max. hp 120 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 160 5 360 0.6 2.4 4.4 0.00 0.3 401.7 0.1 0.02 0.09 0.16 0.00 0.01 13.12 0.0017 Cranes Max. hp 175 

RT-860B CRANE-GROVE Diesel 190 5 360 0.6 1.6 5.8 0.01 0.2 560.8 0.1 0.02 0.06 0.21 0.00 0.01 18.31 0.0017 Cranes Max. hp 250 

P185 WD AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 78 30 2,160 2.9 10.0 17.0 0.02 1.6 1408.5 0.3 0.10 0.36 0.61 0.00 0.06 46.00 0.0085 Air Compressors Max. hp 120 

1500 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 460 10 720 1.8 6.2 20.6 0.02 0.7 2317.4 0.2 0.07 0.22 0.74 0.00 0.02 75.68 0.0053 Air Compressors Max. hp 500 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN Diesel 40 75 5,400 8.7 22.1 20.1 0.03 2.1 1946.9 0.8 0.31 0.80 0.72 0.00 0.07 63.58 0.0256 Welders Max. hp 50 

TOTAL 28 85 183 0.22 9.8 20308 3 1 3 7 0 0 663 0.082 - -



Table 22
	

On-Road Vehicles - Mainline and Street Work Spreads
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Mainline Spreads Nos. 1 and 2 (Data Listed are for Each Spread) 

Vehicle Description 
Vehicle 
Class 

Roundtrips 
per Unit 

Travel on Roads per 
Roundtrip (miles) Total 

Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 
Total Daily VMT All Units 

(VMT/day) 
Total Overall VMT of All Units 

(VMT) 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads 

Pot-
holing 

R/W 
Clearing Ditching 

String 
Pipe 

Pipe 
Bending 

Pipe 
Welding 

Pipe 
Install 

Backfill 
Pipe 

Supervisi 
on TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

3/4 TON PICKUP 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 10 60 198 2 4 4 2 2 2 2 2 4 24 240 1,440 1,680 47,520 285,120 332,640 

8 PASSANGER VAN LDDT12 1 10 60 168 1 2 1 2 2 8 80 480 560 13,440 80,640 94,080 

1 TON FLATBED 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 10 60 198 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 10 100 600 700 19,800 118,800 138,600 

1 TON FLATBED 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 10 60 168 8 4 12 120 720 840 20,160 120,960 141,120 

1 TON MECHANIC 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 10 60 198 2 2 20 120 140 3,960 23,760 27,720 

2 TON FLATBED-FORD HDDV3 1 10 60 198 2 2 2 2 8 80 480 560 15,840 95,040 110,880 

2 AXL 26 PASSANGER BUS-INLR. HDDV3 1 10 60 168 1 1 10 60 70 1,680 10,080 11,760 

2 AXL WATER TRUCK HDDV6 8 10 60 168 2 2 4 320 1,920 2,240 53,760 322,560 376,320 

3 AXL FUEL TRUCK HDDV6 1 10 60 168 3 3 30 180 210 5,040 30,240 35,280 

3 AXL SANDBLAST TRUCK HDDV6 1 10 60 168 4 4 40 240 280 6,720 40,320 47,040 

3 AXL DUMP TRUCK 10 C.Y. HDDV6 5 10 60 168 4 4 8 400 2,400 2,800 67,200 403,200 470,400 

3 AXL LOWBED TRACTOR & TRAILER HDDV6 1 10 60 198 2 2 20 120 140 3,960 23,760 27,720 

Worker Buses HDDBT 1 10 60 198 2 20 120 140 3,960 23,760 27,720 

Diesel Vehicle Subtotal 1,480 8,880 10,360 263,040 1,578,240 1,841,280 
10 60 198 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 1,480 8,880 10,360 263,040 1,578,240 1,841,280 

Street Work Spreads Nos. 1, 2 and 3 (Data Listed are for Each Spread) 

Vehicle Description 
Vehicle 
Class 

Roundtrips 
per Unit 

Travel on Roads per 
Roundtrip (miles) Total 

Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 
Total Daily VMT All Units 

(VMT/day) 
Total Overall VMT of All Units 

(VMT) 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads 

Pot-
holing Ditching String Pipe 

Pipe 
Bending 

Pipe 
Welding Pipe Install 

Backfill 
Pipe 

Repave & 
Clean-Up 

Supervisi 
on TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

3/4 TON PICKUP 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 1 30 198 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 8 8 240 248 1,584 47,520 49,104 

1 TON FLATBED 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 1 30 168 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 6 180 186 1,008 30,240 31,248 

1 TON FLATBED 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 1 30 168 2 2 4 4 120 124 672 20,160 20,832 

1 TON MECHANIC 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 1 30 168 1 1 1 30 31 168 5,040 5,208 

2 TON FLATBED-FORD HDDV3 1 1 30 168 1 1 1 1 4 4 120 124 672 20,160 20,832 

3 AXL FUEL TRUCK HDDV6 1 1 30 168 1 1 1 30 31 168 5,040 5,208 

3 AXL SANDBLAST TRUCK HDDV6 1 1 30 168 2 2 2 60 62 336 10,080 10,416 

2 AXL DUMP TRUCK 5 C.Y. HDDV6 15 1 30 168 1 2 1 4 60 1,800 1,860 10,080 302,400 312,480 

3 AXL DUMP TRUCK 10 C.Y. HDDV6 15 1 30 168 6 6 90 2,700 2,790 15,120 453,600 468,720 

3 AXL LOWBED TRACTOR & TRAILER HDDV6 1 1 30 168 1 1 1 30 31 168 5,040 5,208 

3 AXL WATER TRUCK HDDV6 1 1 30 168 3 3 3 90 93 504 15,120 15,624 

Worker Buses HDDBT 1 1 30 168 1 1 30 31 168 5,040 5,208 

Diesel Vehicle Subtotal 181 5,430 5,611 30,648 919,440 950,088 
1 30 168 0 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 181 5,430 5,611 30,648 919,440 950,088 



Table 23
	

On-Road Vehicles - Hammer Bore and Auger Bore Crews
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Hammer Bore Crew 

Vehicle Description 
Vehicle 
Class 

Roundtrips 
per Unit 

Travel on Roads per 
Roundtrip (miles) Total 

Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 
Total Daily VMT All Units 

(VMT/day) 
Total Overall VMT of All Units 

(VMT) 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads Boring TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

3/4 TON PICKUP 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 10 60 168 4 4 40 240 280 6,720 40,320 47,040 

2 TON FLATBED-FORD HDDV3 1 10 60 168 2 2 20 120 140 3,360 20,160 23,520 

Worker Buses HDDBT 1 10 60 168 1 10 60 70 1,680 10,080 11,760 

TOTAL 70 420 490 11,760 70,560 82,320 

Auger Bore Crew 

Vehicle Description 
Vehicle 
Class 

Roundtrips 
per Unit 

Travel on Roads per 
Roundtrip (miles) Total 

Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 
Total Daily VMT All Units 

(VMT/day) 
Total Overall VMT of All Units 

(VMT) 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads Boring TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

3/4 TON PICKUP 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 10 60 168 4 4 40 240 280 6,720 40,320 47,040 

2 TON FLATBED-FORD HDDV3 1 10 30 168 1 1 10 30 40 1,680 5,040 6,720 

Worker Buses HDDBT 1 10 60 168 1 10 60 70 1,680 10,080 11,760 

TOTAL 60 330 390 10,080 55,440 65,520 



Table 24
	

On-Road Vehicles - HDD and Station Crews
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

HDD Crew Nos. 1, 2, and 3 (Data Listed are for Each Crew) 

Vehicle Description 
Vehicle 
Class 

Roundtrips 
per Unit 

Travel on Roads per 
Roundtrip (miles) Total 

Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 
Total Daily VMT All Units 

(VMT/day) 
Total Overall VMT of All Units 

(VMT) 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads Drilling Pipe Pull TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

3/4 TON PICKUP 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 10 60 138 2 2 6 60 360 420 8,280 49,680 57,960 

8 PASSANGER VAN LDDT12 1 10 60 138 1 3 30 180 210 4,140 24,840 28,980 

1 TON FLATBED 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 10 60 138 1 1 6 60 360 420 8,280 49,680 57,960 

2 AXL WATER TRUCK HDDV6 5 10 60 138 1 3 150 900 1,050 20,700 124,200 144,900 

VACUUM TRUCK HDDV6 1 10 60 138 1 3 6 60 360 420 8,280 49,680 57,960 

VACUUM TRAILER HDDV6 1 10 60 138 1 3 30 180 210 4,140 24,840 28,980 

Worker Buses HDDBT 1 10 60 138 1 10 60 70 1,380 8,280 9,660 

TOTAL 400 2,400 2,800 55,200 331,200 386,400 

Station Crew Nos. 1 and 2 (Data Listed are for Each Crew) 

Vehicle Description 
Vehicle 
Class 

Roundtrips 
per Unit 

Travel on Roads per 
Roundtrip (miles) Total 

Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 
Total Daily VMT All Units 

(VMT/day) 
Total Overall VMT of All Units 

(VMT) 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads 

Excavatio 
n Work 

& 
Fabricati 

on 

Equip 
Installatio 

n 
Backfilling 
& Cleanup 

Supervisi 
on TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

Unpaved 
Roads 

Paved 
Roads TOTAL 

3/4 TON PICKUP 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 5 60 92 1 1 1 1 2 6 30 360 390 2,760 33,120 35,880 

1 TON FLATBED 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 1 30 72 6 6 6 180 186 432 12,960 13,392 

1 TON FLATBED 2WD-FORD LDDT12 1 1 30 72 4 4 4 120 124 288 8,640 8,928 

CONCRETE TRUCK HDDV6 1 1 30 72 2 2 2 60 62 144 4,320 4,464 

FUEL TRUCK HDDV6 1 1 30 72 1 1 1 1 4 4 120 124 288 8,640 8,928 

Worker Buses HDDBT 1 1 60 72 1 1 60 61 72 4,320 4,392 

TOTAL 47 900 947 3,984 72,000 75,984 



Table 25
	

On-Road Vehicle Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Vehicle Type 

Emission Factora (pounds/VMT) 

VOC CO NOx SOx PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 
Diesel Delivery Trucks 0.002419 0.01693 0.01893 0.0000273 0.0007010 0.0005968 2.752 0.0001166 

Notes: 

a. Emission factors from SCAQMD file "onroadEF07_26.xls". Year: 2011. 



Table 26
	

Emissions for On-Road Vehicles
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Spread / Crew Fuel Type 

Total Daily 
VMT 

(VMT/day) 
Total Overall 
VMT (VMT) 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Total Emissions (tons) 
Total Emissions (metric 

tons) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CH4 

Mainline Spreads Diesel Delivery Truck 10,360 1,841,280 25 175 196 0.28 7.3 6.2 28,509 1.2 2.2 15.6 17.4 0.025 0.65 0.55 2,298 0.10 

Subtotal - - 25 175 196 0.28 7.3 6.2 28,509 1.2 2.2 15.6 17.4 0.025 0.65 0.55 2,298 0.10 

Street Work Spreads Diesel Delivery Truck 5,611 950,088 14 95 106 0.15 3.9 3.3 15,440 0.65 1.1 8.0 9.0 0.013 0.33 0.28 1,186 0.050 

Subtotal - - 14 95 106 0.15 3.9 3.3 15,440 0.65 1.1 8.0 9.0 0.013 0.33 0.28 1,186 0.050 

Hammer Bore Crew Diesel Delivery Truck 490 82,320 1.2 8.3 9.3 0.013 0.34 0.29 1,348 0.057 0.1 0.70 0.78 0.0011 0.03 0.025 103 0.0044 

Subtotal - - 1.2 8.3 9.3 0.013 0.34 0.29 1,348 0.057 0.1 0.70 0.78 0.0011 0.03 0.025 103 0.0044 

Auger Bore Crew Diesel Delivery Truck 390 65,520 0.9 6.6 7.4 0.011 0.27 0.23 1,073 0.045 0.1 0.55 0.62 0.0009 0.02 0.020 82 0.0035 

Subtotal - - 0.9 6.6 7.4 0.011 0.27 0.23 1,073 0.045 0.1 0.55 0.62 0.0009 0.02 0.020 82 0.0035 

HDD Crews Diesel Delivery Truck 2,800 386,400 6.8 47 53 0.076 2.0 1.7 7,705 0.33 0.5 3.3 3.7 0.0053 0.14 0.12 482 0.020 

Subtotal - - 6.8 47 53 0.076 2.0 1.7 7,705 0.33 0.5 3.3 3.7 0.0053 0.14 0.12 482 0.020 

Station Crews Diesel Delivery Truck 947 75,984 2.3 16 18 0.026 0.66 0.57 2,606 0.11 0.092 0.64 0.72 0.0010 0.03 0.023 95 0.0040 

Subtotal - - 2.3 16 18 0.026 0.66 0.57 2,606 0.11 0.1 0.64 0.72 0.0010 0.03 0.023 95 0.0040 



Table 27
	
Fugitve Dust Emissions - Construction Sites
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Construction Activity (acres) 
Disturbance 

(months) 

Duration of 
Activity 

Emission Factora 

(ton/acre/month) 
Daily Emissions 

(lbs/day) 
Emissions 
(tons) 

PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 

Mainline Spreadsb 6 5.6 0.11 0.023 60 13 3.7 0.78 

Street Work Spreadsc 1.5 5.6 0.11 0.023 15 3.2 0.9 0.19 

Hammer Bore Crew 1 4.5 0.11 0.023 10 2.1 0.5 0.10 

Auger Bore Crew 1 4.5 0.11 0.023 10 2.1 0.5 0.10 

HDD Crew 1 4.5 0.11 0.023 10 2.1 0.5 0.10 

Station Work 1 2.5 0.11 0.023 10 2.1 0.28 0.058 

Notes: 

a. See emission factor derivation table below. 

b. Pipeline construction area basd on all concurrent work on a total surface area of a 100-ft wide corridor with a length of one half mile. 

c. Pipeline construction area basd on all concurrent work on a total surface area of a 50-ft wide corridor with a length of one quarter mile. 

Emission Factor Derivation Table 

Parameter Units1 PM10
(2) PM2.5

(3) 

Uncontrolled Emission Factor ton/acre/month 0.22 0.046 

Controlled Emission Factor4 ton/acre/month 0.11 0.023 

Notes: 

1. Based on 22 days/month. 

2. from UREMIS2007 User's Guide 

3. assumes PM2.5 fraction is 21% of PM10 fraction. 

4. Assume 50% dust control based on watering. 



Table 28
	
Fugitive Dust Emission Factors - Roads
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Unpaved Roads - Emission Factor Derivation 
E = k(s/12)a(W/3)b 

AP-42 Section 13.2.2 

where: 

E = particulate emission factor (lb/VMT) 

k, a, b = empirical constants for industrial roads 

s = surface material silt content (%) 

W = average vehicle weight (tons) 

Parameter Units PM10 PM2.5 Reference 
Mean Vehicle Weight tons 8 8 Assumption 

Constant, k lb/VMT 1.5 0.15 Table 13.2.2-2 (worst case) 

Constant, a 0.9 0.9 Table 13.2.2-2 (worst case) 

Constant, b 0.45 0.45 Table 13.2.2-2 (worst case) 

Silt content, s % 8.5 8.5 Table 13.2..2-1 (construction sites) 

Uncontrolled Emission factor, E lb/VMT 1.71 0.171 Calculation 
Controlled Emission factor lb/VMT 0.43 0.043 Calculation 

Paved Roads - Emission Factor Derivation Table 

E = (k(sL/2)0.65(W/3)1.5-C) AP-42 Section 13.2.1 (11/06 version) 

where: 

E = particulate emission factor (lb/VMT) 

k = particle size multiplier 

sL = road surface silt loading (g/m2) 

W = average vehicle weight (tons) 

C = emission factor for 1980's vehicle fleet exhaust, break wear and tire wear 

Parameter Units PM10 PM2.5 Reference 
Mean Vehicle Weight tons 3 3 Assumption 

k factor lb/VMT 0.016 0.0024 Table 13.2-1.1 

Silt Loading, sL g/m2 
0.6 0.6 Table 13.2.1-3 

Emission factor, C lb/VMT 0.00047 0.00036 Table 13.2.1-2 

Emission factor, E lb/VMT 0.00685 0.000737 Calculation 



Table 29
	

Fugitive Dust Emissions for Roads
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Total Daily VMT 
(VMT/day) Total Overall VMT (VMT) 

Unpaved Roads Paved Roads Total 
Daily Emissions 

(lbs/day) 
Total Emissions 

(tons) 
Daily Emissions 

(lbs/day) 
Total Emissions 

(tons) 
Daily Emissions 

(lbs/day) 
Total Emissions 

(tons) 
Unpaved Paved Unpaved Paved 

Spread / Crew Roads Roads Roads Roads PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 
Mainline Spread 1,480 8,880 263,040 1,578,240 633 63 56 6 61 6.5 5.4 0.58 693 70 62 6 

Street Work Spread 181 5,430 30,648 919,440 77 7.7 6.6 0.66 37 4.00 3.15 0.339 115 11.7 9.7 1.0 

Hammer Bore Crew 70 420 11,760 70,560 30 3 3 0.3 2.9 0.31 0.24 0.026 33 3.3 2.8 0.28 

Auger Bore Crew 60 330 10,080 55,440 26 3 2 0.2 2.3 0.24 0.19 0.020 28 2.8 2.3 0.2 

HDD Crews 400 2,400 55,200 331,200 171 17 12 1.2 16 1.77 1.1 0.12 187 19 13 1.3 

Station Crews 47 900 3,984 72,000 20 2.0 0.9 0.09 6.2 0.66 0.25 0.027 26 2.7 1.1 0.11 



Appendix C - Part II 
Emission Calculations for Street Work Spread - Pipe Installation 

Calnev Expansion Project 

Table No. Title 

Table 1 Summary of Daily Construction Emissions - Pipe Installation During Street Work Spread 

Table 2 Non-Road Equipment - Street Work Spread 

Table 3 Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors 

Table 4 Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - Pipe Installation During Street Work Spread 

Table 5 Fugitve Dust Emissions - Pipe Installation During Street Work Spread 



Table 1
	

Summary of Daily Construction Emissions - Pipe Installation During Street Work Spread
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Spread / Crew Activity Emission Type 

Emissions 
(lbs/day) 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM10 PM2.5 

Street Work Spread Pipe Installation Exhaust Emissions 16 52 132 0.15 6.0 6.0 

Fugitive Dust Emissions - - - - 7.0 1.5 

Subtotal 16 52 132 0.15 13 7.5 



Table 2
	

Non-Road Equipment - Street Work Spread
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION 
Fuel 
Type 

Engine 
Rating 
per Unit 
(hp) 

Daily 
Operation 
per Unit 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Working 
Days per 
Unit 

No. of Units 

Total 
Daily 

Operation 
of All 
Units 
(hr/day) 

Total 
Overall 

Operation 
of All Units 

(hr) 

Equipment Usage (hp-hr) 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 

During Pipe 
Installation 
(hr/day) 

Pot-
holing Ditching 

Pipe 
Bending 

Pipe 
Welding 

Pipe 
Install 

Backfill 
Pipe 

Repave & 
Clean-Up Supervision TOTAL 

Pot-
holing Ditching 

Pipe 
Bending 

Pipe 
Welding 

Pipe 
Install 

Backfill 
Pipe 

Repave & 
Clean-Up 

Supervisi 
on TOTAL 

2 TON FLATBED W/10 TON CRANE Diesel 350 4 168 1 1 4 672 0 0 0 1400 0 0 0 0 1400 0 

3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE Diesel 350 4 168 1 1 4 672 0 0 0 0 1400 0 0 0 1400 4 

FORKLIFT, 8000+ LBS Diesel 110 4 198 1 1 4 792 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 440 440 0 

571G PIPELAYER-CAT Diesel 310 6 168 2 2 12 2,016 0 0 0 3720 0 0 0 0 3720 0 

572G PIPELAYER-CAT Diesel 200 4 168 2 2 8 1,344 0 0 0 0 1600 0 0 0 1600 8 

TRENCHING MACHINE Diesel 180 4 168 1 1 4 672 0 720 0 0 0 0 0 0 720 0 

315CL EXCAVATOR-CAT W/COMP. WHEEL Diesel 115 6 168 1 1 6 1,008 0 0 0 0 0 690 0 0 690 0 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 204 6 168 2 2 12 2,016 0 2448 0 0 0 0 0 0 2448 0 

16-30 BENDING MACHINE-CRC Diesel 100 2 168 1 1 2 336 0 0 200 0 0 0 0 0 200 0 

420D BACKHOE-CAT Diesel 93 6 168 1 1 6 1,008 558 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 558 0 

430D BACKHOE-CAT Diesel 102 6 168 1 1 6 1,008 0 0 0 0 612 0 0 0 612 6 

OZZIE PADDER Diesel 325 6 168 1 1 6 1,008 0 0 0 0 0 1950 0 0 1950 0 

936E WHEEL LOADER 3YD-CAT Diesel 140 6 168 1 1 6 1,008 0 0 0 0 0 840 0 0 840 0 

950G WHEEL LOADER 4YD-CAT Diesel 197 6 168 1 1 6 1,008 0 0 0 0 0 1182 0 0 1182 0 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 160 4 168 1 1 4 672 0 0 0 640 0 0 0 0 640 0 

RT-860B CRANE-GROVE Diesel 190 4 168 1 1 4 672 0 0 0 0 760 0 0 0 760 4 

P/33/24 TRENCH COMPACTOR-RAMMEX Diesel 18 6 168 4 4 24 4,032 0 0 0 0 0 432 0 0 432 0 

P185 WD AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 78 4 168 2 2 4 16 2,688 0 0 0 624 624 0 0 0 1248 8 

390 AIR COMPRESSOR-QUINCY Diesel 37 4 168 1 1 2 8 1,344 0 0 0 148 148 0 0 0 296 4 

1500 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 460 8 168 2 2 16 2,688 0 0 0 0 7360 0 0 0 7360 16 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN Diesel 40 6 168 2 4 6 36 6,048 0 0 0 480 960 0 0 0 1440 24 

60KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 72 8 168 2 2 16 2,688 0 0 0 1152 0 0 0 0 1152 0 

G115KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 125 8 168 2 2 16 2,688 0 0 0 0 2000 0 0 0 2000 16 

G260KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 310 8 198 2 2 16 3,168 0 0 0 0 4960 0 0 0 4960 16 

3" PUMP MQ Gas 4 8 198 4 4 32 6,336 0 128 0 0 0 0 0 0 128 0 

CD150M 6" PUMP-GODWIN Diesel 90 8 198 4 4 32 6,336 0 2880 0 0 0 0 0 0 2880 0 

ASPHALT ZIPPER 480 Diesel 110 6 168 1 1 6 1,008 0 660 0 0 0 0 0 0 660 0 

8-HC SWEEPER-LAYMOR Diesel 30 4 168 1 1 4 672 0 0 0 0 0 0 120 0 120 0 

3-5 TON SMOOTH DRUM ROLLER Diesel 43 8 168 1 1 8 1,344 0 0 0 0 0 0 344 0 344 0 

CONCRETE-AC.SAW Diesel 5 8 168 2 2 16 2,688 0 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 0 

558 6916 200 8164 20424 5094 464 440 



Table 3
	

Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment 

Maximum 
Operating 
Range 
(hp) 

Emission Factor (lb/hr) 

VOC CO NOX SO2 PM CO2 CH4 
Aerial Lifts 15 0.0103 0.0528 0.0650 0.0001 0.0033 8.7 0.0009 

25 0.0192 0.0546 0.0984 0.0001 0.0060 11.0 0.0017 

50 0.0706 0.1884 0.1952 0.0003 0.0179 19.6 0.0064 

120 0.0657 0.2477 0.4270 0.0004 0.0346 38.1 0.0059 

500 0.1378 0.5300 1.7852 0.0021 0.0540 213 0.0124 

750 0.2567 0.9581 3.3162 0.0039 0.0991 385 0.0232 

Aerial Lifts Composite 0.0624 0.2033 0.3429 0.0004 0.0235 34.7 0.0056 

Air Compressors 15 0.0137 0.0504 0.0805 0.0001 0.0057 7.2 0.0012 

25 0.0306 0.0814 0.1368 0.0002 0.0093 14.4 0.0028 

50 0.1093 0.2740 0.2350 0.0003 0.0253 22.3 0.0099 

120 0.0956 0.3321 0.5677 0.0006 0.0524 47.0 0.0086 

175 0.1209 0.5096 0.9549 0.0010 0.0548 88.5 0.0109 

250 0.1136 0.3192 1.3087 0.0015 0.0416 131 0.0103 

500 0.1811 0.6166 2.0558 0.0023 0.0682 232 0.0163 

750 0.2844 0.9529 3.2673 0.0036 0.1071 358 0.0257 

1000 0.4881 1.7108 5.7297 0.0049 0.1705 486 0.0440 

Air Compressors Composite 0.1054 0.3524 0.6923 0.0007 0.0501 63.6 0.0095 

Bore/Drill Rigs 15 0.0120 0.0632 0.0754 0.0002 0.0029 10.3 0.0011 

25 0.0195 0.0658 0.1242 0.0002 0.0059 16.0 0.0018 

50 0.0436 0.2409 0.2790 0.0004 0.0169 31.0 0.0039 

120 0.0606 0.4762 0.5580 0.0009 0.0400 77.1 0.0055 

175 0.0829 0.7539 0.8250 0.0016 0.0446 141 0.0075 

250 0.0892 0.3445 1.0129 0.0021 0.0323 188 0.0081 

500 0.1418 0.5542 1.4912 0.0031 0.0521 311 0.0128 

750 0.2822 1.0947 3.0008 0.0062 0.1034 615 0.0255 

1000 0.4882 1.6903 7.3893 0.0093 0.1875 928 0.0440 

Bore/Drill Rigs Composite 0.0943 0.5102 1.0083 0.0017 0.0436 165 0.0085 

Cement and Mortar Mixers 15 0.0076 0.0387 0.0484 0.0001 0.0026 6.3 0.0007 

25 0.0319 0.0895 0.1589 0.0002 0.0099 17.6 0.0029 

Cement and Mortar Mixers Composite 0.0096 0.0429 0.0575 0.0001 0.0032 7.2 0.0009 

Concrete/Industrial Saws 25 0.0200 0.0678 0.1268 0.0002 0.0056 16.5 0.0018 

50 0.1139 0.3112 0.3019 0.0004 0.0284 30.2 0.0103 

120 0.1247 0.4926 0.8118 0.0009 0.0684 74.1 0.0113 

175 0.1805 0.8751 1.5479 0.0018 0.0826 160 0.0163 

Concrete/Industrial Saws Composite 0.1179 0.4209 0.6240 0.0007 0.0525 58.5 0.0106 

Cranes 50 0.1192 0.3071 0.2511 0.0003 0.0273 23.2 0.0108 

120 0.1048 0.3686 0.6196 0.0006 0.0571 50.1 0.0095 

175 0.1149 0.4857 0.8777 0.0009 0.0514 80.3 0.0104 

250 0.1171 0.3276 1.1522 0.0013 0.0428 112 0.0106 

500 0.1726 0.6137 1.6493 0.0018 0.0627 180 0.0156 

750 0.2920 1.0299 2.8472 0.0030 0.1068 303 0.0263 

9999 1.0371 3.8402 11.5554 0.0098 0.3585 971 0.0936 

Cranes Composite 0.1507 0.5179 1.3617 0.0014 0.0599 129 0.0136 

Crawler Tractors 50 0.1352 0.3424 0.2745 0.0003 0.0305 24.9 0.0122 

120 0.1461 0.4959 0.8580 0.0008 0.0778 65.8 0.0132 

175 0.1848 0.7540 1.4007 0.0014 0.0818 121 0.0167 

250 0.1950 0.5472 1.8209 0.0019 0.0725 166 0.0176 

500 0.2783 1.1025 2.5536 0.0025 0.1020 259 0.0251 

750 0.5006 1.9682 4.6762 0.0047 0.1844 465 0.0452 

1000 0.7588 3.1215 8.1716 0.0066 0.2653 658 0.0685 

Crawler Tractors Composite 0.1764 0.6220 1.3069 0.0013 0.0806 114 0.0159 

Crushing/Proc. Equipment 50 0.2109 0.5418 0.4626 0.0006 0.0493 44.0 0.0190 

120 0.1647 0.5896 0.9809 0.0010 0.0915 83.1 0.0149 

175 0.2234 0.9697 1.7520 0.0019 0.1023 167 0.0202 

250 0.2081 0.5837 2.3660 0.0028 0.0754 245 0.0188 

500 0.2887 0.9617 3.1941 0.0037 0.1071 374 0.0261 

750 0.4624 1.4856 5.2437 0.0059 0.1718 589 0.0417 

9999 1.2993 4.4184 15.2096 0.0131 0.4525 1,308 0.1172 

Crushing/Proc. Equipment Composite 0.2014 0.7073 1.3534 0.0015 0.0884 132 0.0182 

Mutliple Pages for Table 3 



Table 3
	

Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment 

Maximum 
Operating 
Range 
(hp) 

Emission Factor (lb/hr) 

VOC CO NOX SO2 PM CO2 CH4 
Dumpers/Tenders 25 0.0103 0.0330 0.0629 0.0001 0.0034 7.6 0.0009 

Dumpers/Tenders Composite 0.0103 0.0330 0.0629 0.0001 0.0034 7.6 0.0009 

Excavators 25 0.0198 0.0677 0.1255 0.0002 0.0050 16.4 0.0018 

50 0.1018 0.3035 0.2601 0.0003 0.0256 25.0 0.0092 

120 0.1287 0.5267 0.7851 0.0009 0.0725 73.6 0.0116 

175 0.1375 0.6689 1.0363 0.0013 0.0627 112 0.0124 

250 0.1371 0.3762 1.3632 0.0018 0.0465 159 0.0124 

500 0.1889 0.5792 1.7621 0.0023 0.0639 234 0.0170 

750 0.3154 0.9588 3.0187 0.0039 0.1078 387 0.0285 

Excavators Composite 0.1388 0.5482 1.0634 0.0013 0.0592 120 0.0125 

Forklifts 50 0.0588 0.1749 0.1507 0.0002 0.0149 14.7 0.0053 

120 0.0545 0.2218 0.3262 0.0004 0.0312 31.2 0.0049 

175 0.0681 0.3304 0.5104 0.0006 0.0313 56.1 0.0061 

250 0.0622 0.1667 0.6508 0.0009 0.0207 77.1 0.0056 

500 0.0836 0.2280 0.8064 0.0011 0.0279 111 0.0075 

Forklifts Composite 0.0635 0.2284 0.4742 0.0006 0.0257 54.4 0.0057 

Generator Sets 15 0.0165 0.0712 0.1110 0.0002 0.0065 10.2 0.0015 

25 0.0287 0.0994 0.1670 0.0002 0.0102 17.6 0.0026 

50 0.1043 0.2826 0.3020 0.0004 0.0270 30.6 0.0094 

120 0.1305 0.5007 0.8616 0.0009 0.0684 77.9 0.0118 

175 0.1572 0.7442 1.3995 0.0016 0.0694 142 0.0142 

250 0.1483 0.4702 1.9373 0.0024 0.0558 213 0.0134 

500 0.2109 0.8134 2.7911 0.0033 0.0830 337 0.0190 

750 0.3517 1.3131 4.6299 0.0055 0.1360 544 0.0317 

9999 0.9398 3.3349 11.5379 0.0105 0.3364 1,049 0.0848 

Generator Sets Composite 0.0898 0.3204 0.6121 0.0007 0.0376 61.0 0.0081 

Graders 50 0.1290 0.3473 0.2920 0.0004 0.0304 27.5 0.0116 

120 0.1449 0.5405 0.8750 0.0009 0.0801 75.0 0.0131 

175 0.1647 0.7384 1.2722 0.0014 0.0745 124 0.0149 

250 0.1664 0.4709 1.6586 0.0019 0.0603 172 0.0150 

500 0.2045 0.7048 1.9645 0.0023 0.0737 229 0.0185 

750 0.4357 1.4881 4.2746 0.0049 0.1581 486 0.0393 

Graders Composite 0.1626 0.6216 1.3404 0.0015 0.0707 133 0.0147 

Off-Highway Tractors 120 0.2339 0.7351 1.3587 0.0011 0.1204 93.7 0.0211 

175 0.2229 0.8479 1.6869 0.0015 0.0975 130 0.0201 

250 0.1797 0.5115 1.6148 0.0015 0.0689 130 0.0162 

750 0.7101 3.3111 6.4854 0.0057 0.2682 568 0.0641 

1000 1.0705 5.1530 10.9774 0.0082 0.3811 814 0.0966 

Off-Highway Tractors Composite 0.2267 0.8123 1.8919 0.0017 0.0926 151 0.0205 

Off-Highway Trucks 175 0.1630 0.7608 1.1915 0.0014 0.0730 125 0.0147 

250 0.1550 0.4101 1.4773 0.0019 0.0515 167 0.0140 

500 0.2372 0.7058 2.1240 0.0027 0.0785 272 0.0214 

750 0.3873 1.1432 3.5575 0.0044 0.1295 442 0.0349 

1000 0.6108 1.9159 6.8506 0.0063 0.2074 625 0.0551 

Off-Highway Trucks Composite 0.2355 0.6994 2.1941 0.0027 0.0792 260 0.0212 

Other Construction Equipment 15 0.0118 0.0617 0.0737 0.0002 0.0029 10.1 0.0011 

25 0.0161 0.0544 0.1027 0.0002 0.0049 13.2 0.0015 

50 0.0935 0.2833 0.2745 0.0004 0.0245 28.0 0.0084 

120 0.1209 0.5367 0.8097 0.0009 0.0694 80.9 0.0109 

175 0.1086 0.5889 0.9253 0.0012 0.0515 107 0.0098 

500 0.1596 0.5683 1.8098 0.0025 0.0605 254 0.0144 

Other Construction Equipment Composite 0.0984 0.3954 0.9321 0.0013 0.0404 123 0.0089 

Other General Industrial Equipmen 15 0.0066 0.0391 0.0466 0.0001 0.0018 6.4 0.0006 

25 0.0185 0.0632 0.1172 0.0002 0.0047 15.3 0.0017 

50 0.1188 0.2972 0.2375 0.0003 0.0270 21.7 0.0107 

120 0.1371 0.4597 0.7774 0.0007 0.0755 62.0 0.0124 

175 0.1437 0.5788 1.0710 0.0011 0.0646 95.9 0.0130 

250 0.1307 0.3434 1.3989 0.0015 0.0458 136 0.0118 

500 0.2349 0.7297 2.4165 0.0026 0.0832 265 0.0212 

750 0.3901 1.2027 4.1009 0.0044 0.1394 437 0.0352 

1000 0.6008 2.0244 6.7928 0.0056 0.2087 560 0.0542 

Other General Industrial Equipmen Composite 0.1737 0.5618 1.5591 0.0016 0.0686 152 0.0157 

Other Material Handling Equipment 50 0.1648 0.4110 0.3302 0.0004 0.0375 30.3 0.0149 

120 0.1332 0.4476 0.7585 0.0007 0.0735 60.7 0.0120 

175 0.1814 0.7331 1.3603 0.0014 0.0818 122 0.0164 

250 0.1382 0.3659 1.4933 0.0016 0.0488 145 0.0125 

500 0.1674 0.5255 1.7416 0.0019 0.0597 192 0.0151 
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Table 3
	

Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment 

Maximum 
Operating 
Range 
(hp) 

Emission Factor (lb/hr) 

VOC CO NOX SO2 PM CO2 CH4 
9999 0.7937 2.6766 8.9765 0.0073 0.2749 741 0.0716 

Other Material Handling Equipment Composite 0.1666 0.5304 1.5148 0.0015 0.0665 141 0.0150 

Pavers 25 0.0265 0.0827 0.1565 0.0002 0.0086 18.7 0.0024 

50 0.1538 0.3769 0.3073 0.0004 0.0342 28.0 0.0139 

120 0.1551 0.5163 0.9242 0.0008 0.0819 69.2 0.0140 

175 0.1955 0.7892 1.5256 0.0014 0.0869 128 0.0176 

250 0.2300 0.6675 2.1988 0.0022 0.0884 194 0.0208 

500 0.2498 1.0760 2.3832 0.0023 0.0952 233 0.0225 

Pavers Composite 0.1684 0.5541 0.9421 0.0009 0.0679 77.9 0.0152 

Paving Equipment 25 0.0154 0.0520 0.0981 0.0002 0.0046 12.6 0.0014 

50 0.1311 0.3200 0.2622 0.0003 0.0291 23.9 0.0118 

120 0.1215 0.4038 0.7249 0.0006 0.0642 54.5 0.0110 

175 0.1526 0.6157 1.1976 0.0011 0.0678 101 0.0138 

250 0.1425 0.4146 1.3779 0.0014 0.0548 122 0.0129 

Paving Equipment Composite 0.1269 0.4418 0.8536 0.0008 0.0603 68.9 0.0114 

Plate Compactors 15 0.0050 0.0263 0.0315 0.0001 0.0013 4.3 0.0005 

Plate Compactors Composite 0.0050 0.0263 0.0315 0.0001 0.0013 4.3 0.0005 

Pressure Washers 15 0.0079 0.0341 0.0532 0.0001 0.0031 4.9 0.0007 

25 0.0116 0.0403 0.0677 0.0001 0.0041 7.1 0.0011 

50 0.0383 0.1110 0.1364 0.0002 0.0109 14.3 0.0035 

120 0.0361 0.1472 0.2538 0.0003 0.0184 24.1 0.0033 

Pressure Washers Composite 0.0186 0.0652 0.0956 0.0001 0.0067 9.4 0.0017 

Pumps 15 0.0141 0.0518 0.0827 0.0001 0.0058 7.4 0.0013 

25 0.0413 0.1098 0.1845 0.0002 0.0125 19.5 0.0037 

50 0.1253 0.3338 0.3424 0.0004 0.0317 34.3 0.0113 

120 0.1350 0.5088 0.8751 0.0009 0.0714 77.9 0.0122 

175 0.1609 0.7461 1.4030 0.0016 0.0714 140 0.0145 

250 0.1463 0.4539 1.8649 0.0023 0.0550 201 0.0132 

500 0.2249 0.8612 2.8947 0.0034 0.0881 345 0.0203 

750 0.3829 1.4237 4.9177 0.0057 0.1479 571 0.0346 

9999 1.2391 4.4349 15.0785 0.0136 0.4418 1,355 0.1118 

Pumps Composite 0.0877 0.3040 0.5285 0.0006 0.0375 49.6 0.0079 

Rollers 15 0.0074 0.0386 0.0461 0.0001 0.0018 6.3 0.0007 

25 0.0162 0.0549 0.1037 0.0002 0.0049 13.3 0.0015 

50 0.1186 0.3080 0.2714 0.0003 0.0278 26.0 0.0107 

120 0.1126 0.4136 0.7005 0.0007 0.0612 59.0 0.0102 

175 0.1398 0.6243 1.1369 0.0012 0.0633 108 0.0126 

250 0.1441 0.4301 1.5140 0.0017 0.0549 153 0.0130 

500 0.1866 0.7240 1.9447 0.0022 0.0716 219 0.0168 

Rollers Composite 0.1106 0.4157 0.7342 0.0008 0.0521 67.1 0.0100 

Rough Terrain Forklifts 50 0.1452 0.4046 0.3504 0.0004 0.0354 33.9 0.0131 

120 0.1124 0.4404 0.6880 0.0007 0.0636 62.4 0.0101 

175 0.1541 0.7283 1.2033 0.0014 0.0711 125 0.0139 

250 0.1425 0.4036 1.5294 0.0019 0.0506 171 0.0129 

500 0.1978 0.6345 2.0183 0.0025 0.0708 257 0.0178 

Rough Terrain Forklifts Composite 0.1181 0.4721 0.7494 0.0008 0.0638 70.3 0.0107 

Rubber Tired Dozers 175 0.2302 0.8604 1.7086 0.0015 0.0998 129 0.0208 

250 0.2659 0.7432 2.3209 0.0021 0.1006 183 0.0240 

500 0.3481 1.6282 3.0411 0.0026 0.1289 265 0.0314 

750 0.5247 2.4391 4.6508 0.0040 0.1951 399 0.0473 

1000 0.8129 3.9143 8.1253 0.0060 0.2871 592 0.0733 

Rubber Tired Dozers Composite 0.3244 1.3284 2.8346 0.0025 0.1212 239 0.0293 

Rubber Tired Loaders 25 0.0205 0.0697 0.1302 0.0002 0.0058 16.9 0.0019 

50 0.1436 0.3878 0.3286 0.0004 0.0340 31.1 0.0130 

120 0.1124 0.4226 0.6818 0.0007 0.0623 58.9 0.0101 

175 0.1392 0.6305 1.0816 0.0012 0.0633 106 0.0126 

250 0.1408 0.4012 1.4208 0.0017 0.0511 149 0.0127 

500 0.2063 0.7168 2.0063 0.0023 0.0746 237 0.0186 

750 0.4255 1.4649 4.2274 0.0049 0.1550 486 0.0384 

1000 0.5801 2.0836 6.7240 0.0060 0.2029 594 0.0523 

Rubber Tired Loaders Composite 0.1354 0.4959 1.0771 0.0012 0.0608 109 0.0122 

Scrapers 120 0.2111 0.7087 1.2393 0.0011 0.1122 93.9 0.0190 

175 0.2280 0.9219 1.7346 0.0017 0.1009 148 0.0206 

250 0.2489 0.7019 2.3295 0.0024 0.0931 209 0.0225 

500 0.3488 1.4023 3.2148 0.0032 0.1286 321 0.0315 

750 0.6046 2.4131 5.6704 0.0056 0.2240 555 0.0546 

Scrapers Composite 0.3055 1.1660 2.7336 0.0027 0.1172 262 0.0276 
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Table 3
	

Non-Road Equipment Exhaust Emission Factors
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment 

Maximum 
Operating 
Range 
(hp) 

Emission Factor (lb/hr) 

VOC CO NOX SO2 PM CO2 CH4 
Signal Boards 15 0.0072 0.0377 0.0450 0.0001 0.0017 6.2 0.0006 

50 0.1387 0.3716 0.3629 0.0005 0.0345 36.2 0.0125 

120 0.1393 0.5327 0.8930 0.0009 0.0755 80.2 0.0126 

175 0.1789 0.8404 1.5271 0.0017 0.0811 155 0.0161 

250 0.1881 0.5757 2.3319 0.0029 0.0707 255 0.0170 

Signal Boards Composite 0.0214 0.0946 0.1545 0.0002 0.0087 16.7 0.0019 

Skid Steer Loaders 25 0.0229 0.0666 0.1219 0.0002 0.0073 13.8 0.0021 

50 0.0684 0.2411 0.2428 0.0003 0.0198 25.5 0.0062 

120 0.0542 0.2794 0.3835 0.0005 0.0325 42.8 0.0049 

Skid Steer Loaders Composite 0.0609 0.2418 0.2800 0.0004 0.0230 30.3 0.0055 

Surfacing Equipment 50 0.0551 0.1480 0.1430 0.0002 0.0135 14.1 0.0050 

120 0.1114 0.4291 0.7292 0.0007 0.0595 63.8 0.0101 

175 0.1009 0.4764 0.8677 0.0010 0.0453 85.8 0.0091 

250 0.1172 0.3696 1.2861 0.0015 0.0453 135 0.0106 

500 0.1738 0.7265 1.9125 0.0022 0.0680 221 0.0157 

750 0.2774 1.1362 3.0719 0.0035 0.1077 347 0.0250 

Surfacing Equipment Composite 0.1453 0.5792 1.4651 0.0017 0.0558 166 0.0131 

Sweepers/Scrubbers 15 0.0124 0.0729 0.0870 0.0002 0.0033 11.9 0.0011 

25 0.0238 0.0808 0.1510 0.0002 0.0067 19.6 0.0021 

50 0.1345 0.3714 0.3228 0.0004 0.0328 31.6 0.0121 

120 0.1362 0.5266 0.8095 0.0009 0.0782 75.0 0.0123 

175 0.1715 0.8026 1.3252 0.0016 0.0798 139 0.0155 

250 0.1271 0.3535 1.4297 0.0018 0.0445 162 0.0115 

Sweepers/Scrubbers Composite 0.1411 0.5292 0.7939 0.0009 0.0637 78.5 0.0127 

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 25 0.0205 0.0670 0.1281 0.0002 0.0066 15.9 0.0019 

50 0.1127 0.3422 0.3070 0.0004 0.0289 30.3 0.0102 

120 0.0833 0.3589 0.5288 0.0006 0.0478 51.7 0.0075 

175 0.1135 0.5873 0.8955 0.0011 0.0530 101 0.0102 

250 0.1336 0.3879 1.4091 0.0019 0.0467 172 0.0121 

500 0.2500 0.8065 2.4813 0.0039 0.0877 345 0.0226 

750 0.3785 1.2085 3.8514 0.0058 0.1341 517 0.0342 

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Composite 0.0938 0.3874 0.6276 0.0008 0.0482 66.8 0.0085 

Trenchers 15 0.0099 0.0517 0.0617 0.0001 0.0023 8.5 0.0009 

25 0.0399 0.1355 0.2532 0.0004 0.0112 32.9 0.0036 

50 0.1746 0.4270 0.3577 0.0004 0.0389 32.9 0.0158 

120 0.1430 0.4784 0.8672 0.0008 0.0746 64.9 0.0129 

175 0.2150 0.8764 1.7133 0.0016 0.0954 144 0.0194 

250 0.2622 0.7775 2.5293 0.0025 0.1025 223 0.0237 

500 0.3295 1.5125 3.2067 0.0031 0.1280 311 0.0297 

750 0.6256 2.8386 6.1534 0.0059 0.2427 587 0.0565 

Trenchers Composite 0.1590 0.4826 0.7297 0.0007 0.0612 58.7 0.0143 

Welders 15 0.0118 0.0433 0.0692 0.0001 0.0049 6.2 0.0011 

25 0.0239 0.0636 0.1069 0.0001 0.0073 11.3 0.0022 

50 0.1157 0.2949 0.2683 0.0003 0.0275 26.0 0.0104 

120 0.0760 0.2714 0.4654 0.0005 0.0412 39.5 0.0069 

175 0.1263 0.5496 1.0324 0.0011 0.0569 98.2 0.0114 

250 0.0973 0.2828 1.1575 0.0013 0.0361 119 0.0088 

500 0.1230 0.4387 1.4583 0.0016 0.0472 168 0.0111 

Welders Composite 0.0758 0.2203 0.2818 0.0003 0.0258 25.6 0.0068 

Source: SCAQMD emission factors file name "offroadEF_0725.xls" Year: 2011 
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Table 4
	

Emissions for Non-Road Equipment - Pipe Installation During Street Work Spread
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Equipment Type Fuel Type 

Equipment 
Engine Size 

(hp) 

Total Daily 
Operation of 
All Units 
(hr/day) 

Daily Emissions (lbs/day) Emission Factor Reference 

VOC CO NOx SO2 PM Equipment Type Size 
2 TON FLATBED W/10 TON CRANE Diesel 350 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Cranes Max. hp 500 

3 AXL FLATBED W/12+ TON CRANE Diesel 350 4 0.7 2.5 6.6 0.007 0.3 Cranes Max. hp 500 

FORKLIFT, 8000+ LBS Diesel 110 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Forklifts Max. hp 120 

571G PIPELAYER-CAT Diesel 310 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Crawler Tractors Max. hp 500 

572G PIPELAYER-CAT Diesel 200 8 1.6 4.4 14.6 0.015 0.6 Crawler Tractors Max. hp 250 

TRENCHING MACHINE Diesel 180 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Trenchers Max. hp 250 

315CL EXCAVATOR-CAT W/COMP. WHEEL Diesel 115 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Excavators Max. hp 120 

330BL EXCAVATOR-CAT Diesel 204 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Excavators Max. hp 250 

16-30 BENDING MACHINE-CRC Diesel 100 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 120 

420D BACKHOE-CAT Diesel 93 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Max. hp 120 

430D BACKHOE-CAT Diesel 102 6 0.5 2.2 3.2 0.004 0.3 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes Max. hp 120 

OZZIE PADDER Diesel 325 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 500 

936E WHEEL LOADER 3YD-CAT Diesel 140 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Rubber Tired Loaders Max. hp 175 

950G WHEEL LOADER 4YD-CAT Diesel 197 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Rubber Tired Loaders Max. hp 250 

RT-630 CRANE-GROVE Diesel 160 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Cranes Max. hp 175 

RT-860B CRANE-GROVE Diesel 190 4 0.5 1.3 4.6 0.005 0.2 Cranes Max. hp 250 

P/33/24 TRENCH COMPACTOR-RAMMEX Diesel 18 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Other Construction Equipment Max. hp 25 

P185 WD AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 78 8 0.8 2.7 4.5 0.004 0.4 Air Compressors Max. hp. 50 

390 AIR COMPRESSOR-QUINCY Diesel 37 4 0.4 1.1 0.9 0.001 0.1 Air Compressors Max. hp. 50 

1500 AIR COMPRESSOR-IR Diesel 460 16 2.9 9.9 32.9 0.036 1.1 Air Compressors Max. hp. 500 

SA250 WELD MACHINE-LINCOLN Diesel 40 24 2.8 7.1 6.4 0.008 0.7 Welders Max. hp. 50 

60KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 72 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Generators Max. hp. 120 

G115KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 125 16 2.1 8.0 13.8 0.015 1.1 Generators Max. hp. 120 

G260KW GENERATOR-IR Diesel 310 16 3.4 13.0 44.7 0.053 1.3 Generators Max. hp. 500 

3" PUMP MQ Gas 4 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Pumps Max. hp 15 

CD150M 6" PUMP-GODWIN Diesel 90 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Pumps Max. hp 120 

ASPHALT ZIPPER 480 Diesel 110 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.000 0.0 Pavers Max. hp 120 

8-HC SWEEPER-LAYMOR Diesel 30 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Sweepers Max. hp 50 

3-5 TON SMOOTH DRUM ROLLER Diesel 43 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Rollers Max. hp 50 

CONCRETE-AC.SAW Diesel 5 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Concrete Saws Max. hp 25 

TOTAL 16 52 132 0.15 6.0 - -



Table 5
	
Fugitve Dust Emissions - Pipe Installation During Street Work Spread
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Construction Spread/Crew (acres) 

Disturbance 

(months) 

Duration of 
Activity 

Emission Factora 

(ton/acre/month) 
Daily Emissions 

(lbs/day) 

PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 

Street Work Spread During Pipe Installationb 0.7 5.6 0.110 0.0231 7.0 1.5 

Notes: 

a. See emission factor derivation table below. 

b. Pipeline installation over a total surface area of a 50-ft wide corridor with a length of 600 ft. 

Emission Factor Derivation Table 

Parameter Units1 PM10
(2) PM2.5

(3) 

Uncontrolled Emission Factor ton/acre/month 0.22 0.046 

Controlled Emission Factor4 ton/acre/month 0.11 0.023 

Notes: 

1. Based on 22 days/month. 

2. from UREMIS2007 User's Guide 

3. assumes PM2.5 fraction is 21% of PM10 fraction. 

4. Assume 50% dust control based on watering. 



Appendix C - Part III 
Emission Calculations for Operational Activities 

Calnev Expansion Project 

Table No. Table Description 

Table 1 Proposed Alternative - Direct and Indirect GHG Emissions - Operational Activities 

Table 2 No Action Alternative - Operational Activities 

Table 3 No Action Alternative - Emission Factors - Operational Activities 

Table 4 No Action Alternative - Criteria Pollutant Emissions - Operational Activities 

Table 5 No Action Alternative - GHG Emissions - Operational Activities 



Table 1
	
Proposed Alternative - Direct and Indirect GHG Emissions - Operational Activities
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Electrical Consumption for Pump Station 

Equipment Description No. of Units Power (kW) 

Average 
Electrical 

Consumption 
(%) 

Average Daily 
Operation 
(hrs/day) 

Annual 
Working Days 
(days/year) 

Annual Electric 
Consumption 

(kWh/yr) 
Tank 138 Surge Pump Motor 1 150 88% 23 220 667,920 

Tank 110/111 Surge Pump Motor 1 150 88% 23 80 242,880 

Manifold Surge Pump Motor 1 150 88% 23 65 197,340 

Shipping Pump 1 Motor 1 1,680 85% 23 365 11,988,060 

Shipping Pump 2 Motor 1 525 85% 23 80 821,100 

TOTAL 13,917,300 

Circuit Brakers for Pump Station 

Station Project Component No. of Units 
SF6 Capacity 

(gal) 

Total SF6 
Capacity 
(gal) 

Total SF6 
Capacity 

(lb) 
Pump Station Operations Circuit Breakers 1 700 700 8057 

Notes:
 

SF6 Density liquid at 70F =11.51 lb/gal. Source: SF6 Properties. CAS Registry No. 2551-62-4
 

GHG Emissions for Pump Station 

Annual Emissions 

Emission Type Emission Source Pollutant 
Emission 
Factora 

Emission Factor 
Units 

Annual Emissions Global Warming 
Potential 

[as CO2-eq] 

(metric tons/yr) (lbs/yr) (metric tons/yr) 

CO2 0.724120 lb/kWh 10,077,795 4,571 1 4,571 

Indirect Operational Emissions 
Electrical 

Consumption 
CH4 0.000030 lb/kWh 421 0.19 23 4.4 

Subtotal 4,576 

Direct Operational Emissions 
Circuit Breaker 

Leakage 
SF6 0.50% % per year 40 0.018 23,900 437 

Notes: 

a. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 2009. eGrid2007 Version 1.1 Year 2005 GHG Annual Output Emission Rates (California). Downloaded from www.epa.gov/egrid 



Table 2
	
No Action Alternative - Operational Activities
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Travel Mode 
Unit 

Engine 
Size 
(bhp) 

Approximate One-Way Distance (miles) Average 
Daily 
Trips 

(no./day) 

Average 
Weekly 
Trips 

(no./wk) 

Average Vehicle Miles Traveled (miles/day) Average Travel Time of All Units (hr/day) 

South 
Coast 
AQMD 

Mojave 
Desert 
APCD Nevada TOTAL 

South 
Coast 
AQMD 

Mojave 
Desert 
APCD Nevada TOTAL 

South 
Coast 
AQMD 

Mojave 
Desert 
APCD Nevada TOTAL 

Trucks - 25 161 40 226 210 - 10,500 67,620 16,800 94,920 - - - -

Trainsa 
13,200 25 161 40 226 - 4 50 322 80 452 1.25 8.1 2.0 11.3 

Notes: 

a. Assume three 4,400 hp engines needed that travel at an average speed of 40 miles per hour. 



Table 3
	
No Action Alternative - Emission Factors - Operational Activities
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Emission Type Pollutant 
Truck Emission Factora,b 

(lb/mile) 
Train Emission Factorc,d,e 

(g/bhp-hr) 

Combustion CO 0.01022 1.28 

NOx 0.03092 5.0 

VOC 0.002528 0.26 

SO2 0.00004042 0.050 

PM10 0.001496 0.17 

PM2.5 0.001294 0.17 

CO2 4.2159 561 

CH4 0.0001165 -

Fugitive Road Dust PM10 0.00205 -

PM2.5 0.0000182 -

Total PM PM10 0.00355 0.17 

PM2.5 0.00131 0.17 

Notes: 

a. Combustion emission factors from SCAQMD's Highest (Most Conservative) EMFAC2007 (version 2.3) Emission Factors 

for On-Road Heavy-Heavy-Duty Diesel Trucks. Spreasheet: "onroadEFHHDT07_26.xls". Year 2012 

b. Emission factors based on Eq. 1 in AP-42 Section 13.2.1. Assumptions: silt loading of 0.06 g/m2 and average vehicle 

weight of 4 tons. 

c. CO, NOx, VOC, and PM emission factors from "Emission Factors for Locomotoves. EPA420-F-97-051. 

d. SO2 emission factors based on sulfur content of 165 ppm and fuel use rate of 153 g/bhp-hr. 

e. CO2 emission factor based on fuel use rate of 153 g/bhp-hr and multiplying factor of 3.67 (MW of CO2 / MW of C). 



Table 4
	
No Action Alternative - Criteria Pollutant Emissions - Operational Activities
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Transport 

Average Daily Emissions (lb/day) Annual Emissions (tons/yr) 

South Coast Mojave Desert Clark County, South Coast Mojave Desert Clark County, 
Mode Pollutant AQMD AQMD Nevada TOTAL AQMD AQMD Nevada TOTAL 
Truck CO 107 691 172 970 20 126 31 177 

NOx 325 2,091 520 2,935 59 382 95 536 

VOC 27 171 42 240 4.8 31 7.7 44 

SO2 0.42 2.73 0.68 3.8 0.08 0.50 0.12 0.7 

PM10 16 101 25 142 2.9 18 4.6 26 

PM2.5 14 87 22 123 2.5 16 4.0 22 

Train CO 47 300 74 421 4.8 31 7.7 44 

NOx 182 1,171 291 1,644 19 122 30 171 

VOC 9.5 61 15 85 0.98 6.3 1.6 8.9 

SO2 1.8 12 2.9 16 0.19 1.2 0.30 1.7 

PM10 6.2 40 9.9 56 0.64 4.1 1.0 5.8 

PM2.5 6.2 40 9.9 56 0.64 4.1 1.0 5.8 



Table 5
	
No Action Alternative - GHG Emissions - Operational Activities
	

Calnev Expansion Project
	

Transport 
Mode Pollutant 

Average Daily Emissions (lb/day) Annual Emissions (metric tons/yr) 

Total CO2e 
Emissions 

(metric tons/yr) 

South Coast 
AQMD 

Mojave 
Desert 
AQMD 

Clark County 
Nevada TOTAL 

South Coast 
AQMD 

Mojave 
Desert 
AQMD 

Clark County 
Nevada TOTAL TOTAL 

Truck CO2 44,267 285,080 70,827 400,174 7,329 47,199 11,726 66,254 66,254 

CH4 1.22 7.9 1.96 11 0.20 1.30 0.32 1.83 42 

Total - - - - - - - - 66,296 

Train CO2 20,407 131,419 32,651 184,477 1,925 12,399 3,081 17,405 17,405 

Total - - - - - - - - 17,405 
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 CALNEV EXPANSION PROJECT 

APPENDIX D KEY OBSERVATION POINT AND CORRIDOR PHOTOS 
 

Appendix D:  Key Observation Points 
and Corridor Photos 
 
Photolog for Key Observation Points on Federal and County Lands  
 
 
KOP 1: View from Baldy Mesa Road 

Description: View of existing utility corridor from Baldy Mesa Road looking southwest 
Date: December 9, 2008 
Time: 8:30 AM 
Location (UTM): 0458547/3808131 

 
 D-1 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 2: Railroad and Route 66 Crossing near Ostrich Farm and Rural Residences 

Description: Railroad/Route 66 Crossing near ostrich farm looking northeast 
Date: December 9, 2008 
Time: 10:45 AM 
Location (UTM): 0468201/3833269 

 
 D-2 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 3: View from Mountain Pass 

Description: View of the Mountain Pass region from Baily Road off I-15 looking Northwest 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 8:00 AM  
Location (UTM): 0631864/3926451 

 
 D-3 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 4: View from Cima Road North of the Mojave Preserve 

Description: View of existing pipeline scarring from Cima Road, north of the Mojave National 
Preserve looking Northeast 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 8:30 AM 
Location (UTM): 0619709/3926415 

 
 D-4 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 5: Silver Lane Pump Station Site 

Description: View of Silver Lane Pump Station site East of Highway 127 looking North 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 9:00 AM 
Location (UTM): 0584101/3904284 

 
 D-5 DRAFT EIS/EIR 



 
 CALNEV EXPANSION PROJECT 

APPENDIX D  KEY OBSERVATION POINTS AND CORRIDOR PHOTOS 
 
 
KOP 6: View from Route 66 of Railroad and Mojave River Crossing 

Description: View from Route 66 of Railroad and Mojave River Crossings looking West 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 11:45 AM 
Location (UTM): 057945/3858123 

 
 D-6 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 7: Old Spanish Trail Crossing 

Description: View of Old Spanish Trail Crossing looking South 
Date: December 12, 2008 
Time: 9:30 AM 
Location (UTM): 0583132/3901943 

 
 D-7 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 8: View of Primm, Nevada 

Description: View of Primm, Nevada and Transmission Lines looking South/southwest 
Date: December 12, 2008 
Time: 12:45 PM 
Location (UTM): 0646427/3945572 

 
 D-8 DRAFT EIS/EIR 



 
 CALNEV EXPANSION PROJECT 

APPENDIX D  KEY OBSERVATION POINTS AND CORRIDOR PHOTOS 
 
 
KOP 9: View of Ivanpah Dry Lake 

Description: View of Ivanpah Dry Lake and Transmission Lines looking South 
Date: December 12, 2008 
Time: 10:45 AM 
Location (UTM): 0644861/3938938 

 
 D-9 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 10: Colton Terminal 

Description: View of Colton Terminal in at Riverside Avenue in Colton, California looking South 
Date: December 8, 2008 
Time: 2:50 PM 
Location (UTM): 0465932/3769197 

 
 D-10 DRAFT EIS/EIR 



 
 CALNEV EXPANSION PROJECT 

APPENDIX D  KEY OBSERVATION POINTS AND CORRIDOR PHOTOS 
 
 
KOP 11: Glen Helen Regional Park 

Description: View from Glen Helen Regional Park looking East 
Date: December 8, 2008 
Time: 4:00 PM 
Location (UTM): 0469706/3779642 

 
 D-11 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 12: View from Rural Residences in Phelan, California 

Description: Rural residential view from Phelan, California looking South 
Date: December 9, 2008 
Time: 8:00 AM 
Location (UTM): 0458547/3808131 

 
 D-12 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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KOP 13: View from Residential Developments South of Las Vegas, Nevada 

Description: View of development south of Las Vegas looking northeast 
Date: December 12, 2008 
Time: 2:30 PM 
Location (UTM): 0664753/3985359 
 

 
 D-13 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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Photolog of Corridor Analysis Photos for San Bernardino National Forest 
 
Cajon Pass Corridor Photo 1 

Description: View from I-15 looking northwest 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 1:00 PM 
Location (UTM): 0460736, 3788276 

 
 D-14 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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Cajon Pass Corridor Photo 2 

Description: View from I-15 looking North 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 1:05 PM 
Location (UTM): 0459814, 3789009 

 
 D-15 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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Cajon Pass Corridor Photo 3 

Description: View from I-15 looking North 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 1:10 PM 
Location (UTM): 0458485, 3792727 
 

 
 D-16 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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Cajon Pass Corridor Photo 4 

Description: View from I-15 and Highway 138 Junction looking North 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 1:30 PM 
Location (UTM): 456500/ 3796815 
 
 

 
 D-17 DRAFT EIS/EIR 
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Cajon Pass Corridor Photo 5 

Description: View from I-15 looking East one Mile South of Old Mill Road Exit 
Date: December 10, 2008 
Time: 1:45 PM 
Location (UTM): 455594/3799869 
 
 

 
 D-18 DRAFT EIS/EIR 



APPENDIX E 
 

MITIGATION MEASURES 



Mitigation Measures 
 
 
Appendix E provides a list of all agency mitigation measures.  Mitigation measures are 
organized by specific resource below. 
 
 
3.2 Topography, Geology, and Geologic Hazards 
 

• MM GEO-1a: Complete geotechnical studies. Completion of site-specific geotechnical 
studies approved by the BLM and San Bernardino County would ensure that active fault 
crossing are accurately characterized and that the pipeline is designed to site-specific 
conditions. The Applicant would be required to design and construct the pipeline and 
facilities in accordance with all applicable standards and regulations. Where the results 
of the site-specific geotechnical reports dictate that special requirements are necessary 
construct pipeline fault crossings according to best management practices such as 
limited depth of soil cover, select backfill, and increased wall thickness. In addition, site 
specific geotechnical studies would evaluate the differential settlement potential where 
the pipeline route traverses from unconsolidated sediments into bedrock units. 
Appropriate design measures would be implemented to reduce pipeline stress, if 
applicable, at these locations. 
 

• MM GEO-1b: Design pipeline for ground shaking. Where the results of the site-
specific geotechnical reports dictate that special requirements are necessary construct 
pipeline and associated facilities (e.g., pump stations) to withstand anticipated ground 
motion, including peak ground accelerations and spectral ground accelerations adjusted 
for site-specific conditions (e.g., underlying rock or sediment type). 

 
• MM GEO-1c: Shutoff valves. Install automated shutoff valves outside the fault zone to 

reduce potential impacts associated with hazards from fault displacements. 
 

• MM GEO-1d: Follow design and operational procedures. Meet all required design 
and operational procedures. 
 

• MM GEO-1e: Strengthen the buried pipeline. Increase the capacity of the buried 
pipeline to withstand ground displacements through the use of loose granular trench 
backfill material, low-friction pipe coatings, geosynthetic lining of sloped trench walls, or 
similar acceptable technique. 
 

• MM GEO-1f: Maximize distance from deformation zone. Increase the capacity of the 
buried pipeline to withstand ground displacement components by maximizing the 
distance from the deformation zone. 

 
• MM GEO-1g: Space around buried pipeline. Provide sufficient space around the 

buried pipeline to reduce or eliminate potential soil loads from ground failure. 
 

• MM GEO-1h: Avoid soils susceptible to movement. Where possible avoid installing 
pipeline and new roads where soil is susceptible to mass movement and/or steep slopes 
are present.  Additional information regarding how MM GEO-1h would avoid or reduce 
impacts to soil resources is discussed in Section 3.3.4. 



 
• MM GEO-2: Implement Blasting Plan.  The Applicant would finalize and implement a 

Blasting Plan that provides typical blasting procedures and addresses, among other 
things, proximity to existing structures. The Applicant would work with landowners to 
compensate for any inadvertent damage to property.  Additional information on how MM 
GEO-2 would avoid or reduce impacts associated with soils is discussed in Section 
3.3.4. 
 
 

3.3 Soils 
 

• MM SOIL-1a: Use of Erosion Control Devices and Topsoil Best Management 
Practices. To minimize or avoid potential impacts from erosion, the Applicant would use 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control erosion as required by the BLM and the 
USFS Management Area Agreement with the State Water Resources Control Board to 
maintain compliance with the Clean Water Act.  Temporary erosion controls, including 
slope breakers, interceptor diversions and sediment filter devices (e.g., hay bales and 
silt fences), would be installed prior to initial ground disturbance. As required, temporary 
trench breakers would be installed immediately following ditch excavation or mulching. 
Erosion control fabrics or netting may be used on critical slopes (greater than 5 percent). 
Soil and brush removed would be windrowed⎯piled in a manner that minimizes loss to 
wind erosion. The effectiveness of temporary erosion control devices would be 
monitored by Calnev Environmental Inspectors.  
 
BMPs for topsoil segregation would be followed to help ensure post-construction 
revegetation success. This means that topsoil removed from the Proposed Project area 
would be segregated from subsoil removed to prevent mixing. 

 
The Applicant would develop a site-specific erosion control plan for BLM and USFS 
lands that would include monitoring requirements, timelines, communication protocols 
and other BMP measures that would be followed until the disturbed area is deemed 
stable.  Temporary erosion control structures would be maintained until the Proposed 
Project area is revegetated successfully or, in the case of the desert areas where 
revegetation is a process extending over a number of years, until the disturbed area is 
deemed stable. Following successful revegetation of construction areas, temporary 
erosion control devices would be removed. The effectiveness of revegetation and 
permanent erosion control devices would be monitored by the Calnev operating 
personnel during the long-term operation and maintenance of the pipeline system.  
Additionally, the Applicant would consult with the BLM, USFS, or other jurisdictional 
agency regarding existing restoration and dust control plans for the Proposed Project 
area. Such plans would be supported and implemented by the Applicant. Further 
information about erosion control and revegetation plans is provided in Chapter 2. 
The activities required under this mitigation measures will be incorporated into the 
Restoration Plan. 
 

• MM SOIL-1b: Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan. Increased soil erosion is of 
particular concern at waterbodies where it can result in increased sedimentation. A 
sedimentation control plan would be incorporated into the Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Flash flooding would also be addressed in the SWPPP. 
 



• MM SOIL-1c: Blasting Plan. Also included as MM GEO-2, a detailed Blasting Plan 
would be developed after final project design has been completed and further 
geotechnical studies have been conducted. The plan would outline measures to control 
dust and erosion as well as impacts to topsoil. 
 

• MM SOIL-1d: Suspend Heavy Equipment Use in Saturated Conditions. Heavy 
equipment use will be suspended in conditions where saturated soils exceed a depth of 
12 inches.  Heavy equipment will not be used on dry lakebeds unless the lakebed 
surface is dry. 

 
 
3.4 Energy and Minerals 
 
NONE 
 
 
3.5 Water Resources 
 

• MM WR-1a: Hazardous Material Storage and Usage. To prevent the degradation of 
water quality due to contamination of surface or groundwater resources as a result of 
improper storage or usage of hazardous materials, the Applicant will adopt the procedures 
and adhere to the restrictions listed below: 
 
− Environmental inspectors shall place signs a minimum of 100 ft from the boundaries 

of all wetlands and waterbodies prior to construction. The construction contractor 
shall not be allowed to place a fuel or oil storage tank without first receiving approval 
from the environmental inspector that the tank site complies with the 100 foot 
setback requirement; 

− During construction, no fuel or storage tank shall be allowed to be relocated within or 
to a new construction yard by the contractor without first receiving approval from the 
environmental inspector that the tank site for complies with the 100-foot setback 
requirement; 

− Refueling and lubrication activities shall be conducted at least 100 feet away from a 
waterbody;  

− Fuel and storage tanks shall be placed only at contractor yards. No fuel and storage 
tanks shall be placed on the construction ROW; 

− Construction activities shall be conducted to allow for easy clean up of spills. 
Construction crews shall have sufficient tools, supplies, and absorbent and barrier 
materials to contain and recover spilled materials. Crews must be trained how to and 
must know cleanup and report spills; 

− Any fuel truck used for the Proposed Project shall carry an oil spill response kit and 
spill response equipment at all times; 

− No oil or hazardous material storage, staging, or transfer with the exception of 
refueling stations shall occur within 50 feet of any surface waterbody, surface 
drainage, storm drain drop inlet, densely populated area (i.e., contains 50,000 or 
more people and has a population density of at least 1,000 people per square mile), 
or is designated wildlife habitat. Hazardous materials shall be stored on pallets within 



fenced and secured areas and protected from exposure to weather. As described 
above, refueling stations shall not be located within 100 ft of these areas; 

− A drip pan or bib shall be placed underneath the nozzle during fueling. The fuel truck 
shall have cleanup equipment on board the vehicle (e.g., absorbents) and any fuel 
spilled during loading and unloading will be cleaned up immediately;  

− Engine and equipment maintenance and equipment checks shall be performed 
regularly to avoid and detect leaks. Any vehicles with chronic or continuous leaks 
shall be removed from the construction site and repaired before being returned to 
operation. Any wastes generated during equipment maintenance shall be recovered 
and disposed of wastes in an appropriate manner; 

− The minimal amount of pipeline field coating during installation shall be applied at 
weld locations; 

− Pipe shut-off valves shall be installed on each side of waterbody crossings that are 
100 ft or wider (49 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 195); and 

− The Applicant or its contractor shall implement measures to prevent the release or 
accidental spillage of solid waste, garbage, construction debris, sanitary waste, 
industrial waste, radioactive substances, oil and other petroleum products, and other 
wastes into waterbodies or water sources.  

− Adjacent and/or downstream landowners will be notified of any spills or discharges 
during construction and operation of the pipeline. 
 

• MM WR-1b: Management of Staging Areas. The following spill prevention measures 
will be implemented by the Applicant or its contractor: 
 
− Fuels and lubricants shall be stored only at designated staging areas; 

− Contractors shall be required to perform all routine equipment maintenance at the 
staging area and recover and dispose of wastes in an appropriate manner; 

− Temporary liners and berms and/or dikes (secondary containment) shall be 
constructed around the above-ground bulk tanks, so that potential spill materials 
shall be contained and collected in specified areas isolated from any water bodies. 
Tanks shall not be placed in areas subject to periodic flooding or washout; 

− A sufficient supply of sorbent and barrier materials shall be maintained at the 
construction staging areas. Sorbent and barrier materials shall also be utilized to 
contain runoff from contaminated areas; 

− Shovels and drums shall be stored at each staging area. If small quantities of soil 
become contaminated, shovels shall be used to collect the soil and the material shall 
be stored in 55 gallon drums. Large quantities of contaminated soil may be bio-
remediated on-site, subject to government approval, or collected utilizing heavy 
equipment, and stored in drums or other suitable containers prior to disposal. Should 
contamination occur adjacent to staging areas as a result of runoff, shovels and/or 
heavy equipment shall be utilized to collect the contaminated material. Contaminated 
soil shall be disposed of in accordance with state and federal regulations; 

− Temporary above-ground tanks shall be visually inspected monthly and when the 
tank is refilled. Inspection records shall be maintained. Operators shall periodically 
check tanks for leaks or spills;  



− Visible fuel leaks shall be reported to the Contractors' designated representative and 
corrected as soon as conditions warrant;  

− Drain valves on temporary tanks shall be locked to prevent accidental or 
unauthorized discharges from the tank;  

− Equipment maintenance shall be conducted in staging areas to the extent practical; 
and  

− Staging areas will be located outside of RCAs as defined by the five step process in 
the Forest Plan. 

 
• MM WR-1c: Blasting and Drilling. To reduce impacts to water resources from blasting 

and drilling activities, the Applicant will adhere to the following: 
 
− A Blasting Plan will be developed during detailed design by the construction 

contractor. All blasting will be done under permit and in accordance with the 
California Division of Occupational Safety and Health and Nevada State blasting 
regulations. The plans will contain site specific blasting techniques and be available 
at least 90 days prior to construction; and 

− If contaminated soil or groundwater is encountered during blasting and drilling 
construction, the contaminated material will be contained and possibly treated onsite 
and then trucked offsite to an appropriate facility for proper disposal. 

− Springs located within 1000 feet of the pipeline construction ROW will be tested prior 
to construction, regardless of whether or not those springs are used for municipal 
water supply. The Applicant will request authorization from the landowner to test and 
document the baseline condition, yield, and water quality of springs meeting these 
criteria.  

 
• MM WR-2a: Hydrostatic Water Discharges. To reduce the risk of violating water 

quality standards or degrading existing water quality due to the discharge water used for 
hydrostatic testing of the pipeline, the Applicant will perform the following tests and 
obtain the following permits: 
 
− Hydrostatic test water shall be analyzed before being discharged. Hydrostatic test 

water shall be discharged in accordance with all applicable Federal, state, and local 
environmental standards. Discharged water shall be required to meet the water 
quality standards imposed by the discharge permits for the permitted discharge 
locations;  

− NPDES General Construction and Industrial Stormwater Permits will be obtained 
from appropriate regulatory agencies; and 

− A Federal CWA §401 Water Quality Certification will be obtained from the Regional 
Board. 
 

• MM WR-2b: Reducing Sedimentation Discharges. To reduce the risk of violating 
water quality standards or degrading existing water quality due to increased 
sedimentation, the Applicant will adhere to the following restrictions and adopt the 
following procedures: 



 
− Silt Fencing, hay bales and/or straw wattles will be used to protect streams or 

wetland areas, to minimize erosion, and to minimize sediment from entering 
waterbodies;  

− Water bars will be installed on slopes greater than five percent adjacent to 
waterbodies;  

− Construction contractor employee training will address protection of waterbodies 
from construction activities;  

− Mulch and restoration near waterbodies will focus on minimizing siltation and 
sedimentation in the waterbodies;  

− Erosion control training will be provided to construction and maintenance staff; and 

− A USFS Hydrologist will be consulted on the training of contractors for work being 
conducted on Forest Service lands. 

 
• MM WR-2c: Surface Water Crossings. To reduce impacts to water resources at surface 

water crossings conducted through either open cut or HDD techniques, the Applicant will 
adhere to the following: 
 
− All in-channel construction and drainage crossings will require BMP monitoring and 

coordination with the landowner’s hydrologist. The monitoring requirements are 
much more stringent for work being done when water is present in the various 
channels. To the extent practicable, work will be conducted when each system is dry.  

− The Applicant will consult with the landowner on BMPs necessary to prevent excess 
erosion in areas where HDD will be conducted, as installation of the horizontal bore 
will require significant surface disturbance. 

− The Forest Plan and supplements require that work within a defined Riparian 
Conservation Area (RCA) can only occur if the environment is left in a neutral 
condition or a condition that is closer to the desired condition. 

  
o Generally this is accomplished by making the RCA an equipment exclusion 

area except at approved crossings. The open cut option would likely put 
equipment in the RCA, and would thus not be the preferred method for 
installation of the pipe. 

o The drilling alternatives will be evaluated at each crossing to determine which 
of the techniques (open cut or HDD) and associated mitigations would offer 
the least resource damage. 

 
− Staging and storage areas will be located outside of RCAs, determined by the five 

step process defined by the Forest Plan. 

− The USFS Hydrologist will be the primary contact for review of mitigation measures 
for work on USFS lands, training of contractors on requirements for BMP monitoring, 
coordinating use of the RCA five step process, in-channel monitoring requirements, 
and groundwater monitoring. 



− The USFS District Office will be notified prior to commencement of repair or 
maintenance work on USFS land. 

 
• MM WR-3a: Hydrostatic Test Water Withdrawal. A preliminary Hydrostatic Test Plan 

has been developed for the Proposed Project (URS Corporation 2011b). The plan 
identifies local water supply sources along the length of the route, maximum hydrostatic 
test pressures to be maintained to prevent overpressure failure, code and standard 
requirements for testing the pipeline, measures to clean and dry the line, discharge 
disposal procedures, and the general hydrostatic test procedures and schedule. The 
pipeline would be tested in segments and several discharge locations located throughout 
the Proposed Project area. Volumes needed for each test segment would be outlined so 
that it can be assured that water withdrawal rates would not exceed basin capacity.  
 

• MM WR-3b: Blasting. A detailed Blasting Plan will be completed after final design of the 
Proposed Project has been completed and further geotechnical studies have been 
conducted. This plan would outline measures to reduce/eliminate impacts to groundwater 
supply and recharge. 
 

• MM WR-3c: Groundwater Monitoring.  
 
− A Groundwater Monitoring Plan would be developed and implemented for areas 

where blasting and drilling will occur. This Plan will outline measures necessary to 
determine whether groundwater supplies have been altered by the Proposed Project. 
The plan shall address both supply and water quality contamination issues by 
providing monitoring measures that will be implemented during and immediately 
post-construction. 

− The USFS and BLM hydrologists would review and comment on this Plan prior to 
implementation where blasting and drilling may occur and potentially affect springs or 
other groundwater resources. 

 
• MM WR-4: Discharges and Restoration Actions. To reduce impacts to floodplains or 

impacts to drainages that might increase the risk of flood by impeding existing flood flows, 
the Applicant will adhere to the following restrictions and meet the following requirements: 
 
− Velocity and sediment controls will be employed for construction water discharges; 

− The Applicant will minimize the time spent for in-stream construction work and will 
focus in-stream work during the dry season; 

− The amount of riparian vegetation clearing will be minimized; and  

− Restoration plans will account for trench settling and prescribe appropriate actions to 
handle. Original land surface contours will be restored during restoration activities. 

 
• MM WR-5: HDD under Riparian Area. Should the Proposed Action be selected, or the 

Wagon Train HDD evaluated as part of Alternative 2 prove to be infeasible, then the 
Applicant will use the HDD construction method rather than the open trench construction 
method to reduce direct impacts in this area.  The length of the HDD will be designed, to 
the extent feasible, to minimize or eliminate direct impacts to riparian vegetation in this 
area.  The HDD design in this area will be submitted to the USFS for their review and 



comment prior to construction.  Any impacts which cannot be avoided will be mitigated 
through restoration following construction. 

 
• MM WR-7: Floodplain Management. At a minimum, 100-year flood event planning will be 

incorporated into the design criteria for the construction of the pipeline and associated 
infrastructure. During construction, a SWPPP will be implemented to ensure that runoff 
from Proposed Project components is substantially reduced and routed to the appropriate 
drainage systems. 

 
 
3.6 Air Quality 
 

• MM AQ-1a: Construction Fugitive Dust Control Plan. The Applicant shall prepare a 
Construction Fugitive Dust Control Plan that describes the fugitive dust control measures 
that would be implemented and monitored at all locations of Proposed Project 
construction. This plan shall comply with the mitigation measures described in the 
Fugitive Dust Control Rules enforced by MDAQMD (Rule 403.2), SCAQMD (Rule 403) 
and Clark County DAQEM (Section 93 of Clark County Air Quality Regulations), as well 
as the existing SIP available for PM10 and PM2.5, and the BLM Fugitive Dust/PM10 
Emissions Control Strategy for the Mojave Desert Planning Area. The plan shall be 
submitted to SCAQMD, MDAQMD, Clark County DAQEM, BLM, USFS, and San 
Bernardino County no less than 60 days prior to the start of construction. The plan shall 
be incorporated into all contracts and contract specifications for construction work. The 
plan shall outline the steps to be taken to minimize fugitive dust generated by 
construction activities by: 
 
- Describing each active operation that may result in the generation of fugitive dust; 

- Identifying all sources of fugitive dust, e.g., earth moving, storage piles, vehicular 
traffic; 

- Describing the control measures to be applied to each of the sources identified. The 
descriptions shall be sufficiently detailed to demonstrate that the best available 
control measures required by the air quality districts for linear projects are used; and 

- Providing the following control measures, in addition to or as listed in the applicable 
rules but not limited to:  

 
- Frequent watering or stabilization of excavation, spoils, access roads, storage 

piles, and other sources of fugitive dust (parking areas, staging areas, other) if 
construction activity cause persistent visible emissions of fugitive dust beyond 
the work area; 

- Use of street sweeping and trackout devices at all construction sites. Sweep 
streets daily (with water sweepers) if visible soil material is carried into adjacent 
public streets or wash trucks and equipment before entering public streets; 

- Apply chemical soil stabilizers or apply water to form and maintain a crust on 
inactive construction areas (disturbed lands that are unused for four consecutive 
days); 

- Cover stockpiles and suspend construction work when winds exceed 30 miles 
per hour; 



- Pre-watering of soils prior to clearing and trenching; 

- Pre-moisten, prior to transport, import and export dirt, sand, or loose materials; 

- Installing temporary coverings on storage piles when not in use. Cover loads in 
haul trucks or maintain at least six inches of free-board when traveling on public 
roads; 

- Dedicating water truck or high/capacity hose to any soil screening operations;  

- Minimizing drop height of material through screening equipment; 

- Reducing the amount of disturbed area where possible; and 

- Planting vegetative ground cover in disturbed areas as soon as possible 
following construction activities. 

 
The Construction Fugitive Dust Control Plan shall also identify nearby sensitive 
receptors, such as land uses that include children, the elderly, the acutely ill, and the 
chronically ill, and specify the means of minimizing impacts to these populations, e.g., by 
locating equipment and staging areas away from sensitive receptors. 
 
The Applicant or its designated representative shall obtain prior approval from the 
SCAQMD, MDAQMD and Clark County DAQEM prior to any deviations from fugitive dust 
control measures specified in the Construction Fugitive Dust Control Plan. A justification 
statement used to explain the technical and safety reason(s) that preclude the use of 
required fugitive dust control measures shall be submitted to the appropriate agency for 
review.  

 
• MM AQ-1b: Low-Emission Construction Equipment. All off-road diesel-powered 

construction equipment with a rating greater than 50 horsepower would be required to 
utilize engines compliant with EPA Tier 3 or higher non-road engine standards. In 
addition, all retrofitted construction equipment shall be outfitted with BACT devices 
certified by CARB.  Any emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve 
emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved by a Level 2 or Level 
3 diesel emissions control strategy for a similarly sized engine as defined by CARB 
regulations.  
 

• MM AQ-1c: Construction Emissions Reduction Plan. The Applicant shall prepare a 
Construction Emissions Reduction Plan to be incorporated into all contracts and contract 
specifications for construction work. This plan shall specify all mitigation measures 
related to construction equipment emission standards/controls as contractual 
requirements. The plan shall also outline additional specific measures, as contractual 
requirements, to reduce or eliminate potential impacts associated with construction-
related emissions of criteria air pollutants and toxic air contaminants. At a minimum, the 
plan shall include the following additional specific measures: 

 
- The low-emission construction equipment requirements outlined in MM AQ-1b; 

- As feasible, reduce emissions of particulate matter and other pollutants by using 
alternative clean fuel technology such as electric, hydrogen fuel cells, and propane-
powered equipment or compressed natural gas-powered equipment with oxidation 
catalysts instead of gasoline- or diesel-powered engines; 



- Ensure that all construction equipment is properly tuned and maintained and shut off 
when not in direct use; 

- Prohibit engine tampering to increase horsepower; 

- Locate engines, motors, and equipment as far as possible from residential areas and 
at least 300 feet from sensitive receptors, such as schools, daycare centers, and 
hospitals; 

- Provide carpool shuttles and vans to transport construction workers to and from 
construction sites, thus eliminating some private vehicle trips; 

- Arrange for food catering trucks to visit each site of the Proposed Project twice a 
day; 

- Reduce construction-related trips of workers and equipment, including trucks;  

- Require that on-road vehicles be less than 10 years old; and 

- Encourage the construction contractors to apply for SCAQMD “SOON” funds. The 
“SOON” program accelerates clean up of off-road diesel vehicles, such as heavy 
duty construction equipment. Information on this program can be found at the 
following website: http://www.aqmd.gov/tao/Implementation/SOONProgram.htm 

 
Prior to finalization of the plan, the Applicant shall also consult with the SCAQMD, the 
MDAQMD and the Clark County DAQEM to identify other potential control measures not 
identified above. The Applicant or its designated representative shall submit this plan 
and related construction contract specifications to the agencies involved in the 
environmental review and permitting process for the Proposed Project, to the extent 
applicable under rules and regulations (BLM, EPA, SCAQMD, MDAQMD, Clark County 
DAQEM), prior to construction activities.  

 
• MM AQ-1d: Construction Equipment Documentation. The Applicant shall prepare 

and maintain documentation that demonstrates implementation of the proposed 
emission reduction measures and required mitigation measures. The following 
documents and/or files shall be submitted to the agencies involved in the environmental 
review and permitting process for the Proposed Project: 
 
- Inventory of all equipment used during each construction activity. At a minimum, this 

inventory shall include an equipment description, equipment identification, 
identification of type of engine(s), and engine emission data; and 

- Documentation certifying that the actual emission rates for the engine(s) of each 
equipment used during construction comply with mitigation measures as required. 
This documentation shall include EPA or CARB certification of engine emissions, 
source testing results for specific engines, or an equivalent means of certifying 
emission rates of air criteria pollutants from this equipment.  

 
 
3.7 Biological Resources 
 

• MM BIO-01: Staking and flagging. The Proposed Project shall be clearly staked and 
flagged in advance of construction. The construction area includes approved work areas 
for access roads, staging and equipment storage.  



 
• MM BIO-02: Avoid Sensitive plant species. The Applicant shall conduct surveys and 

avoid populations of sensitive plant species within the right-of-way to the extent possible.  
Prior to conducting construction and maintenance-related ground disturbance within the 
known range of the slender-horned spineflower, Santa Ana River Woollystar, and 
Nevin’s Barberry, a qualified botanist will survey the area to determine if suitable habitat 
is present.  If identified plants can be avoided, the special-status plants shall be clearly 
marked with flagging or fencing (silt, safety, etc). If avoidance is not possible, the 
Applicant shall mitigate for loss of sensitive plant species either on- or off-site at a ratio 
acceptable to the CDFG and BLM and the Federal Agency of jurisdiction on other 
Federal lands. 
 

• MM BIO-03: White-margined beardtongue mitigation.  Compensatory mitigation for 
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to the white-margined beardtongue population in 
the Ivanpah Valley would require a single payment of $75,000 be made by the Applicant 
to the Center for Plant Conservation in St. Louis, Missouri.  These funds would be used 
by the Center for Plant Conservation as a sponsorship specifically for the white-
margined beardtongue to support the conservation of genetic uniqueness of the 
population affected by the Proposed Project, and to contribute to the long-term 
conservation of this species.  
 

• MM-BIO-04: Specific Contents of Restoration Plan.  The Restoration Plan specified 
as “if required” in APMM BIO-09 is hereby required.  The Plan shall be submitted to the 
appropriate agencies (BLM, FS USFWS, NDOW, County of San Bernardino) for review 
and approval.  Qualified biologists shall collect the seeds of special-status plant species 
that face imminent destruction due to construction. These seeds shall be given to 
agency botanists for stockpiling, and be used during the reclamation and revegetation 
segment of the Proposed Project. The Plan shall also describe the plan for transplanting 
of succulent species, in accordance with BLM’s Cactus and Yucca Removal Guidelines. 
 

• MM BIO-05: WEAP.  This WEAP shall be administered prior to setting foot on the right-
of-way or any other project area, by a qualified biologist, Biological Monitor, or approved 
environmental trainer. Training shall primarily be administered in a location off of the 
ROW; however, Biological Monitors may provide in-field training in situations where this 
is necessary. A detailed log of all personnel having received WEAP training shall be 
maintained. This amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-
14. 

• MM BIO-06: Biological Monitors. The Applicant shall provide adequate Biological 
Monitors in all areas of the Proposed Project with the potential for special-status wildlife 
species presence. In active desert tortoise habitat, each crew shall have at least one 
dedicated Biological Monitor present. In areas with no desert tortoise habitat, fewer 
“roving” Biological Monitors may be adequate to monitor interactions with special-status 
species. At a minimum, all Biological Monitors working in desert tortoise habitat shall 
receive approval from the USFWS to monitor in desert tortoise habitat. A number of 
these Biological Monitors must be approved by the USFWS and the California 
Department of Fish and Game and the Nevada Department of Conservation and Natural 
Resources to be desert tortoise “handlers”, for instances in which desert tortoises need 
to be moved from work areas or access roads, or if desert tortoises need to be 
translocated to new burrows.  This amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization 
measure APMM BIO-11. 



• MM BIO-07: Biological monitors and clearing of sites accessed by heavy 
equipment. BLM Biological Monitors shall provide clearance when heavy equipment is 
driven or tracked to new areas of the Proposed Project or areas that have not been 
actively in construction. Clearing is achieved by driving ahead of (escorting) the 
equipment and surveying for desert tortoises that could be crushed. If a desert tortoise is 
found in a travel lane, travel shall be halted until the tortoise has either moved off of the 
road on its own, or if after 15 minutes, an approved desert tortoise biologist has moved it 
from the road. 

• MM BIO-08: Equipment and desert tortoises. Whenever a vehicle or construction 
equipment is parked longer than 10 minutes within desert tortoise habitat, whether the 
engine is engaged or not, the ground around and underneath the vehicle shall be 
inspected for desert tortoises prior to moving the vehicle. If a desert tortoise is observed, 
an authorized biologist shall be contacted. If the tortoise does not move on its own within 
15 minutes, the tortoise shall be removed and relocated by the authorized biologist prior 
to vehicle movement.  This agency MM amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization 
measures proposed in the Biological Assessment (URS Corporation 2010b). 

• MM BIO-09: Water pooling. Water shall not be allowed to pool on the ROW, access 
roads, or any other area of the Proposed Project where the potential for desert tortoise 
presence exists. In particular, water storage tanks shall be monitored for leaks, and dust 
control trucks shall be monitored for pooling water. 

• MM BIO-10: Trash abatement. The Applicant shall include in the trash abatement 
program a provision to require trash containers or bags be in or affixed to all Project 
vehicles. All trash, including food scraps and cigarette butts, shall be placed immediately 
into a raven-proof container on the ROW for weekly removal or be placed in a crew 
vehicle trash container that shall removed daily. Trash shall not be discarded onto the 
ROW or into the trench.   This amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization measure 
APMM BIO-17. 

• MM BIO-11: Delhi sands flower-loving fly construction timing. If construction 
impacts are proposed between July 1 and September 20, then construction cannot 
proceed without written approval from BLM (for BLM public lands only) and USFWS. 
This amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-38. 

• MM BIO-12: Delhi sands flower-loving fly construction access. All access to the to 
the three new power poles associate with the Colton Terminal will be limited to an 
approved road and that no ground disturbance other than for safe access and stringing 
activities would occur within Delhi sands flower-loving fly habitat. This amends the 
Applicant’s proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-38. 

• MM BIO-13: Directional lighting for San Bernardino kangaroo rat. Any use of 
directional lighting for nighttime construction within 1,000 feet of suitable/occupied San 
Bernardino kangaroo rat habitat or DCH would require BLM or USFS approval. This 
amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-40. 

• MM BIO-14: Directional lighting for Los Angeles pocket mouse. Any use of 
directional lighting for nighttime construction within 1,000 feet of suitable/occupied Los 
Angeles pocket mouse habitat would require BLM or USFS approval. This amends the 
Applicant’s proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-41. 

• MM BIO-15: Construction Area and Trench Management.  Temporary exclusion 
fencing in habitats occupied by specific species for which the exclusionary fencing is 



desired (i.e. desert tortoise, arroyo toad, San Bernardino kangaroo rat, Los Angeles 
pocket mouse and Mojave ground squirrel) shall enclose the entire project area, not just 
the pipeline trench.  To avoid impacts to wildlife during the timeframe between initial site 
disturbance and site restoration, the Applicant shall perform the following: 
 

• Manage stormwater runoff and erosion in accordance with their Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan. 
 

• Keep access gates closed during non-work hours; 

• Have all trenches inspected by a BLM Resource Advisor for trapped wildlife prior 
to backfilling; and 

• Manage construction to minimize the duration that trenches are left open. 

This amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-16. 

• MM BIO-16: Movement of Wildlife.  Any movement of wildlife identified in advance of 
construction would be limited to that necessary to move the individual out of harm’s way.  
The movement would be conducted only by the Biological Monitor, in accordance with 
procedures defined in the Biological Opinion. This amends the Applicant’s proposed 
minimization measure APMM BIO-20. 

• MM BIO-17: Pre-Construction Surveys for Arroyo Toad.  A qualified biologist will 
conduct pre-construction surveys for the arroyo toad within arroyo toad habitat prior to 
ground disturbance or vehicle movement in that area.  Surveys will be conducted in 
accordance with procedures defined in the Biological Opinion. 

• MM BIO-18: Collapsing of Tortoise Burrows.  The reference to collapsing or blocking 
unoccupied tortoise burrows in APMM BIO-24 is hereby deleted.  All burrows within the 
construction zone would be collapsed as necessary to allow for construction.  However, 
no burrows outside of the construction zone would be collapsed unless necessary to 
remove a tortoise from harm’s way.  

• MM BIO-19: Habitat Acquisition for Desert Tortoise.  To compensate for DETO 
habitat affected during construction, these effects would be offset through either an 
acceptable land acquisition or an assessed financial contribution, based on the final 
construction footprint. Mitigation for temporary impacts on DETO habitat would occur 
through an acreage-based mitigation formula as required by the various planning areas 
and jurisdictions within which the Project exists, including the West Mojave Planning 
Area, the Northeast Mojave Planning Area, and CDFG. The formula includes both 
payment of credits into a conservation fund, and land purchase. For federal lands in the 
West Mojave Plan area, payment would be made to a fund ($774/acre [adjusted 
annually]; 5:1 in Desert Wildlife Management Areas [DWMA] and 1:1 in non-DWMA); on 
private lands, CDFG will require land purchase. Within Nevada, a fee of $550/acre would 
be applied for impacts on private lands, and a fee of $774/acre would be applied for 
impacts on Federal lands.  Additionally, a per acre surcharge will be applied to DETO 
habitat mitigation on Federal lands, and endowment/enhancement fees will be applied to 
non-Federal lands.  The amount of mitigation required is subject to final design and 
concurrence with the agencies. 

• MM BIO-20: Raptor nest surveys. The Applicant shall perform raptor nest surveys up 
to an agency-approved distance from the right-of-way edge, access roads, and all other 
Proposed Project features.  All active, inactive, and potential raptor nests shall be 



recorded, including nests that may be common raven nests. The actual width to be 
surveyed shall be based on agency (USFWS, BLM, NDOW, CDFG) requirements, but 
should be wide enough to encompass potential avoidance buffers that may be 
implemented during construction.   

• MM BIO-21: Raptor nests in buffer area. If active raptor nests (including burrowing 
owls) are found outside Proposed Project area, but within prescribed avoidance buffers, 
particularly those that may be outside of line-of-site, the Applicant may request to 
continue construction in conjunction with a nest monitoring program. This entails having 
a qualified biologist monitor the nest during construction in order to determine if the 
raptor was exhibiting signs of disturbance that could lead to nest failure or decreased 
fecundity. Any sign of such disturbance would be cause to cease construction activities 
within the “no-occupation” buffer. The Applicant shall have the monitoring program 
approved by all jurisdictional agencies, likely on a case-by-case basis, before it is 
implemented. 

• MM BIO-22: Burrowing owl surveys. The Applicant shall perform surveys by 
authorized protocol for burrowing owls on all portions of the Proposed Project where 
construction activities may occur, including the ROW, access roads, extra workspaces, 
staging areas, and pipe yards. Qualified surveyors shall use survey protocol approved 
by CDFG (California Burrowing Owl Consortium 1993), unless the jurisdictional agencies 
agree to the use of another protocol. Surveys will occur at the beginning of the breeding 
season and then in advance of construction work at a site. 

• MM-BIO-23: Vegetation Removal.  To mitigate construction impacts to MBTA species, 
the Applicant would perform vegetation removal prior to MBTA nesting season, 
implement seasonal buffers, and adhere to timing restrictions.  Timing restrictions and 
buffers would be cooperatively determined by the agency (USFWS, BLM, NDOW, and 
CDFG).  For areas where vegetation removal is not conducted prior to construction 
activities, nesting bird surveys would be conducted and buffers would be established to 
protect active nests from construction disturbance.  A biological monitor would be 
responsible for establishing and enforcing the buffer restriction while the nest is active. 
 

• MM BIO-24: Least Bells Vireo Habitat and Nests:  Proposed pipeline construction and 
maintenance actions within or adjacent to LBVI habitat would avoid the breeding season 
for this species (approximately April-August), to the extent practicable. If any 
construction or maintenance requiring ground disturbance occurs during the breeding 
season, a qualified biologist shall survey the area and identify nest locations prior to the 
construction or maintenance action. Construction or non-emergency maintenance 
activities would be delayed if active LBVI nests are found within the construction area 
until these nests become inactive. Additionally, construction or maintenance activities 
would not occur within 300 ft of an active nest, unless a sound barrier is erected. Each of 
these measures would be conducted in coordination with biological monitoring, and the 
Biological Monitor would have the authority to stop construction activities if the Biological 
Monitor observed LBVI behavior that indicates distress because of construction 
noise/activity.  Temporary impacts on breeding habitat would be mitigated through 
habitat restoration onsite.  Habitat restoration for this Project is addressed in the Habitat 
Restoration Plan for the Calnev Expansion Project. This amends the Applicant’s 
proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-46. 

• MM BIO-25: Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Habitat and Nests:  Proposed pipeline 
construction and maintenance actions within or adjacent to potential SWFL habitat would 
avoid the breeding season for this species (approximately April-August). If construction 



or maintenance activities occur during the breeding season, a qualified biologist shall 
survey the area and identify nest locations prior to construction. Construction or non-
emergency maintenance activities would be delayed if active SWFL nests are found 
within the construction area until the nests become inactive. Additionally, construction or 
maintenance activities shall not occur within 300 ft of an active nest, unless a sound 
barrier is erected.  Each of these measures would be conducted in coordination with 
biological monitoring, and the Biological Monitor would have the authority to stop 
construction or maintenance activities if the Biological Monitor observes SWFL behavior 
that indicates distress because of construction noise/activity. Temporary impacts on 
suitable habitat along Cajon Wash would be mitigated through habitat restoration onsite. 
This amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-48. 

• MM-BIO-26: Coastal California Gnatcatcher Habitat and Nests.  Construction and 
maintenance activities in CAGN habitat would be avoided during the CAGN breeding 
season (approximately February 15 through August 31), to avoid take of active nests. If 
construction will occur during the CAGN breeding season, a qualified biologist shall 
survey the area within 500 ft of construction to identify active nests.  If active nests are 
found within the ROW, construction activities shall not occur within 300 ft of an active 
nest, or a sound barrier would be erected in conjunction with biological monitoring to 
avoid take.  Activities shall not exceed 60 decibels within 300 ft of any occupied nest. 
This amends the Applicant’s proposed minimization measure APMM BIO-45. 

• MM BIO-27:  Pre Construction Surveys. Prior to any construction activity on the 
Alternative route, the Applicant would conduct biological surveys equivalent in scope to 
those conducted on the Proposed Project Route. The results of the surveys would be 
used to develop additional mitigation, if needed. 

 
 
3.8 Cultural Resources 
 

• MM CULT-1a: Avoidance. The Applicant would avoid cultural resources during 
construction of the Project by reducing the construction ROW or rerouting the pipeline 
within the ROW to avoid the resource. Project redesign would avoid impacts on cultural 
resources in areas where Project construction come in direct contact with a cultural 
resource. If the Project cannot be routed to avoid the resource, the Applicant would 
reduce the construction ROW to avoid impacts on cultural resources. Avoidance is the 
BLM’s preferred measure to mitigate impacts on cultural resources. MM CULT-1a would 
reduce or eliminate impacts on cultural resources resulting from construction of the 
Project. If the Applicant cannot implement MM CULT-1a due to engineering constraints, 
then the Applicant would implement MM CULT-1c through CULT-1g. 
 

• MM CULT-1b: Designation of Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs). The 
Applicant would establish ESAs for all locations of cultural resources crossed by the 
Project. Cultural resources ESAs would be established so that significant cultural 
resources are buffered by 50 feet. Protective fencing would be erected around the 
perimeter of the resource to protect the resource from terrestrial deterioration resulting 
from increased foot traffic from construction workers and to protect the resource from 
vandalism or looting. Visual markers would be placed at appropriate intervals within fifty 
feet of the resource to alert construction crews of the presence of the resource (to be 
placed and removed daily during work hours; and on-site ESA information briefings for 
each new worker on the site. MM CULT-1b would reduce or eliminate impacts on 



cultural resources. If the Applicant requires use of the full 100 foot construction ROW 
due to engineering constraints, than the Applicant would implement MM CULT-1c 
through CULT-1f to reduce impacts on cultural resources. 

 
• MM CULT- 1c: Data Recovery. In instances where the Applicant cannot avoid impacts 

to archaeological properties that contain significant information values by implementing 
MM CULT-1a through CULT-1b, the Applicant would implement a data recovery 
program as provided in the Memorandum of Agreement or Programmatic Agreement 
developed in consultation pursuant to Section 106 of the NHPA. Data recovery guidance 
would be stipulated in the Historical Properties Treatment Plan (HPTP) and would occur 
in coordination with the land owner. Data recovery efforts would be commensurate with 
the type of resource and the extent of the impact to the resource. At a minimum, data 
recovery would include a thorough excavation and analysis of the resource and would 
always be supported by thorough documentation, including field notes, appropriate 
archaeological recordation forms appropriate to the state and/or jurisdiction of the action, 
photography, site sketching, and accurate location information recording supported by 
the use of geographic positioning system unit. Data recovery plans would be prepared 
and approved by the land owner prior to construction activities. On BLM land, data 
recovery for archaeological properties would be consistent with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeological Documentation (48 FR 44734-
37). The data recovery program would conform with the guidance of the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation’s Treatment of Archaeological Properties and, for 
historic buildings and structures, the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines 
for Architectural and Engineering Documentation (48 FR 44730-34). A data recovery 
report would be required for all data recovery actions. MM CULT-1c would reduce 
impacts on cultural resources.  
 

• MM CULT-1d: Historic Properties Treatment Plan (HPTP). Where historic properties 
are within the APE, the Applicant would implement a HPTP prior to construction 
activities. The HPTP would include requirements, protocol, standards, and contact 
information pertaining to the treatment of historic properties, including prehistoric 
resources and significant resources in the built environment. The HPTP would ensure all 
treatment applied to historic resources is compliant with NHPA §106, CEQA, and all 
other applicable federal, state, and local requirements. The HPTP would follow the 
guidelines stipulated in the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of 
Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and 
Reconstructing Historic Buildings or the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for 
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (1995). Compliance 
with the Standards is generally considered as mitigated to a level of less than a 
significant impact on the historical resource. MM CULT-1d would reduce impacts on 
cultural resources to less than significant levels. 
 

• MM CULT-1e:  Supplemental Survey.  Areas that have not been inventoried for cultural 
resources and are included in the project will be surveyed prior to any ground 
disturbance.  Results of these investigations will be provided to the appropriate 
agencies.  If historic properties or historical resources are identified and cannot be 
avoided (MM CULT-1a and MM CULT-1b), MM CULT-1d will be implemented, along 
with MM CULT-1c, if the resource(s) is archaeological. MM CULT-1e would reduce 
impacts on cultural resources. 

 

http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/standards/index.htm
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/standards/index.htm
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/standards/index.htm
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/standards/index.htm
http://www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/standards/index.htm


• MM CULT-1f: Monitoring. The Applicant would retain a qualified archaeologist to 
conduct full-time monitoring of all areas of the Project specified in the HPTP. The 
archaeological monitor would have a working knowledge of the Project area and would 
be competent to identify the range of cultural resources known to exist in the vicinity of 
the Project. The monitor would be afforded the responsibility to temporarily stop 
construction activities to inspect areas where ground disturbance has potentially 
revealed cultural resources. The monitor would also be afforded the responsibility to stop 
all construction activities in the event an unanticipated cultural resource is located. The 
Applicant would suspend construction activities until the archaeologist has inspected the 
discovery and determined any required or recommended treatment for the resource(s). 
MM CULT-1f would reduce impacts on cultural resources. 

 
• MM CULT-1g: Unanticipated Discoveries Plan. Prior to any construction activity, the 

Applicant’s archaeologist would implement an unanticipated discovery plan that would 
describe, in detail, the actions to be taken in the event unanticipated cultural resources, 
including human remains, are identified in the course of construction activities. This plan 
would require compliance with all governing laws and would follow the stipulations 
outlines in NAGPRA. MM CULT-1g would reduce impacts to cultural resources. 

 
 
3.9 Paleontological Resources 
 

• MM PALEO-1a: Applicant Retention of Qualified Project Paleontologist. Prior to 
construction, the Applicant would retain a qualified paleontologist (Project 
Paleontologist) to supervise monitoring of construction excavations for the Proposed 
Project. The paleontologist would be permitted through the USFS permitting process. 
The Project Paleontologist would have authority to temporarily divert grading away from 
exposed fossils in order to recover fossil specimens.  The Applicant would be required to 
obtain all necessary permits for land access and specimen collection for paleontological 
investigations prior to and during construction.   
 

• MM PALEO-1b: Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring Plan. The Project 
Paleontologist would prepare a Paleontological Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (PMMP) 
to ensure paleontological resources would not be adversely affected and that would 
reduce impacts on paleontological resources to less than significant levels. Field surveys 
have already been completed, and relevant information obtained during the surveys 
would be incorporated into the Plan.  The PMMP would include a review of pertinent 
paleontologic and geologic literature; a check of pertinent locality records; and 
summaries of the field surveys conducted along the Proposed Project corridor (including 
all facilities, staging areas, and access roads); and would confirm determinations of 
paleontologic sensitivity along the route. Additional field surveys, if unsurveyed areas are 
identified, would include the inspection of exposed rock units and microscopic 
examination. The PMMP would also address the treatment of paleontologic resources 
discovered during construction. Specific guidelines for paleontological resource 
monitoring would be included in the PMMP. 
 

• MM PALEO-1c: Paleontological Awareness Training for Project Crews. The 
Applicant would require that all construction staff would participate in a paleontological 
resources orientation workshop that would provide general training and procedures to be 
implemented in the event fossil remains are encountered by ground-disturbing activities. 



Workshop curriculum would be determined by a qualified paleontologist. Paleontological 
awareness training protocol would be detailed in the PMMP. 
 
 

• MM PALEO-1d: Construction Monitoring. Ground-disturbing activities in rock units 
having high paleontologic sensitivity (PFYC designations 3, 4, 5) would be monitored on 
a part-time or full-time basis by a qualified paleontological construction monitor, with 
experience in the region, retained by the Applicant and overseen by the Applicant’s 
Project Paleontologist. Full-time monitoring would occur in previously undisturbed 
sediments subject to earth-moving activities. Once monitoring of the earth-moving 
activities is completed for a segment and trench walls have been inspected, no more 
monitoring is required for that segment. All monitoring would be performed with required 
permits applicable to the respective jurisdiction of the Proposed Project and 
paleontological monitoring areas. Monitoring procedures would be detailed in the PMMP. 
 

• MM PALEO-1e: Identification and curation of specimens. Paleontological specimens 
identified and collected during construction would be reposited in the Division of 
Geological Sciences, SBCM. The Applicant would obtain a written repository agreement 
with the SBCM prior to Proposed Project commencement. Mitigation of adverse impacts 
to significant paleontologic resources would be considered incomplete until all collected 
specimens have been accessioned into the SBCM’s collection. Procedures for the 
retention of specimen provenance information, specimen identification, and specimen 
curation would be detailed in the PMMP. 

 
• MM PALEO-1f: Preparation of Monthly Monitoring Progress Reports. The Project 

Paleontologist would document monthly interim results of all paleontological actions and 
submit these documents to the BLM, USFS, County of San Bernardino, and the Division 
of Geological Sciences, SBCM and, if applicable, the Nevada State Museum, Las 
Vegas, within ten business days following the end of the report month.  

 
• MM PALEO-1g: Analysis of Paleontological Resources and Preparation of a Final 

Paleontological Resource Recovery Report (PRRR). The Project Paleontologist 
would prepare a final PRRR following Proposed Project construction and supply copies 
to the BLM, USFS, the County of San Bernardino, the SBCM, and, if applicable, the 
Nevada State Museum, Las Vegas, within 90 calendar days following completion of 
Proposed Project construction. The PRRR would include documentation of any and all 
significant paleontological resources in the Project Area of Potential Effect (APE), 
summarize construction monitoring, and present the results of the PMMP. The report 
would be prepared in accordance with the Lead Agencies, the Applicant, SVP 
guidelines, and all other applicable requirements. Content required for production of the 
PRRR would be detailed in the PMMP. 

 
• MM PALEO-2a: Monitoring. Ground-disturbing activities in rock units where significant 

fossils could be present would be monitored by a paleontological construction monitor. 
Monitoring activities are dependent upon the circumstances of the earth-moving activity 
and the specific nature and circumstances of the unit or units being impacted. Monitoring 
would be conducted by a qualified Project Paleontologist with experience in the region. 
All monitoring would be performed with required permits applicable to the respective 
jurisdiction of the Proposed Project and paleontological monitoring areas. Monitoring 
procedures would be detailed in the PMMP. 



 
• MM PALEO-2b: Paleontological Resources Testing and Recovery. Construction 

activities would be temporarily stopped in the event of an unanticipated paleontological 
discovery in the course of subsurface disturbance. In the event a Project Paleontologist 
is not on site at the time of the discovery, the Applicant would notify all concerned parties 
(including the District Ranger if on National Forest Service land) and the Project 
Paleontologist. To expedite salvage of a paleontological resource, the Project 
Paleontologist would have the authority to request the assistance of Proposed Project 
resources (e.g., heavy machinery or construction staff) to remove the resource and 
relocate it to a designated stockpile area. Construction would resume at the discovery 
location after the Project Paleontologist has authorized Proposed Project activities to 
resume. The Project Paleontologist would identify and curate recovered paleontological 
specimens in accordance with the PMMP. 

 
 
3.10 Land Use 
 

• MM LU-3a: Restore Property. The Applicant would immediately replace landscaping 
following construction activities; repair driveways; fences or other property damaged, 
and restore the property to its previous condition. 
 

• MM LU-3b: Secure Trench Area. In locations where pipeline construction is not within 
roadways, the applicant would install safety fencing around construction areas or would 
backfill or cover open trenches at the end of each workday within 500 feet of residences. 
 

• MM LU-3c: Maintain Access. The Applicant would work with individual residents to 
maintain access to properties. 

 
 
3.11 Special Management Areas 
 

• MM SMA-2: Comply with Protection Measures for ACECs and DWMAs.  For project 
activities in each ACEC and DWMA, the Applicant will obtain and comply with specific 
resource protection guidelines established for that area.  

 
 
3.12 Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
 

• MM VIS-1a: Reclamation Plan.  The Applicant shall develop a detailed Reclamation 
Plan for all land disturbed by construction of the Proposed Project including temporary 
access roads. The Applicant shall restore the original contour of the land, revegetate 
with seed and plant types approved by jurisdictional agencies, and employ special 
construction methods, as agreed upon by jurisdictional agencies or landowners, 
including visually screening the ROW. 
 

• MM VIS-1b: Install barriers.  The Applicant shall consult with jurisdictional agencies to 
appropriately install barriers where a cleared ROW may increase access such as with 
OHV use. Barriers may include locked gates, berms, rock piles, or any other method 
agreed upon by the jurisdictional agency. The installation of barriers would create 
additional impacts to visual resources; however, the impacts of barriers would be highly 



localized and would increase the success of revegetation efforts along the entirety of the 
route. The location of and necessity for barriers would be left to the discretion of the 
landowner or jurisdictional agency.  

 
• MM VIS-1c: Minimize contrast at Silver Lake Pump Station.  Due to the effect to 

visual resources, the Applicant shall take measures to minimize contrast introduced by 
the construction of the Silver Lake Pump Station, including painting facilities to blend 
with surrounding environment, surrounding the pump station with a wall, and screening 
facilities with vegetation as agreed upon by the landowner or jurisdictional agency. 

 
• MM VIS-5: Control lighting.  To minimize visual effects of aboveground facilities, the 

Applicant shall control pump station lighting by shielding and downcasting lights. The 
Applicant shall submit a lighting plan for review by the County of San Bernardino to 
ensure that all lighting is in compliance with the Night Sky Protection Ordinance. 

 
 
3.13 Noise 
 

• MM NOI-1a: Noise Mitigation Plan. Noise impacts from construction shall be mitigated 
in accordance with a Mitigation Plan to minimize effects on individuals, sensitive areas, 
fauna, and livestock. During permitting, the Applicant shall develop site-specific noise 
mitigation plans to comply with local regulations and shall seek any applicable 
authorizations or variances. Noise mitigation plans shall be provided to the construction 
contractors for implementation and shall be enforced by construction inspectors using 
portable sound level meters to monitor noise levels.  
 
The Applicant shall also ensure that construction equipment would be operated on an 
as-needed basis and shall be maintained according to manufacturer specifications to 
minimize noise impacts. Haul trucks and other engine-powered equipment shall be 
equipped with mufflers that meet all applicable regulations. Haul trucks shall be operated 
in accordance with posted speed limits. The use of truck engine compression brakes 
shall be limited to emergencies. 
 

• MM NOI-1b: Notification Prior to Construction. Construction activities would occur 
within 500 feet of residential and commercial areas located primarily in the communities 
of Bloomington, Rialto, Devore, Keenbrook, Cajon, Adelanto, La Delta, Barstow, Yermo, 
and Harvard and the City of Las Vegas. To ensure that these areas are not affected by 
noise and vibration levels, the Applicant would give advance notice to landowners prior 
to construction, limit the hours during which construction activities are conducted, and 
ensure that construction proceeds quickly through such areas. In the event that the 
contractor expects noise levels to exceed regulated noise standards (based on the types 
of construction equipment or procedures), notice would be given to the Applicant so that 
immediate additional noise mitigation measures could be instituted.  
 
The Site-Specific Blasting Plans shall include procedures for notification prior blasting. 
 

• MM NOI-1c: Noise Complaint Documentation and Resolution. Throughout the 
construction phase, the Applicant shall document, investigate, evaluate, and attempt to 
resolve all project-related noise complaints. The Applicant shall set up a communication 
line or procedures to enable individuals to contact the company in the event that 



construction noise levels affect them. In such circumstances, the Applicant shall conduct 
noise assessments to ensure that the noise attributable to construction does not exceed 
55 dBA Leq. In the event that construction noise cannot meet regulated levels, the 
Applicant shall develop an acceptable alternative construction work plan. 

 
• MM NOI-2. Noise Mitigation and Monitoring Plan. If the noise attributable to the 

operation of any pump station exceeds 55 dBA Ldn at any NSA, the Applicant shall 
implement a Noise Mitigation and Monitoring plan to ensure that regulatory levels are not 
exceeded. Mitigation measures specified in this Plan shall include equipment 
enclosures. As such, the Applicant would minimize noise impacts to ensure that project-
related operations would not result in a significant effect on the ambient sound level. 

 
 
3.14 Recreation 
 

• MM REC-1a: Limit Construction Workspace in Recreation Areas. Construction 
activities would temporarily disrupt recreational activities on the following designated 
recreation areas: Stoddard Valley OHV Area, Ivanpah Dry Lake, and Jean Lake/Roach 
Lake Special Recreation Management Area. The Applicant shall reduce impacts to these 
recreation areas by confining construction activities to a reduced 75 foot construction 
ROW in designated recreation areas. Additionally, no staging areas or additional 
workspaces shall be permitted on or adjacent to these recreation resources. 
 

• MM REC-1b:  Construction Scheduling.  Construction activities in recreational areas will 
be scheduled at least 4 weeks in advance with the appropriate BLM office or County, and 
additional measures or scheduling parameters may apply to minimize or avoid conflicts 
with scheduled recreational activities. 

 
• MM REC-1c: Restoration of Ivanpah Dry Lake. The Proposed Project would 

temporarily disrupt recreational activities at Ivanpah Dry Lake. After construction of the 
Proposed Project, the Applicant shall restore the surface of Ivanpah Dry Lake to its pre-
construction condition. Because the dry lake is used for sailing/kite bugging, the 
restoration of the resource shall include laser leveling the surface of the dry lake to 
ensure that pre-construction contours are restored. The Applicant shall conduct similar 
restoration efforts one year after construction to ensure that pre-construction contours 
are maintained.  

 
• MM REC-1d: Restoration of Jean Lake/Roach Lake Special Recreation 

Management Area.  The Proposed Project would temporarily disrupt recreational 
activities at Jean Lake/Roach Lake Special Recreation Management Area. After 
construction of the Proposed Project, the Applicant shall restore the surface of Jean 
Lake/Roach Lake Special Recreation Management Area to its pre-construction 
condition. Because the dry lake is used for recreational activities, the restoration of the 
resource shall include leveling the surface of the dry lake to ensure that pre-construction 
contours are restored. The Applicant shall conduct similar restoration efforts one year 
after construction to ensure that pre-construction contours are maintained.  

 
• MM REC-1e: Reduction of Fugitive Dust. Construction activities associated with the 

Proposed Project would generate fugitive dust. To limit the spread of fugitive dust within 
designated recreation areas, the Applicant shall increase the use of watering trucks 



within these areas. A complete analysis of air quality impacts from fugitive dust 
generation and additional measures to reduce its spread outside of recreation areas can 
be found in Section 3.6, Air Quality. 

 
• MM REC-1f: Reroute Existing Trails to Maintain Access. Construction activities 

associated with the Proposed Project would disrupt access to Sorrel Trail.  During 
construction of the Proposed Project, the Applicant shall temporarily reroute impacted 
roads that are crossed by the Proposed Project (Tables 3.14-1 and 3.14-2) to areas that 
are not under construction. The Applicant shall post signage at all access points to notify 
recreational users of construction activities and schedules, and safely detour recreational 
users away from construction activities.  
 

• MM REC-1g: Maintain Access to Recreation Areas. Construction activities associated 
with the Proposed Project would temporarily disrupt access to these recreation areas. The 
Applicant shall prepare temporary alternative access points for the County recreation 
areas during Proposed Project construction. The Applicant shall post signs in and around 
these areas one month in advance of Proposed Project construction to notify users of the 
Proposed Project schedule and to direct them to new temporary access points. These 
signs shall be maintained by the Applicant throughout the construction phase of the 
Proposed Project. After construction activities cease, the Applicant shall remove all 
signage and restore the temporary access points to their pre-construction condition.  
If an alternate access point to a recreation area cannot be created, the Applicant shall 
maintain access by constructing temporary bridges where the construction ROW crosses 
access roads. Traffic monitors shall ensure that recreational users are alerted of 
construction activities and cross the construction area safely. After construction of the 
Proposed Project, the Applicant shall remove the temporary bridges and restore the area 
to its pre-construction condition. 
 

• MM REC-1h: Restoration of Road and Trail Crossings. After construction activities, the 
Applicant shall restore all road and trail crossings to their pre-construction condition under 
the direction of the land owner or land manager. Applicant shall also restore all areas used 
as detours to their pre-construction condition to the satisfaction of the landowner.  See 
Section 3.16, Transportation and Traffic. 
 

• MM REC-1i: Restrict Construction Dates at Pacific Crest Trail.  Construction of the 
portion of the Proposed Project crossing at the Pacific Crest Trail (PCT) would not occur 
during high season, which is from April 1 to June 30. 

 



• MM REC-2a: Deter OHV Use During Reclamation Activities. Construction activities 
associated with the Proposed Project would create a 50-foot wide corridor outside of the 
existing designated route network that would take some time to revegetate. To deter OHV 
users from using the ROW corridor as an illegal OHV route during revegetation activities, 
resulting in degradation to environmental resources, including recreational values, the 
Applicant shall install impediments to OHV traffic where the Proposed Project provides 
unauthorized access that crosses designated OHV routes. The Applicant shall work with 
the BLM, USFS, and private landowners to limit other ROW access points to illegal routes. 
Methods to deter OHV use at these access points shall include, but are not limited to, 
placing large rocks and slash on the ROW to blend in with natural vegetation; installation 
of erosion control measures; and/or installing blockades or earthen berms. A monitoring 
plan would be developed to determine these measures’ effectiveness. 
  

• MM REC-2b: Deter OHV Use After Reclamation Activities.  The Applicant shall include 
in the reclamation plan measures such as gates and fences at the request of the 
landowner or land manager to deter unauthorized access from major roads or routes to 
and use of the permanent 10-foot ROW access road, unless the roads are located in OHV 
Open Areas. 

 
 
3.15 Socioeconomics 
 
NONE 
 
 
3.16 Transportation and Traffic 
 

• MM TRAN-1: Traffic Management Plan. The Applicant shall develop and implement 
detailed Traffic Management Plan for locations along the route where local agencies 
(e.g., traffic engineering, public works, etc.) identify construction activities that would 
adversely impact the existing transportation system. Where requested by public 
agencies, the use of flaggers, warning signs, lights, barricades, cones, etc. would be 
implemented according to standard guidelines required by the affected jurisdiction. The 
Applicant will ensure that the following measures are addressed in The Traffic 
Management Plan: 

⎯ The Applicant will ensure that truck traffic is scheduled for off-peak hours to reduce 
impacts to public roads during periods of peak traffic periods  

⎯ The Applicant will clearly identify truck routes  to be used for ingress and egress form 
the proposed Project site 

⎯ Where lane closures are required, the Applicant will comply with BMPs established 
by the Work Area Protection and Traffic Control Manual (California Joint Utility Traffic 
Control Committee 1996); 

⎯ The Traffic Management Plan will identify traffic control measures, such as flag men, 
that will be implemented to ensure the safe operation of construction equipment 
accessing the site  

⎯ The Traffic Management Plan will include a section that describes measures to 
encourage employees to carpool in order to reduce the number of trips to and from 
the work site 



⎯ The Applicant will ensure that signs and public notices about work are distributed 
one week before disruptions occur, identifying detours to maintain access, the use of 
flagmen or escort vehicles to control and direct traffic flow, and scheduling roadway 
work during periods of minimum traffic flow. In urbanized areas, notices will be 
posted along the construction ROW as required by local agencies (e.g., traffic 
engineering, public works, etc.) that show the duration of construction activities within 
each roadway (e.g., which lane(s) would be blocked, at what times of day, and on 
what dates) at least one week in advance of construction.  

⎯ The Applicant will coordinate with emergency service when drafting the Traffic 
Management Plan to avoid restricting movements of emergency vehicles. Police 
departments, fire departments, ambulance services, and paramedic services will be 
notified at least three days in advance by the Applicant of the proposed locations, 
nature, timing, and duration of any construction activities and advised of any access 
restrictions that could impact their effectiveness. At locations where access to nearby 
property is blocked, provisions would be ready at all times to accommodate 
emergency vehicles, such as plating over excavations, short detours, and alternate 
routes. 

⎯ The Traffic Management Plan will detail the requirements of local agencies (e.g., 
traffic engineering, public works, etc.) regarding lane closures. The Applicant shall 
restrict lane closures or obstructions on arterial and collector roadways to off-peak 
period in urbanized areas to mitigate traffic congestion and delays that would be 
caused by lane closures during construction. Such closures will be directed by the 
affected public jurisdiction depending on specific site conditions. 

⎯ When working in or near existing roads and open routes, the Applicant will ensure 
that the construction contractor maintains all equipment within work areas 
designated by the traffic control devices. The Applicant will also ensure that the 
construction contractor properly loads equipment onto appropriate trucks and trailers 
for transport to other work sites; the contractor(s) will not be allowed to use active 
roadways to relocate construction equipment that are not licensed for use on public 
roads.  

⎯ The Applicant will coordinate in advance with public transit agencies to avoid 
disruption to transit operations. Public transit agencies that operate bus routes on the 
roadways potentially affected by the proposed construction activities will be informed 
in advance of the proposed Project and the potential impacts at bus stop locations. 
Alternate pickup/drop-off locations will be determined and signed appropriately.  

⎯ The Applicant will notify Federal Interagency Communications Commission (FICC) 
for SBCO to coordinate access to remote areas, and ensure that proper emergency 
response personnel are aware of the project. 

⎯ The Applicant will provide alternative pedestrian/bicycle access routes to avoid 
obstruction to pedestrian/bicycle circulation on routes as required by local agencies. 
Where existing pedestrian circulation routes or bike trails would be obstructed by 
construction of the proposed Project, alternative access routes would be developed 
and signed/marked appropriately, in conjunction with local agencies.  

⎯ The Applicant will coordinate rail operations compatibility issues with the rail 
operators. The Applicant and contractors will plan and implement activities within the 
railroad ROW with appropriate railroad personnel. Access to the railroad tracks will 



be maintained at all times, and access to all rail passenger stations will be 
maintained during operating hours. 

⎯ The Applicant will coordinate with emergency service providers in advance of 
construction to avoid restricting movements of emergency vehicles. Police 
departments, fire departments, ambulance services, and paramedic services would 
be notified at least three days in advance by the Applicant of the proposed locations, 
nature, timing, and duration of any construction activities and advised of any access 
restrictions that could impact their effectiveness. In urban areas, the Applicant will 
consult with local emergency responders to establish a mutually agreeable amount 
of open trench. Limiting the amount of open trench will reduce detours, and ensure 
emergency access routes are maintained. At locations where access to nearby 
property is blocked, provisions would be ready at all times to accommodate 
emergency vehicles, such as plating over excavations, short detours, and alternate 
routes. 

⎯ Prior to finalizing construction plans, the Applicant will work with each jurisdiction to 
identify land uses along the ROW with access concerns. The Applicant will develop 
construction schedule that to provide reasonable access to businesses, institutions, 
or residential areas. This may include scheduling construction to avoid certain 
holidays, hours, or days of the week and/or avoiding peak traffic times adjacent to 
residential areas. If construction activities result in closing the primary access to 
these areas, the Applicant will make alternative access provisions (signed/marked 
appropriately). In addition, the Applicant will ensure that at least one access driveway 
is left unblocked during business hours or hours of use. Where construction activities 
interfere with access to local businesses and/or residents, property owners would be 
notified of the potential obstructions. 

 
• MM TRAN-3: Restoration of Roads. Public Roads damaged by construction activities 

shall be restored to their pre-construction condition as required by applicable local 
agency or federal requirement. 
 

• MM-C-TRANS-1: I-15 Use Limits. MM-C-TRANS-1 will require the applicant to limit the 
use of I-15 on Fridays from noon to 10 p.m. and on Sunday afternoons and evenings. 
This will require using alternative routes or planning sufficiently such that vehicular use 
of I-15 would be limited to fewer than 15 vehicles every 15 minutes, resulting in a minor, 
short-term cumulative impact. Implementation of this mitigation measure would reduce 
the Proposed Project’s incremental contribution to less than significant or minor. 
 

 
3.17 Public Safety 
 

• MM HAZ-2a: Hazardous Materials Business Emergency/Contingency Plan. The 
Applicant, or its contractor, would prepare and implement a Hazardous Materials 
Business Emergency/Contingency Plan (HMBE/CP) that would include hazardous waste 
management procedures and emergency response procedures, including emergency 
spill cleanup supplies and equipment. This plan would be valid during Project 
construction and operation. 
 

• MM HAZ-2b: Spill Prevention and Response Plans. Spill Prevention Control and 
Countermeasures (SPCC) plans would be located at all Calnev terminals and outline 



maintenance measures and guidelines for preventing releases. Additionally, Proposed 
Project operations personnel would be trained in the Incident Command System and oil 
spill containment and cleanup procedures as defined by the Oil Spill Response Plan 
(OSRP). The OSRP has already been approved by appropriate federal, state, and local 
agencies (including Department of Fish and Game, Office of Spill Prevention and 
Response). The OSRP is required under California state and federal regulations (SB 
2040 and 40 CFR 300, the Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan). 

 
• MM HAZ-2c: Avoid placement of pipeline with 1,500 feet of school proposed in 

Renaissance Plan.  The proposed pipeline route will not be placed within 1,500 feet of 
the school proposed in the Rialto Airport Redevelopment Project, the Renaissance Plan. 

 
• MM HAZ-3a: Additional Investigation of Known Contaminated Sites in the Pipeline 

ROW. The Applicant would conduct a more detailed investigation of the known 
contaminated sites (Appendix B and the Calico mill waste site between MP 88 and MP 
89) in the ROW. Further information should be gathered about these sites to determine 
whether the depth of the known contamination could be exposed within six feet of the 
ground surface, the depth of construction activities. The investigations should include 
additional reviews of available information from agencies and local authorities but should 
also include sampling, if the ROW would pass through a known or suspected 
contaminated site. 
 

• MM HAZ-3b: Contaminated Soil/Groundwater Contingency Plan. The Applicant 
would develop and implement a plan to address the potential for unearthing or exposing 
previously unidentified buried hazardous materials or contamination or shallow 
contaminated groundwater during construction activities, likely within six feet of the 
surface. The plan would detail the steps that the Applicant or its contractor would take to 
prevent the migration of contaminated soils or other materials offsite, the methods that 
would be used to limit potential exposure to workers or the public, and the remedial 
actions that would be undertaken. Site-specific plans should be developed for the areas 
where there is a high probability of encountering shallow contaminated soil or 
groundwater within six feet of the ground surface, the depth of construction (Appendix 
B).  
 

• MM HAZ-3c: Contaminated Site Surveys. In areas where the alignments diverge from 
existing ROWs, the Applicant or its contractor would conduct additional surveys (desktop 
reviews and/or sampling) to identify potential areas of soil and/or groundwater 
contamination. If contaminated sites are identified, the Applicant or its contractor would 
implement its Contaminated Soil/Groundwater Contingency Plan (see MM HAZ-3a). 

 
• MM HAZ-5a: Fire Prevention Measures. The following fire prevention measures would 

be implemented by the Applicant or its contractor: 
 
- Maintain of a list of all relevant fire-fighting authorities for each work site. 

- Post the daily forest fire hazard at a location that is visible to all workers and make 
them aware of the potential implications during the daily safety briefing.  

- Have available equipment to extinguish fires and or construction of a fire break, 
including but not limited to: water trucks, portable water pumps, chemical fire 
extinguishers, shovels, axes, chain saws, etc. and heavy equipment.  



- Have and maintain an adequate supply of fire extinguishers for welding and brushing 
crews. 

- Use its resources required to contain any fire that occurs and notify local emergency 
response personnel.  

- Remove any flammable wastes generated during construction regularly. 

- Store all flammable materials used at the construction site away from ignition 
sources and in approved containers. 

- Allow smoking only in designated smoking areas.  

- Prohibit smoking where flammable products are present and when the fire hazard is 
high. 

 
• MM HAZ-5b: Blasting Fire Prevention Measures. The Applicant, or its contractor, 

would patrol the blast area after the appropriate waiting period for any indication of fire or 
a fire hazard, focusing on those vegetated areas within and outside of the ROW. Any 
remaining shock tubes would be disposed of properly.  
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