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METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

ACTION

® Board of Directors
Executive Committee

July 10, 2001 Board Meeting

Subject

Adopt final resolutions for annexation and to impose water standby charges for 68" Fringe Area to Eastern
Municipal Water District and Metropolitan

Description

The Eastern Municipal Water District (Eastern) has requested formal terms and conditions for 68" Fringe Area
annexation, concurrently to Eastern and The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan).
On May 17, 2000, Metropolitan’s Board granted informal (conditional) approval for this annexation, then known
as the Greer Ranch territory within the city of Murrieta. The development plan for the uninhabited 162.95-acre
territory is for construction of 308 single-family homes. Prior to completion of this annexation, Eastern will pay
in full a fee of $568,807. The projected water demand on Metropolitan is 186 acre-feet per year. (Attachment 1)

Policy

Territory may be annexed to Metropolitan upon terms and conditions fixed by the Board and in accordance with
Chapter 1, Article 1, Sections 350 through 356 of Metropolitan’s Act and Division III of its Administrative Code.

CEQA

Pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Eastern Municipal Water
District, acting as Lead Agency, approved a Negative Declaration and issued a Notice of Determination (NOD) on
May 17, 2000 and May 18, 2000, respectively, for the development of the proposed annexation parcel.
Metropolitan, as Responsible Agency under CEQA, is required to certify that it has reviewed and considered the
information contained in the Negative Declaration (Attachment 2), and adopt the Lead Agency’s findings prior
to approval of the formal terms and conditions for the 68" Fringe Area annexation.

The CEQA determination is: Review and consider information provided in the Negative Declaration and adopt
the Lead Agency's findings related to the annexation.

Board Options/Fiscal Impacts

Option #1: Adopt the CEQA determination and
a) Adopt a resolution granting Eastern’s request for approval of 68" Fringe Area annexation, concurrently to
Metropolitan and Eastern, by establishing Metropolitan’s terms and conditions for this annexation
(Attachment 3); and
b) Adopt a resolution to impose water standby charges at a rate of $6.94 per acre or per parcel of less than
one acre within the proposed annexation (Attachment 4).
Fiscal Impact: Receipt of annexation fee ($568,807) and water sales revenue from annexed territory.

Option #2
Decline Eastern 68" Fringe Area annexation.
Fiscal Impact: Unrealized fees and water sales revenue from non-annexed territory.
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Detailed Report — Eastern 68th Fringe Area Annexation

The Eastern Municipal Water District (Eastern) Board of Directors has requested formal terms
and conditions for 68th Fringe Area annexation, concurrently to Eastern and The Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) by Resolution No. 3475, dated May 16,
2001 (Exhibit A). On May 17, 2000, Metropolitan’s Board granted conditional (informal)
approval and adopted a resolution of intent to impose water standby charges upon the annexing
territory then known as Greer Ranch. On April 26, 2001, the Local Agency Formation
Commission of Riverside County approved this annexation pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-
Hertzberg Local Government Act of 2000, by Resolution No. 08-01 (Exhibit B).

Metropolitan’s resolution fixing the terms and conditions for the annexation is attached as
Attachment 3. Completion of 68th Fringe Area annexation will be subject to such terms and
conditions as may be fixed by Metropolitan’s Board in granting formal consent to such
annexation.

The Board adopted a resolution of intention to impose water standby charges within the proposed
68th Fringe Area annexation territory at its meeting on May 17, 2000. Pursuant to Resolution
No. 8695, the Board held a public protest hearing. The hearing was held July 11, 2000.
Interested parties presented their views regarding the proposed charges and the Engineer’s
Report. Also pursuant to Resolution No. 8695 and in accordance with the requirements of
Article XIII D, Section 4, of the California Constitution, the Executive Secretary provided
written notice, by mail, of such hearing to the owner of record of the parcel identified in the
Engineer’s Report. Enclosed in the mailed notice was an assessment ballot whereby the owner
could indicate either support or opposition to the proposed water standby charge. Since no
majority protest (as defined in Article XIII D, Section 4 of the California Constitution) was
found to exist upon conclusion of the hearing, it will be requested that Metropolitan’s Board
consider and act upon the recommendation to adopt a second resolution (see Attachment 4 --
Resolution Fixing and Adopting Water Standby Charge), which imposes a Metropolitan water
standby charge in the amount of $6.94 per acre, or per parcel less than one acre, within the
territory of 68th Fringe Area annexation.

The annexation charge has been calculated pursuant to Section 3300 of Metropolitan’s
Administrative Code. Utilizing the current rate of $3,460 per acre and the sum of $5,000 for
processing costs, the annexation charge is $568,807, if completed by December 31, 2001. The
$5,000 processing charge has been paid. The annexation fee will be paid in cash. Completion of
the annexation will be subject to such terms and conditions as may be fixed by the Board in
granting formal consent to such annexation.

Approval of Metropolitan’s water standby charge in the amount noted above, which is equal to
the amount of Metropolitan’s water standby charges imposed elsewhere within Eastern’s
territory, is a condition to complete this annexation. Pursuant to the terms of the attached
Resolution, Metropolitan may levy standby charges at the rate stated in this resolution beginning
in a subsequent fiscal year.
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RESOLUTION NO. 3475

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF EASTERN MUNICIPAL
WATER DISTRICT MAKING APPLICATION TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
FOR CONSENT TO ANNEX CERTAIN TERRITORY TO EASTERN
MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, ELSINORE VALLEY MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
AND THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

WHEREAS, Lennar Greer Ranch Ventures LLC., the owner(s) of the property described in
attached Exhibit "A,” is desirous of having said property, hereinafter referred to as the 68th Fringe
Area, concurrently annexed to The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD),

Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District (EVMWD) and Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD);
and

WHEREAS, said territory is uninhabited in that fewer than twelve (12) registered voters reside
therein; and

WHEREAS, this Board of Directors, by its Resolution No. 3411 adopted on August 16, 2000, has
initiated proceedings for the annexation of said territory to EMWD, EVMWD and MWD pursuant

to the Cortese-Knox Local Government Reorganization Act of 1985 (Section 56000 et seq. of the
Government Code); and

WHEREAS, the Local Agency Formation Commission of Riverside County approved said proposed

annexation onApril 26, 2001 and designated EMWD as the Conducting Authority for said proposed
annexation.

WHEREAS, MWD’s Board of Directors must give its consent for the annexation and fix the terms
and conditions upon which said territory may be annexed and become a part of MWD.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of EMWD as follows:

1. That EMWD does hereby apply to the Board of Directors of MWD for consent to annex to
EMWD, EVMWD and MWD that certain territory called the 68th Fringe Area and for said
Board of Directors to fix the terms and conditions for such annexation to MWD.

2. That the territory referred to as the 68th Fringe Area is located entirely in the City of
Murrieta, County of Riverside, State of California, and the exterior boundaries are more
particularly described in attached Exhibit "A".

3. That the Secretary of EMWD is hereby directed tQV send a certified copy of this Resolution
to the Board of Directors of MWD.

DATED: May 16, 2001

/s/Richard R. Hall
Richard R. Hall, Vice President

ATTEST:

/s/Mary C. White
Mary C. White, Secretary

(SEAL}

w wpiSannexiSstepSA
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RBF CONSULTING
27555 Ynez Road, Suite 400
Temecula, CA 92591

Revised December 26, 2000
" March 3, 2000

JN 35004-M3

Pagelof6

EXHIBIT “A”

Sphere of Influence Amendment to WMWD (Removal) and
EMWD (Addition) and
Reorganization to Include Annexation to EMWD, EVMWD AND MWD
LAFCO 2000-33-3

That certain parcel of land situated in the City of Murrieta, County of Riverside, State of
California, being Parcels B through G of Lot Line Adjustment No. 00-006, recorded August
8,2000 as Instrument No. 308790, of Official Records, and Parcels 9 and 10 of Parcel Map No.
17508 filed in Book 112, Pages 87 through 92 of Parcel Maps in the Office of the County
Recorder of said Riverside County, described as a whole as follows: '

BEGINNING at a point in the westerly line of said Parcel 26 distant thereon
South 02°20'39" West 417.77 feet from the northwesterly corner of said Parcel 26, said point
being on the westerly line of Section 33, Township 6 South, Range 3 West, San Bernardino
Meridian, distant thereon South 02°20'39" West 1983.75 feet from the northwest corner of said

section;

thence South 72°00'00" East 191.55 feet;
thence South 67°13'54" Bast 522.03 feet;
thence North 46°21'49" East 352.86 feet;
thence South 89°08'14" East 257.91 feet;
thence North 00°00'20" East 136.63 feet;
thence North 47°47'22" East 378.05 feet;

thence North 14°24'45" East 40.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave southwesterly
and having a radius of 170.00 feet, a radial line of said curve from said point bears
South 14°24'45" West;
REVIEWED 8Y THE
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
R/W & TITLE ENGINEERING
DATE: 9-23-28/ pu4,
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Sphere of Influence Amendment to WMWD (Removal) Revised December 26, 2000
and EMWD (Addition) and Reorganization to Include March 3, 2000
Annexation to EMWD, EVMWD AND MWD JN 35004-M3

Page 2 0f 6

LAFCO 2000-33-3

thence along said curve southeasterly 114.23 feet through a central angle of 38°29'55";
thence non-tangent from said curve South 38°28'07" East 231.58 feet;
thence South 11°55'33" East 243.18 feet;

thence South 25°05'41" West 162.50 feet;

thence South 28°18'31" East 323.92 feet;

thence South 89°57'55" East 622.79 feet;

thence North 55°29'12" East 571.20 feet;

thence North 66°22'14" East 809.52 feet;

thence North 20°10'14" East 483.94 feet;

thence North 67°22'48" East 241.04 feet;

thence North 87°23'51" East 204.16 feet;

thence North 67°04'04" East 261.72 feet;

thence North 47°43'35" East 413.45 feet;

thence North 04°45'49" West 223.27 feet;

thence North 42°16'25" West 363.27 feet;

thence North 22°14'02" East 144.17 feet;

REVIEWED BY THE
thence North 13°10'59" Bast 72.75 feet; METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
th 11° " Bas . R/W & TITLE ENGINEERING
thence North 11°02'28" East 64.68 feet; e Yoo

thence North 46°42'31" West 40.00 feet;

thence North 05°32'57" West 196.52 feet to the northerly line of said Section 33;
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Revised December 26, 2000
March 3, 2000

JN 35004-M3

Page 3 of 6

Sphere of Influence Amendment to WMWD (Removal)
and EMWD (Addition) and Reorganization to Include
Annexation to EMWD, EVMWD AND MWD

LAFCO 20600-33-3

thence along said northerly line North 84°27'03" East 671.04 feet to the northeast corner of said

section;

thence along the easterly line of said section South 00°22'30" West 2125.38 feet to the
centerline of Pabesu Road as shown on said Parcel Map No. 17508;

thence along said centerline through the following courses: North 89°37'30" West 86.00 feet
to the beginning of a tangent curve concave southeasterly and having a radius of 180.00 feet;

thence along said curve westerly and southwesterly 271.14 feet through a central angle of
86°1822"to a point of reverse curvature with a curve concave northwesterly and having aradius
of 600.00 feet, a radial line of said curve from said point bears North 85°55'52" West;

thence along said curve southerly 228.68 feet Fhrough central angle of 21°50"13"

thence tangent from said curve South 25°54'21" West 311.48 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve concave northwesterly and having a radius of 400.00 feet;

thence along said curve southwesterly 237.37 feet through a central angle of 34°00'04";

thence tangent from said curve South 59°54'25" West 614.97 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve concave northwesterly and having a radius of 700.00 feet;

thence along said curve westerly 320.14 feet through a central angle of 26°12'14";

thence tangent from said curve South 86°06'39" West 554.82 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve concave southeasterly and having a radius of 450.00 feet;

thence along said curve westerly 231.00 feet through a central angle of 29°24'41" to a point of
reverse curvature with a curve concave northwesterly and having a radius of 600.00 feet, a
radial line of said curve from said point bears North 33°18'02" West;

thence along said curve westerly 417.37 feet through central angle of 39°51'20" to a point of
reverse curvature with a curve concave southeasterly and having aradius of 750.00 feet, aradial

line of said curve from said point bears South 06°33'18" West;

thence along said curve westerly 618.63 feet through central angle of 47°15'35" to the

southwesterly corner of said Parcel 13; REVIEWED BY THE
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
R/W & TITLE ENGINEERING
DATE:_5-23 -2 ¢/ 72202,
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Sphere of Influence Amendment to WMWD (Removal) Revised December 26, 2000
and EMWD (Addition) and Reorganization to Include March 3, 2000
Annexation to EMWD, EVMWD AND MWD JN 35004-M3
LAFCO 2000-33-3 Page4 of 6

thence leaving said centerline, non-tangent from said curve, along the southwesterly line of
said Parcel 13 North 40°41'03" West 363.74 feet to the southeasterly corner of said Parcel 15;

thence along the southerly line of said parcel South 89°3127" West 930.05 feet to the
southwesterly corner of said parcel and a point in the centerline of Evandel Road as shown on

said Parcel Map 17508;

thence along said centerline through the following courses: North 00°29'51" West 244.91 feet
to the beginning of a tangent curve concave southeasterly and having a radius of 400.00 feet;

thence along said curve northerly 188.88 feet through a central angle of 27°03'19" to the most
southerly corner of said Parcel 27;

thence leaving said centerline, radially from said curve, along the southeasterly line of said
parcel North 63°26'32" West 721.87 feet to the southeasterly corner of said Parcel 26;

thence along the southerly line of said parcel North 88°50'58" West 289.96 fect to the
southwesterly corner of said parcel and a point in said westerly line of Section 33;

thence along said westerly line North 01°09'02" East 75.00 feet to an angle point therein;

thence continuing along said westerly line North 02°20'39" East 522.23 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING.

CONTAINING: 162.95 Acres, more or Iess.

EXHIBIT “A” attached and by this reference made a part hereof.

This description was prepared by me or under my direction.

N RN / )’

\ PN EAVET T e e
Bafmond L. Mathe, P.L.S. 6185 } S £
My license expires 3/31/02. k

%)y REVIEWED BY TH

E
5 /) METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
7 OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

R/W & TITLE ENGINEERING

HApdatal3S00AOFFICE\WPWINA0041g103.wpd R e
DATE: ~2 3 200 Loy 0
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July 10, 2001 Board Meeting

DATA TABLE CONTINUED

DATA TABLE
BRNG/DELTA  RADIUS  LENGTH ‘ BRNG/DELTA  RADIUS  LENGTH
1 S72°00°00"E - 191.55" 25 1°02°'28"E - 64.68'
2 S67°13'54"E -— 522.03' 26 N46°42'31"W - 40.00’
3 N46°21"49"E - 352.86"° 27 NO5° 3257 W —— 196.52°
4 S89°08 ' 14"E - 257.91° 28 N84°27'03"E —-= 671.04°
5 NOO°00'20"E - 136.63" 29 S00°22'30"W --  2125.38°
6 N47°47 22"E - 378.05° 30 N89° 37 '29"W - 88.00°
7 N14°24°45"E (R) 40.00' 31 86°18'22" 180.00 271.14'
8 38°29'55" 170.00° 114.23" 32 21°50'13" 600.00° 228.68"
9 S38°28'07"E - 231.58" 33 S25°54'21"W —— 311.48"
10 S11°55°33"E - 243.18° 34 34°00° 04" 400.00 237.37'
11 S25°05°41”"W —— 162.50° 35 S59°54'25"W - 614.97°
12 S28°18°'31"E - 323.92° 36 26°12° 14" 700.00° 320.14"
13 S89°57°55"E - 622.79° 37 S86°06°39"W - 554.82°
14 N55°29"12"E - 571.20° 38 29°24°41" 450.00 231.00"
15 N66°22" 14"E - 809.53° 39 39°51'20" 600.00° 417.37°
16 N20°10'14"E - 483.94° 40 47°15'35" 750.00° 618.83°
17. N67°22° 48"E - 241.04° 41 N40°41'03"W - 363.74°
18 N87°23°51"E -— 204.16° 42 S89°31'27°W - 930.05°
19 N67°04°'04"E - 261.72" 43 NOQ°29°51"W - 244 .91°
20 N47°43°35"E - 413.45" 44 27°03'19" 400.00° 188.88°
21 NO4°45"49"W - 223.27° 45 NB3° 26" 32"W (R) 721.87°
22 N42°16"'25"W - 363.27° 46 NB8"50'58"W 289.96°
23 N22°14°02"E - 144 .17 47 NO1°09'02"E - 75.00’
24 N13°10°59"E - 72.75° 48 NO2°20'39"E - 522.23°
INCLSBEES§T$H?QR$E%SNXMEE§§TION COURSES 1-28 AS SHOWN HEREON ARE AS SHOWN e
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Local Agency Formation Commission County of Riverside

RESOLUTION MNO. 08-01
LPPEOVING THE PROPOSED REORGAMIZATION
TO INCLUDE CONCURRENT ANNEXATIONS
TO ELSINOERE VALLEY MUNICTIPATL WATER DISTRICT
EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT AND THE
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOQUTHERN CALIFOEMNIA
LAPCO MO. 2000-33-3

BE IT ERESOLVED AND DETERMINED by the Local Agency
Formation Commission in regular session assembled on April 26,
2001, that the Reorganization to Include Concurrent Annexations
to Blsinore Walley Municipal Water District, BEastern Municipal
Water District and the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California, consisting of approximately 380 acres, generally
located south of the City of Murrieta northen boundary, west of
McElwain Road, north of Catt Road, located entirely within the
incorporated boundaries of the City of Murrieta as more
particularly described in Exhibit "A", attached heretoc and made
a part hereof, is approved.

BE IT FURTHER BEESQOLVED, DETERMINED AND FOUND that:

0 B Commi=ssion .proce&dings were commenced | by
Resclution of Application by the Eastern Municipal Water
District.

2. The reorganization i1s proposed to provide
municipal water services by the Elsinore Valley Municipal Water

District, Eastern Municipal Water Districkt and the Metropolitan

), 1

R
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Water District of Southern California.

F; The distinctive short form desiénaticn of the
proposed annexation is LAFCO No. 2000-33-3-Recrganization to
Include Concurrent Annexaticons to Elsinere Valley Municipal
Water District, Eastern Municipal Water District, and the
Metropolitan Water District of Scuthern California.

4. The Eastern Municipal Water District, as lead
agency, has prepared an initial study resulting in the filing
of a Negative Declaration, and has complied with the California
Environmental Quality 2act (CEQAR), and all appropriate State
Guidelines, and that the Commission has reviewed and considered
the environmental documentation.

Bz The boundaries of the territory as set forth in
Exhibit “A", attached hereto and incorporated herein by this
reference have been approved.

6. The recrganization is approved subject to the
following terms and conditions:

a. In accordance with Governmenkt Code
Sections 56844 (t) and 57330, the subject territory shall be
subject to the levying and collection of any previously
authorized charge, fee, assessment or tax of the districts.

b, The Eastern Municipal Water District shall
defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the Riverside County Local
Zgency Formation Commission (*LAFCO"), its agents, officers and
employees from any claim, action, or proceeding against LAFCO,
its agents, officers, and employees to attach, set aside, void,
or annul an approval of LAFCO concerning this proposal.

T The territory to be amnexed is legally A

v
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uninhabited.

B. The proposed annexation is consistent with the
sphere of influence of Elsinore Valley Municipal Water Distriet
and Bastern Municipal Municipal Water District and the spheres
of influence of all other local agencies.

9. The Eastern Municipal Water District is
designated conducting authority and is authorized to proceed
without notice, hearing or election.

10. The Executive Officer is directed te transmit a
certified copy of this resolution to the above-designated
conducting authority, to the chief petiticners, if different

from the conducting authority, and to each subject agency.

/%/;f .——,Z/M

ROBERT £. HIRD, Chair

I certify the above resolution was passed and adopted by the
Local Agency Formation Commission of Riverside County on April

b Js( 33

GEORGE L"E',:*IL:nt}rr'Is
Executlve officer

8-9 Attachment 1, Exhibit B, Page 11 of 17
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RBF CONSULTING
27555 Ynez Road, Suite 400
Temecula, CA 92591

Revised December 26, 2000
' March 3, 2000
JN 35004-M3

Page 1 of 6

EXHIBIT “A”

Sphere of Influence Amendment to WMWD (Removal) and
EMWD (Addition) and
Reorganization to Include Annexation to EMWD, EVMWD AND MWD

LAFCO 2000-33-3

That certain parcel of land situated in the City of Murrieta, County of Riverside, State of
California, being Parcels B through G of Lot Liné Adjustment No. 00-006, recorded August
8, 2000 as Instrument No. 308790, of Official Records, and Parcels 9 and 10 of Parcel Map No.
17508 filed in Book 112, Pages 87 through 92 of Parcel Maps in the Office of the County

Recorder of said Riverside County, described as a whole as follows:

BEGINNING at a point in the westerly line of said Parcel 26 distant thereon
South 02°20'39" West 417.77 feet from the northwesterly corner of said Parcel 26, said point
being on the westerly line of Section 33, Township 6 South, Range 3 West, San Bernardino
Meridian, distant thereon South 02°20'39" West 1983.75 feet from the northwest corner of said

section;

thence South 72°00'00" East 191.55 feet;
therice South 67°13'54" East 522.03 feet;
thence North 46°21'49" East 352.86 feet;
thence South 89°08'14" East 257.91 feet;
thence North 00°00'20" East 136.63 feet;

thence North 47°47'22" East 378.05 feet;

thence North 14°24'45" East 40.00 feet to a point on a non-tangent curve concave southwesterly
and having a radius of 170.00 feet, a radial line of said curve from said point bears

South 14°24'45" West;
REVIEWED BY THE

METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
_OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
R/W & TITLE ENGINEERING
DATE: 5723-2¢%/ p.p
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Sphere of Influence Amendment to WMWD (Removal) Revised December 26, 2000

and EMWD (Addition) and Reorganization to Include March 3, 2000
Annexation to EMWD, EVMWD AND MWD JN 35004-M3

LAFCO 2000-33-3 T Page 2 of 6

thence along said curve southeasterly 114.23 feet through a central angle of 38°29'55";
thence non-tangent from said curve South 38°28'07" East 231.58 feet;

thence South 11°55'33" East 243.18 feet;
thence South 25°05'41" West 162.50 feet;
thence South 28°18'31" East 323.92 feet;
thence South 89°57'55" East 622.79 feet;
thence North 55°29'12" East 571.20 feet;
thence North 66°22'14" East 809.52 feet;
thence North 20°10'14" Basf 483.94 feet;
thence North 67°22'48" East 241.04 feet;
thence North 87°23'51" East 204.16 feet;
thence North 67°04'04" East 261.72 feet;
thence North 47°43'35" East 413.45 feet;
thence North 04°45'49" West 223.27 feet;
thence North 42°16'25" West 363.27 feet;

thence North 22°14'02" East 144.17 feet;

REVIEWED BY THE
thence North 13°10'59" East 72.75 feet; METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
1 10nm10QN ) R/W & TITLE ENGINEERING
thence North 11 »02'28 East 64.68 feet; L B0 Do

thence North 46°42'31" West 40.00 feet;

thence North 05°32'57" West 196.52 feet to the northerly line of said Section 33;



July 10, 2001 Board Meeting 8-9 Attachment 1, Exhibit B, Page 14 of 17

Revised December 26, 2000
March 3, 2000
JN 35004-M3

Page3 of 6-

Sphere of Influence Amendment to WMWD (Removal)
and EMWD (Addition) and Reorganization to Include
Annexation to EMWD, EVMWD AND MWD

LAFCO 2000-33-3

thence along said northerly line North 84°27'03" East 671.04 feet to the northeast corner of said

section;

thence along the easterly line of said section South 00°2230" West 2125.38 feet to the
centerline of Pabesu Road as shown on said Parcel Map No. 17508;

thence along said centerline through the following courses: North 89°37'30" West 88.00 feet
to the beginning of a tangent curve concave southeasterly and having a radius of 180.00 feet;

thence along said curve westerly and southwesterly 271.14 feet through a central angle of
86°18'22" to a point of reverse curvature with a curve concave northwesterly and having a radius
of 600.00 feet, a radial line of said curve from said point bears North 85°55'52" West;

thence along said curve southerly 228.68 feet through central angle of 21°50'13";

thence tangent from said curve South 25°54'21" West 311.48 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve concave northwesterly and having a radius of 400.00 feet;

thence along said curve southwesterly 237.37 feet through a central angle of 34°00'04";

thence tangent from said curve South 59°54'25" West 614.97 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve concave northwesterly and having a radius of 700.00 feet;

thence along said curve westerly 320.14 feet through a central angle of 26°12'14";

thence fangent from said curve South 86°06'39" West 554.82 feet to the beginning of a tangent
curve concave southeasterly and having a radius of 450.00 feet;

thence along said curve westerly 231.00 feet through a central angle of 29°24'41" to a point of
reverse curvature with a curve concave northwesterly and having a radius of 600.00 feet, a
radial line of said curve from said point bears North 33°18'02" West;

thence along said curve westerly 417.37 feet through central angle of 39°5 1'20" to a point of
reverse curvature with a curve concave southeasterly and having aradius of 750.00 feet, aradial

line of said curve from said point bears South 06°33'18" West;

thence along said curve westerly 618.63 feet through central angle of 47°15'35" io the

southwesterly corner of said Parcel 13; REVIEWED BY THE
METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
R/W & TITLE ENGINEERING

DATE;_$=23 "2 0/ jZr7p
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Revised December 26, 2000
March 3, 2000

JN 35004-M3

Page 4 of 6

Sphere of Influence Amendment to WMWD (Removal)
and EMWD (Addition) and Reorganization to Include
Annexation to EMWD, EVMWD AND MWD

LAFCO 2000-33-3

thence leaving said centerline, non-tangent from said curve, along the southwesterly line of
said Parcel 13 North 40°41'03" West 363.74 feet to the southeasterly corner of said Parcel 15;

thence along the southerly line of said parcel South 89°3127" West 930.05 feet to the
southwesterly corner of said parcel and a point in the centerline of Evandel Road as shown on

said Parcel Map 17508;

thence along said centerline through the folloWing courses: North 00°29'51" West 244.91 feet
to the beginning of a tangent curve concave southeasterly and having a radius of 400.00 feet;

thence along said curve northerly 188.88 feet through a central angle of 27°03'19" to the most
southerly corner of said Parcel 27;

thence leaving said centerline, radially from said curve, along the southeasterly line of said
parcel North 63°26'32" West 721.87 feet to the southeasterly corner of said Parcel 26;

thence along the southerly line of said parcel North 88°50'58" West 289.96 feet to the
southwesterly corner of said parcel and a point in said westerly line of Section 33;

thence along said westerly line North 01°09'02" East 75.00 feet to an angle point therein;

thence continuing along said westerly line North 02°20'39" East 522.23 feet to the POINT OF

BEGINNING.
CONTAINING: 162.95 Acres, more or less.

EXHIBIT “A” attached and by this reference made a part hereof.

This description was prepared by me or under my direction.

; .
Yy P

K Torm e S
(] T F g
Vi r,(/l/ gl L

Rafmond L. Mathe, P.L.S. 6185

My license expires 3/31/02. e
| WNo.GIES REVIEWED BY THE
\ \t& Ep.8/31/02 METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT
;%} e OF SOUTHERN CALIFORN],
RS O ‘G A
NP TaZ R/W & TITLE ENGINEERING

H:\pdata\35004/\OFFICE\WPWIN\0041gl03.wpd e i
i . . DATE:_J3=2 3+ 26/ panco
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DATA TABLE CONTINUED

DATA TABLE
BRNG/DELTA RADIUS  LENGTH BRNG/DELTA  RADIUS  LENGTH
1 $72°00°00"E - 191.55' 25  N11°02'28"E -~ 64.68"
2. S67°13'54"E - 522.03" 26 N46° 42" 31" W - 40.00"
3 N46°21'49"E - 352.86" 27 NO5°32'57"W - 196.52'
4 S89°08 ' 14"E - 257.91° 28 N84°27 03"E -— 671.04°
5 NOO°00'20"E - 136.63° 29 S00° 22" 30" W -~ 2125.38°
6 N47°47°22"E - 378.05' 30 N89°37'29"W - 88.00’
7 N14°24'45"E (R) 40.00" 31 86°18'22" 180.00"  271.14°
8 38°29°55”" 170.00°  114.23° 32 21°50'13" 600.00"  228.88'
9 $38°28'07"E - 231.58' 33 S25°54°21"W - 311.48"
10 S11°55°'33"E - 243.18° 34 34°00°04" 400.00° = 237.37'
11 S25°05'41"W - 162.50" 35 S59°54'25"W - 614.97'
12 S28°18°31"E - 323.92° 36 26°12°14" 700.00"  320.14"
13 S89°57°'55"E - 622.79" 37 S86°06°39"W - 554.82°
14 N55°29'12"E —-— 571.20' 38 29°24'41" 450.00° 231.00"
15 N66°22" 14"E - 809.53' 39 39°51'20" 600.00° 417.37'
16 N20°10'14"E - 483.94" 40 47°15'35" 750.00' 618.83°
17 N67°22°48"E — 241.04" 41 N40°41'03"W - 363.74"
18 N87°23°51"E - 204.16"° 42 .S89°31'27"W - 930.05°
19 N67°04'04"E - 261.72' 43 NO0°29'51"W - 244.91°
20 N47°43°35"E —_— 413.45" 44 27°03'19" 400.00 188.88"
21 NO4°45'49"W - 223.27" 45 NB3° 26 32 W (R) 721.87°
22° N42°16°25"W - 363.27° 46 N88°50'58"W - 289.96°
23 N22°14'02"E - 144.17" 47 NO1°08'02"E - 75.00°
24 N13°10°'59"E — 72.75" 48 NO2°20'39"E - 522.23'
1NCLﬁségng%H?QR$E%SNXMEE§§TION COURSES 1-28 AS SHOWN HEREON ARE AS SHOWN c
_C _— _ . [N LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 00-006 c
AP.N. RECORDED AUGUST 8,2000 AS INSTRUMENT NO. =
___________ o 308790 RECORDS OF RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CA. -
C
PORTION ggg 540-001 PARCEL LETTERS IN THIS ANNEXATION ARE PER <
9-540-002 LLA 00-006 B.C.D,E.F,G g
PORTION 359-540-003 T o
PORTION 359-540-004
PORTION 359-540-009 REVIEWED BY THE
PORTION 359-540-010 METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRIET
PORTION 359-540-014 WOF SOUTHERN CALIFORNjA
PORTION 359-540-015 . TILE ENGINEERING SHEET 6 OF 6 SHEETS
359-210-010 ' ~2ee —Prmo ——
PORTION 359-210-011 EXHIBIT A
PORTION 359-210-013
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EMWD (Addition) and
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T.6S., R.3W., S.B.M.
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CEQA-7
NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

To: ___ Office of Planning and Research From: Eastern Municipal Water District

P.0O. Box 3044 Post Office Box 8300

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Perris, CA 92572-8300

(909) 928-3777
X County Clerk
County of Riverside

P.O. Box 751
Riverside, CA 92502-0751

Subject: Filing of Notice of Determination in Compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public
Resources Code

Project Title: Annexation of the Greer Ranch Venture, LLC, to Eastern Municipal Water District and the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

State Clearinghouse Number: N/A
Contact Person: Juanita Luiz
Phone Number/Ext.: (909) 928-3777, Extension 4462

Project Location: The proposed project is located in the City of Murrieta between Clinton Keith Road and
the City's northerly boundary, approximately one mile west of Interstate 215,

Project Description: The purpose of the proposed annexation is to allow for future provision of domestic
water, reclaimed water and sewer services by Eastern Municipal Water District for approximately 163 acres

of land.
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CEQA-7, Continued 2
This is to advise that the Eastern Municipal Water District has approved the described project on
May 17, 2000 and has made the following determinations regarding the above described project:

1. The project { OJ will, B will not } have a sipnificant effect on the environment.

2. O An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of
CEQA.

B A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
3. Mitigation measures { [J were, B were not } made a condition of the approval of the project.
4. A statement of Overriding Considerations { [J were, B were not ! adopted for this project.
5. Findings { [J were, B were not } made pursuent to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the final Mitigated Negative Declaration with comments and responses and/or
record of project approval is available to the General Public at:

Eastern Municipal Water District
2270 Trumble Road
Perms, CA 92571

Date: 77’25;:-& ;‘:5; loep s}f»éi/zrfm

Jdsgph B. [2wis
Director, Engineering Services

Date Received for filing and Posting at OPR:

CGREER-CYMOD
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CEQA-8

California Department of Fish and Game

CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION

De Minimis fmpact F indings
For California Department of Fish and Game, in Accordance with AB 3158

Lead Agency: EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT
P.0. Box 8300
Perris, CA 92572-8300
(909) 928-3777

County/state Agency of Filing:

O Office of Planning and Research
* 1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

N County Clerk
County of Riverside
P.O. Box 751
Riverside, CA 92502-0751

Project Title: Annexation of the Greer Ranch Venture, LLC, to Eastern Muri cipal Water District and the
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

State Clearing House Number: N/A

Project Location: The proposed project is located in the City of Murrieta betwesn Clinton Keith Road and the
City’s northerly boundary, approximately one mile west of Interstate 215.

Project Description: The purpose of the proposed annexation is to allow for future provision of domestic water,
reclaimed water and sewer services by Eastern Municipal Water District for approximately 163 acres of land.
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CEQA-8
FINDINGS OF FEE EXEMPTION (DE MINIMIS IMPACT FINDING):

Certification:
I hereby centifiy that Eastern Municipal Water District has made the above findings of fact and that based
upon the initial study and hearing record the project will not individually or cumulatively have an adverse
effect on wildlife resources, as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

Date: M}f / K' e

Director, Engineering Services

Submission of Applicable Fees:

FEE
—  Environmental Impact Report £
. Negative Declaration g
__ Projects Subject to C.crtiﬂed 5
Regulatory Programs
_X _ County Administrative Fee 5 78.00
Total Submitied s 7800
{EMWD Person Submitting Fees) Date
Juanita G. Luiz May 18, 2000
Right of Way Technician

CGREER-CB.FEE
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DATE: 11-MAY-00 CUST. ACET. NOL VENDOR NAME COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE VENDOR MO, 297
[ INVOICE NO. INVOICE DATE GESCRIPTION | DISCOUNT AMOUNT WET AMOUNT
OE-MAY-002 OE-MAY-00 GHEEA AANCH VENTURE LLE ANNEX N 78.00

PLEASE DETACH AND RETARM THIZ STATEMENT AS YOUR RECORD OF PAYMEMNT. o

B ETERMAHRR=CEINE EESEENWATF ANTAN GTEES=

/\*’{\4] Gremri. Scun ot No. 349981
t ACCOUNTS PAYABLE ACCOUNT in Ceoparanoh wikt & Payabie | Desved
== P.0. Box 6300 - 2270 Trumble Acad ek 67 1/532
EasTeRN MUiTWICTEAL Parris, CA 92572-8300
WATER DISTRICT {209) 9283777 & 4245 VI AFTER SIX MONTHS
CHECK DATE ARMOUNT PAID
11-MAY-00 peeerenTR.00

rey  Sevenry eight and 007100 Dollars® ke stss
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

T THE
CROER OF PO BOX 731 .
RIVERSIDE, CA 32502-0751 BY m b Mtﬁ'

m3ILS5a Rt 0053 2000 L9, 5L0%L 3IET7E 3
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ITEM VII E

EASTERN MUNICIPAL
WATEREDISTRICT

Final Negative Declaration
for the
Annexation of the
Greer Ranch Venture, LLC,
To
Eastern Municipal Water District
and the
Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California

April 28, 2000

By

Eastern Municipal Water District
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Project fitle:

8-9

Attachment 2, Page 7 of 19

Proposed Annexation of Greer Ranch Venture, LLC, to Eastern Municipal Water District and the

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Project sponsor’s name and address:

Eastern Municipal Water District
2270 Trumble Road

P.0. Box 8300

Perris, CA 92572-8300

Lead agency name and address:
Eastern Municipal Water District
2270 Trumble Road

P.0. Box 8300

Perris, CA 92572-8300

Contacl person and phone number:

Ms. Juanita G, Luiz, Right of Way Technician

Eastern Municipal Water District
Engineering Services Department
(909) 928-3777 ext. 4462

Praoject location and setting:

An approximate 163-acre parcel in section 33 of Township 6 South, Range 3 West, SEB&M. See

figure 1.
General Plan and Zoning Designations

Vacant Residential. Reference: City of Murrieta General Plan, adopted July 20, 1999,

Project Description

The purpose of the annexation is to allow for future provision of domestic water, reclaimed water
and sewer services by Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) for approximately 163 acres of

land,

Other Public Agencies whose approval is required:

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least cne

impact that 1s & "Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

O Aeshetics
© Biological Rescairees
O Hazards & Hazardous Matzrials

& Apricultural Resoures
2 Culturel Resources
O HydrologyWaser Chuality

O Geolopy!Soils
O Land Use/Fleening



July 10, 2001 Board Meeting 8-9 Attachment 2, Page 8 of 19

O Mineml Ressurces 2 Moiss O PopuistionHousing
O Puablic Services O Recrention O TremsportstionTralfic
o] Uli]Hi-e:J‘Scn"ch-S}'mI- O Maondsiory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION:

O the besis of this initeal evaluation:

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have 2 significant effect L]
o the envizonment, and 8 NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be preparad,

1 find that alihough the propossd project could have & sipnificant ffect on the

environmenl, there will not be & signficant effest i this case because revisions in Q
thie progect have been made by or ed 1o by the project propopent.

A ATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the p ject MAY have s sipnificant ¢ffect on the environment, and an o
mn&mﬁfm REPORT is required,

1 find that the proposed project MAY have & “potentially significant impact”™ or “potentially o

significant nnless mitigated™ iné[m:t on the envirmnmznt, but ot least one effect

1} bins been s y anafyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and 2) hes been addressed by mitigation measures based oo the sarlisr analysis as
deseribed on aitached ghests, An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is roquired,
bt it noest snalyze only the effeets that remsin to be sddressed.

T find that although the proposed projsct could have a significant effect on the emvironment, Le]
becmuese all poleptinkly significant eficcia (a) have besn analyvzed ﬁﬁu::: in an eagliar EIR or

NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant o Heable sandards, sl (0 been evoided or

mitigated pursoant 1o that earlier EIR or TIVE DECLARATION, inzluding revisions or

miligation measures that are impesed upon the proposed prajest, nothing feether 8 required,

z _:3' ’?? 5 I i
Dine
Jo B. Lewis EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT

ame

EVALUATION OF ENYIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except “Mo Impact” answers that are adequately supported
by the information sources a lead apency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact”
answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply docs
not apply to projects liks the one involved (&g, the project falls cutside a faull rupture zone), A “No
Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general
standards {e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors 1o pollutants, based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

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

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

43 “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” appliss where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has redoced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact”™ to &
“Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly
explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation megsures from Section
XVIL “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced).

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

al Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
soope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursnant to applicable legal standards,
and state whether such effecls were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier

cl Mitigation Measures. For cifects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorperated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

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

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

By This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies
should normally address the guestions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s eovironmental
effects in whatever format is selected.

oh The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, nsed to evaluate each question; and
b} the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact 1o less than significance.
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JOB NO.
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ISSUES:
Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Tmpact Incorporated Impact Impact
1. AESTHETICS - Would the project:
a)  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? o} o] O L4
b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway? @] [e) O L4
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or '
quality of the site and its surroundings? o o o) [
d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views
in the area? (¢] o o L J
I, AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES - In determining whether
impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural
Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by
the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use
in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the
project:
a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency,
To non-agricultural use? o] (o] (o] L4
b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
‘Williamson Act contract? (o] [o] [e} [ J
¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? o] (o] o ®
I, AIR QUALITY -—Where available, the significance criteria
blished by the applicable air quality management
or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make
the following determinations. Would the project:
a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? o o] o) L4
b)  Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation? ' o (o} (o} ®
c)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient
air quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? o (@) o [ ]
d)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? (o] () O ®
e)  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people? o e} e} L
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v,

BIOLOGICAL RESDURCES — Woald the project:

o)  Have & subsiamtial adverse effect, either direcaly or
'hm";? habatat eodifications, on any species
identified a5 0 candidate, semsitive, or specinl status
wlmh:utnrngmlph palicios, ar
regulations, or by the Californis I:I-cpmmfﬁ of Fish

and Germe or 115, Fish and Wildlife Service?

b} Hawve a sabsinntinl adverse effect an sny riparian
habitat or other seasitive pamral communily
identified tn local ar regional plans, policies,
regulations, o by the Californis Departmert of Fish

and Game or U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service? o o

L]
o

6y Hawe a subatantiol adverss effect on faderally
protected wellands as defined by Section 404 af the
Clean Water Ast {Enclu-im.s beal pon Temied fo, mursh,
vernal pool, coasl, oo} gh direct removal, ‘EIEn;

hrdmological mlerruplion, of ofhor means? o o

d)  Inteclene ssbstantially with the movemeat of any
native ressdent or migratory fish or wildlife
species of with elablished nalive resédent or

migratory wiidlife cortldors, or impede the use of

native wildlife mursery sites? Q o
&) Conflict with any local policles or ordinances

prosesting bokogical resources, such o & tres

presesvation policy or ordnance? o o
fi  Conifict with the provislans of sn sdopred Habitat

Copservation Flan, Netural Community Conservation
Plan, or other u'p-prm'ili local, regional, or sisle habalst

conseTvation plan? Q o

CULTURAL RESDURCES — Would the project:
4}  Cawse s substentin] adverse chonge in the significance

aof & historice] resource as defined in §15064.57 o o
b  Cauose & substential sdverss change in the significancs

of an anchasological resounce parsssnt 1o §L5064.57 o =]
¢} Directly or indinectly destroy a unique palsoolological

TRSCUIGE OF 816 OF unigue geclogic feanin? o =}

) Disterh any buman remaing, Including thoes memed
ide of foremal cemeeries? e ¢

GEOLOGY AND S0ILS — Weald the project:
&} Exposs people or sinectunes to potentinl ssbstantial

adverse efTects, including the of loas, imjury, or
death involving:

% Ruphare of & known esrbqueke fault, se delineatad
on e mosl meent Alguisl-Priolo Earbguake Fault
Zoning Mep lassed by the State Geolagist for the arca
or besed on other substantial evidense of o keown foul?
Refer io Division of Mines snd Geology Specisl

Fuhlicalion 42. o O
iy  Srorg seismic ground shaking?
i} Seismicorelated pround feibare, inchading ﬁmjtiﬂ:!inn‘i‘ [} o

Attachment 2, Page 12 of 19
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Less Than
Significant .
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Tmpact Incorporated Impact Impact

iv)  Landslides? o] o] o] L

b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil? o] o] o] [ 4

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,
or that would become unstable as a result of the project,
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? o] (o] [e] L4

d) Be located on expansive soilr, as defined in Table 18-1-B
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating

substantial risks to life or property? © o e} ®

¢) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal
systems where sewers are not available for the disposal

of wastewater? (e} (o] (o] ®

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ~ Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use,

or disposal of hazardous materials? o o [e) ®

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of

hazardous materials into the environment? o [e] o] L4

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

school? i o o) o) .

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

the environment? } o] o o] L4

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

or working in the project area? o (o] [e) [ ]

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people

residing or working in the project area? o} o e} L4
g)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with

an adopted emergency response plan or emergency

evacuation plan? o o o} L
h)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,

injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where

residences are intermixed with wildlands? . O [e) (o) ®

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY — Would the project:

a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements? e} o o ®
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Lesz Than
. Stgaificant
Polentinlly With Less Thae
Sigmificant Mitigation Eﬂlﬁnu Na
Impact Tncorporated paict Imipact

b)  Subsnmially deplete proundwater sepplics or
inzerfers substantislly with prowndwater recharpe
such that there would be 2 net deficil in aguifer
volume or & lewering of the looal groumdwater
Table level (e.5., the production rale of pre-existing
pearhy wielles would drop to s level which weald not
support existing land uses or planned uses for

which pesmits kive baen grnted)? o o] o L ]

¢} Submantially slier the existing drsinags patieen
of the site or sres, inchding throuph the slteration
of the course of & steeam of river, in a menser which
worild result in suhstantlal enosson ar siliation

on= or off-se7 o] w] O L]

d}y  Subsiactially alter the existing drainags pritzrn
of the eae oc ares, including throuph the alteration
of the course of stresmm of over, or subsinngially
increass the reie or smount of surface nenoff In &

manner which would result in fleeding on- or offsits? o o] o L
g)  Crente or contribute runciT water which waukd

expoed the capacity of sxisting ar plann=d stormwater
drulnape syeeins or provide substaniisl sdditionsl

sourees of polloted ronof™?

i Otherwise sabstantially dograde water guality? o o o -

) Floce housing within a 100-year flood hezard aree
as mapped an o federsl Flood Haard Boundary or
Flood Imsursnce Rats Map o ether flocd hazard

delinestion mapT o Q o .
bk} Pace within & 100-year flood hazaed sree strsctures
which wauld impede or redirect flocd flows? o o o -

iy Expose people or siractures 1o & significent fisk of los,
injusy or death imvelving flooding, including flaodng os
a result of the filare of & leves or dam? o =] (o]

J}  Inandntion by seiche, tsanemi, or mudfow? o] o

IX.  LAND USE AND PLANNING — Would the projes::

a}  Fhysically divide an estehfished commurity? o a a) L

by Condlict witk amy spplicable land wse plan, policy,
or regulitbon of an agency with jurisdiction
over the progest (including, bt not Bmited 1o the
geazrml plan, spesific plan, local coastal program,
or zoning ordi ) nidopted for the of

il

avoiding oF mitigating &n environmenial effoe? o o O .

e} Conffiet with any applicshls hebint conservation
plan or nataral community conservation plen? n] [a} o ]

X MINERAL RESOURCES — Would the projoct:

&)  Resull in the loss of availability of @ known
minzsal rescurce thet would be of valus 1@ the region

and the residents of the siare? ] o O L ]

by Resalt in the loss of svailability of 2 boeally-
imponient mineral resource recovery site delineated
vn a koenl general plam, specific plan or cther land use

plien? o] o o L]
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Liss Tham
Prdentiolly With - Less Than
: ki :
mpact Incarporated Impast Impaci

XT. NOISE — Would the project resull in:

i)  Exposure of persans 1o or mlion of najse
bevels in excess of standards established in the
Iacnl gensral plan or noise ardinance, or applicalle

standards of other agenoies? [n] [a} O ]

b) Exposure of persons b or genemlion of excessive

proundbome vibration or groundbome maise levels? o o Q L]
e} A substantinl permorent increase in ambient

noise lewals in the project vicinity abowve levels

existing without the project? a] ] =] [ ]
&) A substantisl temporary or periodic ingrease n

ambient noise kevels in the projest vicinity shove

levels pxisting without the project? o o e L ]

&  For a project loepied within an aimport land use
plln ar, waerne suoh o plan hes not hﬂal.'du_p:ud,
within two miles of a poblic sirpon o public use abrport,
would the project expos: peopls residing or waorkieg is the

prajes arca 1o exeeasive moias lovels? o o ] L]
fi  For s project within the vicinity of 4 private sirstrip
would the projec] axposs peopla m.li;m: ar wmh'né
in the prigocl aned 1o cxeessve noise levels? ] o o *
XIL POPULATION AND HOUSING — Weould the project:

8)  Induce sabatantial populsion growth in an eres,
cither directly (for sxample, by proposing new
homes end husinesses) or indireetly (for example,

through extension of rosds or other infrastructure)? Q o o L
b}  Displsce sul izl hers of existing b g
ng the co af replscement houaing
elsawhere? o =] Q L]
2] Dasplace subsntial bers of people, HIEEY
the coastniction of repk bousing elswhere? o] o o L]
X1, PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the projest

a} Would the projeet result in subsiamial adverss physical
impacts aasociated with ﬂl:_pm'm'.ﬂn of new or physically
ahered governments] fucifities, peed for new or physically
allered gowermmentsl [acifilies, the construstion of whish
vould causs signifivanl eoviroaments] impesta, in ordes o
maintain acospiable service mlios, responss times or cther
periormance objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection? o s O -
Polics protection? o (s ] o ]
Seheownls? o] o o .
Parks? o o o -

& o] o ®

Other public fecibines?
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XIv.

Less Than
Significant -
Potentially With - Less Than
ignificant Mitigation Significant
pact Incorporated Impact

RECREATION

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration

of the facility would occur or be accelerated? (o] o] o]

b) Does the project includ ional facilities or
require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical

effect on the environment? O o (]

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC — Would the project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of
the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase
in either the number of vehicle trips, the volume
to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at

intersections)? o} [0} (o]

b)  Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads

or highways? - o4 (o] o]
¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including

either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location

that results in substantial safety risks? (o] o] o]

d) Sub ially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or

incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

¢)  Result in inadequate emergency access?

f)  Result in inadeq parking capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus mrnouts,

bicycle racks)? o] o} o

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS-Would the project:

a) Exceed } of the

4

applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? o] O O

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

significant environmental effects? (o] (o] o]

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

environmental effects? o] (o] o]

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

or are new or expanded entitlements needed? (o] (@) (@]

¢) Result in a determination by the ater r
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing

commitmeénts? O o] o]

Attachment 2, Page 16 of 19

Neo
Jmpact



July 10, 2001 Board Meeting 8-9 Attachment 2, Page 17 of 19

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
ignificant Mitigation Significant No
mpact Incorporated Impact Impact

f)  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste o o] (o] L4

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste? o] (o] [s] L ]

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

or prehistory? ) O ¢] [e] [ ]

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

projects) ? (o] o} e e

3
vely

¢) Does the project have environmental effects which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human

beings, either directly or indirectly? o e} e} L 4

EXPLANATIONS OF RESPONSES TO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT CHECKLIST

L AESTHETICS. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this project.

II. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this
project.

III. AIR QUALITY. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this project.
IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. No significant impécts are anticipated as a result of this project.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this project.

VI.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this project.

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result
of this project. :

VIIL B;ighD'ROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result
of this project.

10
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IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING. No significant impacts are anticjpated as a resplt of this
project. )

X. MINERAL RESOURCES. No significant impacts are anticipated as # result of this prajes).

XI. NOISE. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this praject.

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. No significant impacts are anticipated as a resplt of this
project.

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this project.
XIvV. RECREATION. No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this project.
XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. No significant impacts are anticipated as a resylt uf this

project.

XVI1. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.
a., f., g., h., i., and j.: No significant impacts are anticipated as a result of this project.

b., c., d., and e.: Future facilities may be constructed to provide satg'sfactory serviees fin all
properties located within Eastern Municipal Water District’s Sphere of Influence.

XVII.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. No significant impacts are anticipaied as a
result of this project.
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- COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION

No comments were received by EMWD on the Draft Negative Declaration and Initial Study during
the review period.
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RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
CONSENTING TO EASTERN’S 68" FRINGE ANNEXATION
AND FIXING THE TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF SAID ANNEXATION TO
THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

A. WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the Eastern Municipal Water District
(Eastern), a municipal water district, situated in the County of Riverside, State of California,
pursuant to Resolution No. 3475, adopted May 16, 2001, in accordance with the provisions of the
Metropolitan Water District Act, has applied to the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California (Metropolitan) for consent to annex thereto certain uninhabited
territory situated in the County of Riverside, particularly described in an attachment to the Riverside
Local Agency Formation Commission Resolution, concurrently with the annexation thereof to
Eastern, such annexation to Metropolitan to be upon such terms and conditions as may be fixed by
the Board of Directors of Metropolitan; and

B. WHEREAS, on April 26, 2001, the Local Agency Formation Commission of
Riverside County approved the proposed annexation pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local
Government Act of 2000, by resolution No. 08-01; and

C. WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of Metropolitan has reviewed and considered the
information contained in the Negative Declaration and Notice of Determination, prepared and
adopted by Eastern for the proposed 68" Fringe Annexation; and

D. WHEREAS, it appears to this Board of Directors that such application should be
granted, subject to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth.

E. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors of
Metropolitan, acting as Responsible Agency, has reviewed and considered the information
contained in the Negative Declaration and Notice of Determination and adopted the Lead Agency's
findings; and subject to the following terms and conditions, does hereby grant the application of the
governing body of Eastern for consent to annex 68" Fringe territory to Metropolitan and does
hereby fix the terms and conditions of such annexation:

Section 1.

The annexation of said area to Eastern shall be made concurrently with the
annexation thereof to Metropolitan, and all necessary certificates, statements, maps, and other
documents required to be filed by or on behalf of Eastern to effectuate the annexation shall be filed
on or before December 31, 2002.
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Section 2.

Prior to filing a request for a Certificate of Completion of the annexation proceedings
with the Local Agency Formation Commission of Riverside County, Eastern shall pay to
Metropolitan, in cash the sum of $568,807, if the annexation is completed by December 31, 2001.
If the annexation is completed during the 2002 calendar year, the annexation charge will be
calculated based on the then current rate.

Section 3.

All necessary steps (including without limitation, pursuant to Article XIII D of the
California Constitution) for imposition of Metropolitan water standby charges in the amount of
$6.94 per acre or per parcel of less than one acre for fiscal year 2000/01 shall be completed.

Section 4.

a. Metropolitan shall be under no obligation to provide, construct, operate, or
maintain feeder pipelines, structures, connections, and other facilities required for the delivery of
water to said area from works owned or operated by Metropolitan.

b. Eastern shall not be entitled to demand that Metropolitan deliver water to
Eastern for use, directly or indirectly, within said area, except for domestic or municipal use therein.

c. The delivery of all water by Metropolitan, regardless of the nature and time of
use of such water shall be subject to regulations promulgated from time to time by Metropolitan.

d. Except upon the terms and conditions specifically approved by the Board of
Directors of Metropolitan, water sold and delivered by Metropolitan shall not be used in any manner
which intentionally or avoidably results in the direct or indirect benefit of areas outside
Metropolitan, including use of such water outside Metropolitan or use thereof within Metropolitan
in substitution for other water outside Metropolitan.

F. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Executive Secretary be, and she hereby is,
directed to transmit forthwith to the governing body of Eastern a certified copy of this resolution.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy of a
resolution adopted by the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California at its meeting held July 10, 2001.

Executive Secretary
The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California
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RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
FIXING AND ADOPTING WATER STANDBY CHARGE
CONTINGENT UPON EASTERN
68" FRINGE ANNEXATION

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution 8695, adopted by the Board of Directors
(the “Board”) of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (“Metropolitan”) at
its regular meeting held May 17, 2000, the Board gave notice to the public and to each
member public agency of Metropolitan of the intention of the Board to consider and take
action on the Chief Executive Officer’s recommendation to impose a water standby charge
for fiscal year 2000-01 on the property described in the Engineer’s Report, dated March 2000
(the “Engineer’s Report™), which was prepared by a registered professional engineer certified
by the State of California and was attached as Attachment A to Resolution 8695;

WHEREAS, the owner of the parcel identified in the Engineer’s Report has
applied for annexation into the Eastern Municipal Water District (“Eastern”) and
Metropolitan;

WHEREAS, upon annexation, Metropolitan water will be available to such
property and such parcel will receive the benefit of the projects provided in part with
proceeds of Metropolitan water standby charges, as described in the Engineer’s Report;

WHEREAS, Eastern has requested that Metropolitan impose water standby
charges on such property at the rate specified in the Engineer’s Report and provided herein,
following annexation of such property into Metropolitan;

WHEREAS, Resolution 8695 provides that the Board would meet in regular
session to hold a public protest hearing at which interested parties could present their views
regarding the proposed water standby charges and the Engineer’s Report;

WHEREAS, pursuant to the terms of Resolution 8695 the Executive Secretary
provided written notice in accordance with the requirements of Article XIII D, Section 4 of
the California Constitution of the proposed water standby charge by mail to the record owner
of the property identified in the Engineer’s Report of such public hearing, and the notice
included an assessment ballot whereby the owner could indicate his or her name, reasonable
identification of his or her parcel, and his or her support for or opposition to the proposed
water standby charge;

WHEREAS, the Board would conduct in conformance with Resolution
No. 8695, a public hearing. The hearing was held July 11, 2000, at which interested parties
were given the opportunity to present their views regarding the proposed water standby
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charge and the Engineer’s Report and to protest the charges, if they so desired, and the Board
will duly consider all such protests and other views presented to it at the public hearing; and

WHEREAS, prior to the conclusion of the public hearing the Executive
Secretary reviewed the assessment ballot submitted at or before the hearing, and found that
no majority protest (as defined in Article XIII D, Section 4 of the California Constitution)
exIsts;

NOW THEREFORE, the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California does hereby resolve, determine and order as follows:

Section 1. That the Board of Metropolitan, pursuant to the Engineer’s Report,
finds that the land described in said Engineer’s Report upon annexation to Metropolitan will
be benefited as described in such report and on that basis, hereby fixes and adopts a water
standby charge for fiscal year 2000-2001 on such lands to which Metropolitan water is made
available for any purpose, whether water is actually used or not.

Section 2. That the water standby charge per acre of land, or per parcel of
land less than an acre, as shown in the Engineer’s Report, shall be $6.94, which is equal to
the amount of Metropolitan’s existing water standby charge on other properties located
within the territory of Eastern.

Section 3. That no water standby charge on any parcel exceeds the reasonable
cost of the proportional special benefit conferred on that parcel, as shown in the Engineer’s
Report. The Engineer’s Report separates the special benefits from the general benefits and
identifies each of the parcel on which a special benefit is conferred.

Section 4. That the water standby charge shall be collected on the tax rolls,
together with the ad valorem property taxes which are levied by Metropolitan for the payment
of pre-1978 voter-approved indebtedness. Any amounts so collected shall be applied as a
credit against Eastern obligation to pay its readiness-to-serve charge for fiscal year 2000-01.
After such member agency’s readiness-to-serve charge allocation is fully satisfied, any
additional collections shall be credited to other outstanding obligations of such member
agency to Metropolitan or future readiness-to-serve obligations of such agency.

Section 5. That the water standby charge is fixed and adopted contingent
upon completion of annexation of the land described in the Engineer’s Report. If such
annexation is not completed in time to permit imposition of standby charges for fiscal
year 2000-01, Metropolitan may levy standby charges at the rate stated in this Resolution
beginning in a subsequent fiscal year.

Section 6. That in the event that the water standby charge, or any portion
thereof, is determined to be an unauthorized or invalid fee, charge or assessment by a final
judgment in any proceeding at law or in equity, which judgment is not subject to appeal, or if
the collection of the water standby charge shall be permanently enjoined and appeals of such
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injunction have been declined or exhausted, or if Metropolitan shall determine to rescind or
revoke the water standby charge, then no further water standby charge shall be collected
within the territory described in the Engineer’s Report and Eastern shall pay its readiness-to-
serve charge obligation to Metropolitan in full, as if imposition of such water standby charges
had never been sought.

Section 7. That this Board finds that the water standby charge provided in this
Resolution is not subject to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) under State CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(4) as such action is not a project,
and such charges merely constitute the creation of government funding mechanisms which do
not involve commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant
physical impact on the environment. In addition, where it can be seen with certainty that
there is no possibility that the proposed action in question may have a significant effect on the
environment, the proposed action is not subject to CEQA (Section 15061(b)(3) of the State
CEQA Guidelines).

Section 8. That the Chief Executive Officer is hereby authorized and directed
to take all necessary action to secure the collection of the water standby charges by the
appropriate county officials, including payment of the reasonable cost of collection.

Section 9. That the Chief Executive Officer and General Counsel are hereby
authorized to do all things necessary and desirable to accomplish the purposes of this
Resolution, including, without limitation, the commencement or defense of litigation.

Section 10. That if any provision of this Resolution or the application to any
member agency, property or person whatsoever is held invalid, that invalidity shall not affect
the other provisions or applications of this Resolution which can be given effect without the
invalid portion or application, and to that end the provisions of this Resolution are severable.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a full, true and correct copy of a
Resolution adopted by the Board of Directors of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California, at its meeting held on July 10, 2001.

Executive Secretary
The Metropolitan Water District
of Southern California



