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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
1.1 PROJECT LOCATION

Regionally, the project site is located within the southwestern portion of the City of Newport Beach
(City), within the County of Orange (County), California. Locally, the project site is located at 300
East Coast Highway and is developed with an Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) sewer pump
station, associated improvements, and a recreational vehicle (RV) storage area. The project site also
includes sewer force main improvements that extend from the existing pump station westerly beneath
the Newport Bay Channel (south of Bay Bridge) to connect to an existing OCSD force main system
and pipeline on the west side of Bay Bridge.

1.2 PROJECT SUMMARY

OCSD owns, operates, and maintains the existing pump station and associated force mains, which
convey wastewater from Newport Beach to OCSD’s Plant No. 2 wastewater treatment facility in
Huntington Beach. The existing pump station facility is the furthest upstream pump station within
OCSD’s Newport Coast force main network.

The existing facility is critical to OCSD operations as it conveys approximately 50 to 60 percent of the
total Newport Beach wastewater flow through the pump station and these force mains. The facility
is outdated, over 50 years old, and no longer meets structural, electrical, or maintenance standards. In
addition, since the existing force mains are located under the Newport Bay Channel, thorough
inspection to accurately predict its remaining life span is not possible. Because the facility and
associated force mains are critical elements to OCSD’s collection backbone, it is imperative that the
facility be upgraded to ensure continuous service to the community and avoid spills for the next design
lifespan (an additional 50 years). This would be accomplished through an upgrade to the existing
pump station/force main infrastructure. An updated pump station facility would also give OCSD an
opportunity to design the pump station in a manner that allows increased safety for maintenance
personnel to access the site and improve odor control by constructing a new odor control facility.

The proposed Bay Bridge Pump Station and Force Mains Replacement Project (the proposed project)
would replace the existing Bay Bridge Pump Station and associated force mains to bring the pump
station facility and force mains to current design and reliability standards to ensure continuous service
for the Newport Coast service area. The proposed project would involve demolishing the existing
pump station building and constructing new pump station facilities including a pump station,
generator, and odor control facilities within and adjacent to the existing facility. The project would
also abandon the existing force mains and install new force main across the Newport Bay Channel
south of Bay Bridge.

1.3  GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

As noted above, the Bay Bridge Pump Station is critical to OCSD operations as it conveys
approximately 50 to 60 percent of the total Newport Beach wastewater flow through the pump station
and these force mains. Because the Bay Bridge Pump Station and associated force mains are critical
elements to OCSD’s Newport Coast collection backbone, it is imperative that the facility be upgraded
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to ensure continuous service to the community and avoid spills for the next design lifespan (an
additional 50 years).

The goals and objectives associated with the proposed project are:

1. Increase reliability since the existing Bay Bridge Pump Station is approximately 52 years old,
outdated, and no longer meets structural, electrical, or maintenance standards. In addition,
the existing force mains were constructed in 1970 and slip lined in 1984. Since the existing
force mains are located under the Newport Bay Channel, thorough inspection to predict the
remaining life span is not possible. Thus, replacement of the force mains would reduce the
risk of failure and prevent possible releases of sewage into the Newport Bay Channel;

2. Increase safety for OCSD Operations & Maintenance personnel by selecting an entry to and
exit from the site that can be accessed more easily and safely by maintenance crews and drivers.
The existing pump station is accessed directly from East Coast Highway, where adjacent traffic
creates safety hazards for OCSD vehicles. Maintenance trucks must currently back into
oncoming traffic to exit the site; and

3. Improve odor control through a new odor control facility, which houses a vapor-phase odor
control scrubber system that would remove odorous vapors from the incoming waste system
as well as two 10-foot diameter tanks to accommodate liquid phase odor control.

1.4 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES/MITIGATION SUMMARY

The following summarizes the impacts, mitigation measures, and significant and unavoidable
significant impacts identified and analyzed in Section 5.0, Environmental Analysis, of this EIR. Refer to
the appropriate EIR section for detailed information.

EIR Impacts Mitigation Measures SIEAEe
Section P 9 After Mitigation
5.1 Aesthetics/Light and Glare
AES-1 Scenic Views and Vistas No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Project implementation could have a Impact.
substantial adverse effect on a scenic
view or vista.
AES-2 Short-Term Visual Impacts AES-1 Prior to issuance of any grading and/or | Less Than Significant

demolition permits, whichever occurs first, | Impact With Mitigation
engineering drawings and specifications | Incorporated.

shall be prepared by the Project Engineer,
or their designee, and submitted for
review and approval by the Orange
County Sanitation District Director of
Engineering. These documents shall, at
a minimum, indicate the equipment and
vehicle staging areas, stockpiling of
materials,  screening/fencing  (i.e.,
temporary fencing with opaque material),
and haul route(s). Staging areas shall be
sited away from public views, to the extent

Project construction activities could
temporarily degrade the visual
character/quality of the site and its
surroundings.
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EIR e Significance
Section Impacts Mitigation Measures After Mitigation

feasible and reasonable, and/or screened
utilizing temporary fencing with opaque
materials. Construction haul routes shall
minimize impacts to sensitive uses in the
project area by avoiding local residential
streets.

AES-3 Long-Term Visual Character/Quality | AES-2 Prior to construction of the new pump | Less Than Significant
station facility, Orange County Sanitation | Impact With Mitigation
District (OCSD) shall comply with the | Incorporated.
applicable requirements of the City of
Newport Beach to ensure consistency
with the surrounding development and
Back Bay Landing PCDP design
guidelines.

Within an urbanized area, project
implementation could conflict with
applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality.

AES-4 Light and Glare AES-3 Prior to any nighttime construction | Less Than Significant
activities, a construction safety lighting | Impact With Mitigation
plan shall be prepared by the Project | Incorporated.
Engineer, or their designee, and
submitted to the Orange County
Sanitation District Director of Engineering
for review and approval. The plan shall
include, but not be limited to, the
following:

Implementation of the proposed
project could generate additional light
and glare beyond existing conditions.

o |dentify all required construction
lighting fixtures, anticipated locations
and heights, and maximum wattage
required;

e Ensure all construction-related lighting
fixtures (including portable fixtures) are
shielded and oriented downward and
away from adjacent sensitive areas
(including residential and biologically
sensitive areas);

o Provide the minimal wattage necessary
to provide adequate nighttime visibility
and safety at the construction site; and

o Demonstrate that nighttime
construction lighting does not spillover
onto adjacent residential properties.

AES-4  Prior to construction of the proposed
pump station, an operational lighting plan
shall be prepared by the Project Engineer,
or their designee, and provided to the
Orange County Sanitation District
(OCSD) Director of Engineering for review
and approval. OCSD shall provide the
lighting plan to the City of Newport Beach
for review and comment, pertaining to the
general consistency with the Back Bay
Landing Planned Community
Development Plan regulations for lighting.
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EIR e Significance
Section Impacts Mitigation Measures After Mitigation

Al outdoor lighting fixtures shall be
designed, shielded, aimed, located, and
maintained to minimize impacts to
adjacent sites and to not produce glare
onto adjacent sites or roadways. Final
approval of the lighting plan shall be made
by OCSD prior to start of project
construction. OCSD, or designee, shall
verify that the approved plans incorporate
the reasonably suggested revisions and
comments received from the City of
Newport Beach.

Cumulative Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
Scenic Views and Vistas Impact.
The proposed project, combined with
other related cumulative projects,
could have an adverse effect on a
scenic vista.

Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measure AES-1. Less Than Significant
. . Impact With Mitigation
Short-Term Visual Character/Quality Incorporated.
Project construction activities,
combined with construction activities
for other related cumulative projects,
could temporarily degrade the visual
character/quality of the development
sites and their surroundings.

Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measure AES-2. Less Than Significant
. . Impact With Mitigation
Long-Term Visual Character/Quality Incorporated.
Within an urbanized area, project
implementation, combined with other
related cumulative projects, could
conflict with applicable zoning and

other regulations governing scenic
quality.

Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measures AES-3 and AES-4. Less Than Significant
. Impact With Mitigation

Light and Glare Incorporated.

Project implementation, combined with

other related cumulative projects,

could cumulatively contribute to

significant light/glare impacts.

5.2 Air Quality

AQ-1 Short-Term (Construction) Air No mitigation measures are required Less Than Significant
Emissions Impact.

Short-term construction activities
associated with the proposed project
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2l Impacts Mitigation Measures SEAIEE

Section P 9 After Mitigation
could result in air pollutant emission
impacts.

AQ-2 Long-Term (Operational) Air No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
Emissions Impact.
Implementation of the proposed
project would result in increased
impacts pertaining to operational air
emissions.

AQ-3 Localized Emissions No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

. Impact.
Implementation of the proposed pact
project could result in localized
emissions that may expose sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations.
AQ-4 Consistency with Regional Plans No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
. Impact.
Implementation of the proposed pact
project could conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air
quality plan.
AQ-5 Odor Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Construction and operation of the
proposed project could create
objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people.

Impact.

Cumulative Impacts

Short-Term (Construction) Air
Emissions

Short-term construction activities
associated with the proposed project
and other related cumulative projects
could result in increased air pollutant
emission impacts.

No mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant
Impact.

Cumulative Impacts

Long-Term (Operational) Air
Emissions

Proposed project and other related
cumulative projects could result in
increased impacts pertaining to
operational air emissions.

No mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant
Impact.

Cumulative Impacts
Localized Emissions

Implementation of the proposed
project could result in localized
emissions that would expose sensitive

No mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant
Impact.
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EIR
Section

Significance

Impacts Mitigation Measures After Mitigation

receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations.

Cumulative Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Consistency with Applicable Air Impact.

Quiality Plans

Development associated with the
proposed project could conflict with or
obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan.

Cumulative Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
Odor Impacts Impact.
Development associated with the
proposed project could result in
increased impacts pertaining to odors.

5.3 Biological Resources

BIO-1 Special Status Plant and Wildlife Refer to Mitigation Measure HWQ-4, as well as Less Than Significant
Species the following: Impact With Mitigation

o . . . . . Incorporated.
Project implementation could have an | BIO-1  Prior to dredging operations, if conducted, corporated

adverse effect, either directly or Orange County Sanitation District, or
through habitat modifications, on designee, shall retain a qualified marine
special status plant or wildlife. mammal biologist, defined as an
individual with a bachelor's degree or
above in marine biology, zoology, animal
behavior, or a closely related area and
demonstrated field experience, to conduct
contractor awareness training for all
personnel working in the marine
environment. The purpose of the training
is to educate contractor personnel on the
identification of marine wildlife in the
project area and to provide an overview of
the wildlife mitigation that will be
implemented  during  the  project.
Specifically, the training seminar shall
include, but not be limited to, the
following:

o |dentification of most common types of
marine wildlife likely to be encountered
in the project area;

o Activities that have the most potential
for affecting wildlife in the project area;

e Overview of the Marine Mammal
Protection Act (MMPA), the designated
Environmental Study Area (ESA),
agencies responsible for enforcement
of the MMPA and ESA, and penalties
associated with violations of the acts;
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EIR e Significance
Section Impacts Mitigation Measures After Mitigation

e Procedures to be followed during
mobilization/demobilization, and
transiting of project vessels, anchoring
and throughout waterside construction
activities (e.g., decreasing vessel
speeds/engine power when at a
determined  distance  from  the
shoreline, limiting vessel engine idling
to five minutes or less, and utilizing
minimum required engine power); and

e Reporting requirements in the event of
an inadvertent collision and/or injury to
marine wildlife.

BIO-2  Should construction activities occur within
the nesting season, all suitable habitat
surrounding the project site shall be
thoroughly surveyed for the presence of
nesting birds by a qualified biologist,
defined as an individual with a bachelor’s
degree or above in a biological science
field and demonstrated field experience,
within three days prior to commencement
of site disturbance activities.

If an active avian nest is discovered in
proximity to the project site during the
nesting bird survey, construction activities
(those activities that could result in direct
or indirect impacts to active nests either
through noise, light, or physical contact)
shall stay outside of a 300-foot buffer
around the active nest. For raptor
species, this buffer shall be expanded to
500 feet. The qualified biologist shall be
present to delineate the boundaries of the
buffer area and to monitor the active nest
in order to ensure that nesting behavior is
not adversely affected by construction
activities.  If the qualified biologist
determines that nesting behavior is
adversely affected by construction
activities, the qualified biologist shall halt
construction activities that result in the
adverse effect and file a written report to
OCSD and the construction contractor
stating the recommended course of
action. The buffer area and limitations on
construction may be reduced upon
approval by the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife, and only if the nesting
behaviors are not disrupted by
construction activities, as determined by
the qualified biologist. Once the young
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EIR
Section

Significance

Impacts Mitigation Measures After Mitigation

have fledged, normal construction
activities shall be allowed to occur.

BIO-2 Sensitive Natural Communities BIO-3 The Orange County Sanitation District | Less Than Significant
(OCSD), or designee, shall retain a | Impact With Mitigation
qualified marine biologist, defined as an | Incorporated.
individual with a bachelor's degree or
above in marine biology, zoology, or a
closely related area and demonstrated
field experience, to conduct a
comprehensive pre-construction survey
for the presence of eelgrass and kelp
species within the project survey area, as
delineated by the qualified marine
biologist, prior to the commencement of
in-water construction operations. The
pre-construction eelgrass and kelp
surveys shall be consistent with current
National Marine Fisheries  Service
(NMFS) California Eelgrass Mitigation
Policy (CEMP) survey guidelines. If pre-
construction  survey results indicate
eelgrass or kelp presence within the
project survey area, the qualified marine
biologist shall recommend, and OCSD, or
designee, shall incorporate, appropriate
avoidance measures, protection
measures, and/or replacement mitigation
(e.g., shifting dredging areas, relocating
eelgrass, releasing buoy-deployed seed
bags, and reseeding for no net loss) to be
implemented during construction
activities to avoid or reduce impacts to
eelgrass or kelp species to the maximum
extent practicable. The qualified marine
biologist shall coordinate with the
appropriate regulatory agencies including
the NMFS, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS), California Coastal Commission
(CCC), the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife (CDFW), and other resource
and regulatory agencies, as necessary,
and OCSD, or designee, shall implement
compensatory mitigation, as required by
the appropriate regulatory agencies,
should the project result in the loss of
eelgrass and kelp habitat.

Project implementation could have an
adverse effect on riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community.

BIO-3 Wetlands No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

S . Impact.
Project implementation could have an P

adverse effect on State or Federally
protected wetlands.
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EIR Impacts Mitigation Measures SIEAEe
Section P 9 After Mitigation
BIO-4 Migratory Wildlife Species Refer to Mitigation Measures HWQ-4 and BIO-1 Less Than Significant

— . . through BIO-3. Impact With Mitigation
Project implementation could interfere
. X . Incorporated.
with the movement of a native resident
or migratory species.
BIO-5 Policies Protecting Biological Refer to Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through Less Than Significant
Resources BIO-3. Impact With Mitigation
— . . I .
Project implementation could conflict ncorporated
with a City policy protecting biological
resources.
Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measures HWQ-4 and BIO-1 Less Than Significant
Development anticipated by the through BIO-3. Impact With Mitigation
X X " ) Incorporated.
project combined with cumulative
development would not have adverse
effects on biological resources or
interfere with the movement of
migratory wildlife species.
5.4 Cultural Resources
CUL-1 Historical Resources No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
Development associated with Impact.
implementation of the proposed
project could result in significant
impacts to historical resources within
the project site.
CUL-2 Archaeological Resources CUL-1 Prior to ground-disturbing activities, | Less Than Significant

Orange County Sanitation District | Impact With Mitigation
(OCSD), or its designee, shall retain a | Incorporated.
qualified archaeologist who meets the
requirements of the Secretary of the
Interior's Standards to prepare an
Archaeological Monitoring Protocol Plan
for the project that is consistent with all
applicable requirements of the City of
Newport Beach Local Coastal Program
(CLUP) and Coastal Development Permit
(CDP) as determined by the City of
Newport Beach. The Archaeological
Monitoring Protocol Plan shall include, but
is not limited to, the following:

Development associated with
implementation of the proposed
project could impact archaeological
resources within the project site.

o |dentification of the project's area of
potential effect;

e Training procedures regarding the
Archaeological Monitoring  Protocol
Plan and the identification of potential
archaeological resources. The training
shall be open to Native American tribal
representative(s), to assist the
contractor's representative in
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identifying potential tribal cultural
resources.

o Procedures to follow in the event that
potential archaeological resources are
discovered  during  construction
activities, including, without limitation,
halting work in the area of the find and
contacting the qualified archaeologist
to evaluate the find.

e Procedures for proceeding with
construction work after a significant find
is inventoried, documented, and/or
recovered.

OCSD, or designee, shall implement all
recommended and required measures
identified in the Archaeological Monitoring
Protocol Plan approved by the City of
Newport Beach.

If evidence of potential subsurface
archaeological resources is found during
ground disturbance/excavation activities,
these activities shall cease within 50 feet
of that area and the construction
contractor ~ shall  contact OCSD.
Construction activities shall be allowed to
continue in other areas of the site. OCSD,
or designee, shall then retain a qualified
archaeologist to evaluate the discovery
prior to resuming grading/construction
activities in the immediate vicinity of the
find. If warranted based on the
archaeologist's evaluation of the find, the
archaeologist shall collect the resource,
and prepare a test-level report describing
the results of the investigation. The test-
level report shall evaluate the site
including discussion of the significance
(depth, nature, condition, and extent of
the resource), identify final mitigation
measures that OCSD or its designee shall
incorporate into future construction plans,
and provide cost estimates.

If the qualified archaeologist determines
that the find is prehistoric or includes
Native American materials, affiliated
Native American groups shall be invited to
contribute to the assessment and
recovery of the resource, as applicable.
The qualified archaeologist and any
applicable Native American contacts shall
collect the resource and prepare a test-
level report describing the results of the
investigation. The test-level report shall
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evaluate the site including discussion of
significance (depth, nature, condition, and
extent of the resources), final mitigation
recommendations, and cost estimates.
Salvage operation requirements pursuant
to Section 150645 of the CEQA
Guidelines shall be followed. Work within
the area of discovery shall resume only
after the resource has been appropriately
inventoried, documented, and/or
recovered, as detailed in the test-level
report(s).
Cumulative Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
Historical Resources Impact.
The proposed project, combined with
other related cumulative projects,
could result in significant cumulative
impacts to historical resources.
Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measure CUL-1. Less Than Significant
Archaeological R , Impact With Mitigation
chaeological Resources Incorporated.
The proposed project, combined with
other related cumulative development,
could result in significant cumulative
impacts to archaeological resources.
5.5 Geology and Soils
GEO-1 Strong Seismic Ground Shaking No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
The project could be subject to Impact.
potential substantial adverse effects
involving strong seismic ground
shaking.
GEO-2 Seismic-Related Ground Failure No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
. Impact.
The project could expose people or
structures to potential substantial
adverse effects involving seismic-
related ground failure.
GEO-3 Soil Erosion No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
The project could result in substantial Impact.
soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.
GEO-4 Expansive Soils No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
Impact.
The proposed development could be pact
located on expansive soil, creating
substantial risks to life or property.
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GEO-5 Paleontological Resources GEO-1 Prior to ground-disturbing activities, a | Less Than Significant

qualified paleontologist shall provide a | Impact With Mitigation
Monitoring Protocol Plan for the project. | Incorporated.

The plan shall identify procedures to be
used in the event that potential
recoverable fossils are discovered by the
construction contractor.  The qualified
paleontologist shall have a B.S. or B.A. in
geology and/or paleontology  with
demonstrated competence in research,
fieldwork, reporting, and curation. The
qualified paleontologist shall provide
training to the contractor’s representative
regarding the Monitoring Protocol Plan
and the identification of paleontological
resources. The Monitoring Protocol Plan
shall state that in the event a fossil or
suspected fossil is encountered during
ground disturbing activities, the following
steps shall be taken to ensure
paleontological resource(s), if present,
are properly preserved or salvaged in
accordance with the recommendation of
the qualified paleontologist and existing
Federal, State, and local laws and
regulations:

Development associated with the
proposed project could impact
paleontological resources within the
project site.

o The fossil site shall not be touched,
moved, or disturbed in any way.

e Work shall stop in the immediate area,
and a minimum 50-foot buffer shall be
marked with brightly colored flagging.
No further disturbance in the flagged
area shall occur until the contractor has
cleared the area.

e The  contractor's  representative,
construction foreman or supervisor,
and a qualified paleontologist shall be
immediately notified.

e The qualified paleontologist shall
quickly examine the find and make a
determination of significance. If the
find is not significant, the foreman shall
be informed when it is acceptable to
resume work in the area.

e Should the qualified paleontologist
determine the find is significant, the
qualified paleontologist shall develop a
plan of mitigation which would likely
include salvage excavation and
removal of the find, removal of
sediment from around the specimen,
research to identify and categorize the
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find, curation of the find in a local
qualified repository, and preparation of
a report summarizing the find.
Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measure GEO-1. Less Than Significant
The proposed project, combined with :?C%?;L\:th?d’\ﬂltlgatlon
other related cumulative projects, '
could expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects
involving geology and soils and
paleontological resources.
5.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
GHG-1 Greenhouse Gas Emissions No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
. Impact.
Greenhouse gas emissions generated
by the project could have a significant
impact on global climate change.

GHG-2 Consistency with Applicable GHG No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
Plans, Policies, or Regulations Impact.
Implementation of the proposed
project could conflict with an
applicable greenhouse gas reduction
plan, policy, or regulation.

Cumulative Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
. Impact.

Greenhouse gas emissions generated

by the proposed project and other

related cumulative projects could have

a significant impact on global climate

change.

5.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

HAZ-1 Accidental Release and/or Routine HAZ-1 Prior to demolition activities, an asbestos | Less Than Significant
Handling of Hazardous Materials survey shall be conducted by an Asbestos | Impact With Mitigation

. Hazard Emergency Response Act | Incorporated.

The proposed project could create a (AHERA) and California Division of
signjficant hazard to the publi.c or Occupational  Safety and  Health
environment throuoglg_h the rlouftme (Cal/OSHA) certified building inspector to
Lrggzrpdoorasu;?itgrriallsspc?rsgcgi dent determine the presence or absence of
condlitions involving £he release of ashestos containing_-materials (ACMs). If
hazardous materials ACMs are determined to be present,
' abatement of ashestos shall be

completed prior to any activities that

would disturb ACMs or create an airborne

asbestos hazard. Asbestos removal shall

be performed by a State certified

asbestos containment contractor in

accordance with the South Coast Air

Quality Management District (SCAQMD)

Rule 1403. Asbestos wastes shall be

handled and disposed of in accordance

with the federal Toxic Substances Control

Act (TSCA), 40 Code of Federal
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Regulations (CFR) 763, the Clean Air Act
(NESHAP), and California Code of
Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5.
Contractors performing ACM removal
shall provide documentation of abatement
activities to the Orange County Sanitation
District.

HAZ-2 If paint is separated from building
materials (chemically or physically) during
demolition of the structures, the paint
waste shall be evaluated independently
from the building material by an EPA
certified Lead Inspector. If lead-based
paint is found, abatement shall be
completed by an EPA qualified Lead
Abatement Specialist prior to any
activities that would create lead dust or a
fume hazard. Lead-based paint removal
and disposal shall be performed in
accordance with California Code of
Regulation Title 8, Section 1532.1, which
specifies exposure limits, exposure
monitoring and respiratory protection, and
mandates good worker practices by
workers exposed to lead. Contractors
performing lead-based paint removal
shall provide documentation of abatement
activities to the Orange County Sanitation
District.

HAZ-3 Prior to construction, a Soil Management
Plan (SMP) shall be prepared and signed
and stamped by a Professional Geologist
or Engineer licensed in the State of
California. The SMP shall be
incorporated into project plans and
specifications to be used by the contractor
and the Orange County Sanitation District
during construction activities. The SMP
shall include guidelines for safety
measures and soil management in the
event that contaminated soils are to be
disturbed, and for handling contaminated
soil during any planned earthwork
activities. ~ Soil management practices
could include the use of proper protective
gear, waste profiling, landfill selection,
and setting designated stockpiling
location, among others. Additionally, the
SMP shall include verification sampling
for spoils/dredged material, soil import
and export, as well as backfill to confirm
that no hazardous materials are present.
If hazardous materials are detected, the
materials shall be properly disposed of in
accordance with Federal and State
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requirements, such as the Resources
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
and Hazardous Materials Transportation
Act (HMTA), among others. The SMP
shall also include a decision framework
and specific risk management measures
for managing soil in a manner protective
of human health and consistent with
applicable regulatory requirements.
HAZ-4 If unknown wastes are discovered during
construction that are believed to involve
hazardous waste or materials, the
contractor shall comply with the following:
o Immediately cease work in the vicinity
of the suspected contaminant, and
remove workers and the public from the
area;
o Notify the Orange County Sanitation
District;
e Secure the area as directed by the
Orange County Sanitation District; and
o Notify the Orange County Health Care
Agency's  Hazardous  Materials
Division’s Hazardous Waste/ Materials
Coordinator (or other appropriate
agency specified by the Director of
Engineering). The Hazardous
Waste/Materials ~ Coordinator ~ shall
advise the responsible party of further
actions that shall be taken, if required.
Any and all further actions shall be
taken in compliance with the directions
of the Hazardous Waste / Materials
Coordinator and Federal and State law.

HAZ-2 Interference with an Adopted Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1. Less Than Significant
Emergency Response or Impact With Mitigation
Evacuation Plan Incorporated.
Construction and operations of the
project could create a significant
hazard to the public or environment
through interference with an adopted
emergency response or evacuation
plan.

Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 through HAZ-4 | Less Than Significant
. and TRA-1. Impact With Mitigation

The proposed project could create a Incorporated

significant hazard to the public or '

environment through the routine

transport, use, or disposal of

hazardous materials, or accident
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conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials.

The proposed project could create a
significant hazard to the public or
environment through interference with
an adopted emergency response or
evacuation plan.

5.8 Hydrology and Water Quality

HWQ-1 Water Quality — Short-Term Impacts | HWQ-1 Prior to site disturbance activities and as | Less Than Significant
part of the project’s compliance with the | Impact With Mitigation
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination | Incorporated.

System requirements, a Notice of Intent
shall be prepared by the Orange County
Sanitation District, or designee, and
submitted to the State Water Resources
Control Board and the Santa Ana
Regional Water Quality Control Board,
providing notification and intent to comply
with the State of California Construction
General Permit and the General Waste
Discharge Requirements For Insignificant
Threat Discharges to Surface Waters.

Grading, excavation, and construction
activities associated with the proposed
project could impact water quality.

HWQ-2 The proposed project shall conform to the
requirements of an approved Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (to be applied
for by the Orange County Sanitation
District, or designee, prior to site
disturbance) and the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System Permit for
General Construction  Activities No.
CAS000002, Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ
(as amended by 2010-014-DWQ and
2012-006-DWQ), including
implementation of all recommended best
management practices (e.g., straw bale
barriers,  sediment  traps,  wind
erosion/dust control, silt fences, and filter
berms), as approved by the State Water
Resources Control Board.

HWQ-3 Upon completion of project construction,
the Orange County Sanitation District, or
designee, shall submit a Notice of
Termination to the State Water Resources
Control Board to indicate that construction
is completed.

HWQ-4 In compliance with the Federal Clean
Water Act, the proposed project shall
conform to the requirements of the
Department of the Army permit(s) (to be
applied for by the Orange County
Sanitation District, or designee, for prior to
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site disturbance) from the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers Los Angeles District.
HWQ-2 Long-Term Operational Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Long-term operation of the proposed
project could potentially result in
increased runoff amounts and
degraded water quality.

Impact.

Cumulative Impacts

Grading, excavation, and construction
activities associated with the proposed
project and other related cumulative

projects could potentially impact water

quality.

Long-term operation of the proposed
project and other related cumulative
projects could potentially result in
increased amounts of runoff and
degraded water quality.

Refer to Mitigation Measures HWQ-1 through

HWQ-4.

Less Than Significant
Impact With Mitigation
Incorporated.

5.9 Land Use and Relevant Planning

LU-1 California Coastal Act Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1. Less Than Significant
The proposed project could conflict :?C%?;L\:th?d’\ﬂltlgatlon
with the Coastal Act’s planning and '
management policies.

LU-2 Local Coastal Program and Coastal | Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1. Less Than Significant
Land Use Plan Impact With Mitigation
The proposed project could conflict Incorporated.
with policies provided in the City's
local coastal program and coastal land
use plan.

LU-3 Southern California Association of | No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
Governments Impact.

The proposed project may conflict with
SCAG's regional planning efforts
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigated an environmental effect.

LU-4 City of Newport Beach General Plan | No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
The proposed project may conflict with Impact.

City of Newport Beach General Plan
policies.
LU-5 Back Bay Landing Planned No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Community Development Plan

The proposed project could conflict
with the Back Bay Landing Planned
Community Development Plan

Impact.
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development standards and design
guidelines.
Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1. Less Than Significant
The proposed project could conflict Impact With Mitigation

. oo X Incorporated.

with policies within applicable land use
plan, policy or regulations adopted for
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect.

5.10 Noise

N-1 Short-Term Construction Noise NOI-1  Prior to the initiation of construction, the | Less Than Significant
Impacts Orange County Sanitation District shall | Impact With Mitigation

confirm that the Grading Plan, Building | Incorporated.

Grading and construction within the Plans, and specifications require that:

area could result in significant
temporary noise impacts to nearby o All construction equipment, fixed or
noise sensitive receivers. mobile, shall be equipped with properly
operating and maintained mufflers and
other State required noise attenuation
devices.

¢ The Orange County Sanitation District
shall provide a “Noise Disturbance
Coordinator.”  The  Disturbance
Coordinator shall be responsible for
responding to any local complaints
about construction noise. When a
complaint is received, the Disturbance
Coordinator shall determine the cause
of the noise complaint (e.g., starting too
early, bad muffler, etc.) and shall
implement measures to resolve the
complaint and comply with the City
Noise Ordinance. The construction
hotline telephone number shall be
clearly posted on-site.

e Construction haul routes shall be
designed to avoid noise sensitive uses
(e.g., residences, schools, hospitals,
etc.) to the greatest extent possible.

e During  construction,  stationary
construction equipment shall be placed
such that emitted noise is directed
away from sensitive noise receivers.

o Construction activities that produce
noise shall not take place outside of the
allowable hours specified by the City of
Newport Beach Municipal Code, with
the exception of the 24 hour per day
operation of microtunneling (pursuant
to  Mitigation Measure  NOI-2).
Alternative  work hours may be
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designated by the City to reduce other
impacts, such as traffic.

NOI-2  Prior to issuance of Demolition or Building
Permits, the Orange County Sanitation
District, or designee, shall retain a
qualified Acoustical Engineer, defined as
an individual with a bachelor’s degree or
above in acoustics, physics, or another
closely related engineering discipline and
demonstrated field experience, to prepare
a Construction Noise Control Plan. The
Construction Noise Control Plan shall
identify the types, location, and duration of
equipment to be used during project
construction. Construction noise levels
shall be quantified and estimated at the
nearest sensitive uses (i.e., residences,
schools,  churches,  recreation/park
facilities, hospitals, libraries, etc.) within
1,000 feet of the project construction area.
Based on proposed construction hours
and equipment to be used, the
Construction Noise Control Plan shall
identify noise reduction measures to
minimize construction noise levels at off-
site  sensitive uses, demonstrating
compliance with the Newport Beach
Municipal Code Chapter 10.26 and 10.28.
Noise reduction measures may include
the use of sound blankets, sound
walls/barriers, noise shrouds, and/or
limiting the use of heavy noise-emitting
equipment to non-sensitive hours (during
daytime work hours and not after 5:00
p.m., etc.). The noise reduction measures
shall be included in the project
engineering drawings and specifications,
and/or contractor shop drawings for
review by the City of Newport Beach
Planning Division. All noise reduction
measures identified in the Construction
Noise Control Plan approved by the City
of Newport Beach shall be included in all
project designs and construction plans for
the project.

N-2 Vibration Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

_ . Impact.
Project implementation would not pact

result in significant vibration impacts to
nearby sensitive receptors.

N-3 Long-Term (Mobile) Noise Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Traffic generated by the proposed Impact.

project would not significantly
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contribute to existing traffic noise in
the area or exceed the City’s
established standards.
N-4 Long-Term (Stationary) Noise No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Impacts Impact.

The proposed project would not result
in a significant increase in long-term
stationary ambient noise levels.

Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measure NOI-1 and NOI-2. Less Than Significant
Impact With Mitigation

Short-Term Construction Noise Incorporated.

Impacts

Grading and construction within the
area could result in significant short-
term noise impacts to nearby noise

sensitive receivers.

Cumulative Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

o Impact.
Vibration Impacts P
Project implementation would not
result in significant vibration impacts to
nearby sensitive receptors.

Cumulative Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Long-Term (Mobile) Noise Impacts Impact.
Traffic generated by the proposed
project would not significantly
contribute to existing traffic noise in
the area or exceed the City’s
established standards.

Cumulative Impacts No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Long-Term (Stationary) Noise Impact.

Impacts

The proposed project would not result
in a significant increase in long-term
stationary ambient noise levels.

5.11 Transportation

TRA-1 Roadway, Transit, Bicycle, and
Pedestrian Facilities

TRA-1 Prior to initiation of construction activities, | Less Than Significant

Project construction could adversely
impact plans related to roadway,
transit, bicycle, and pedestrian
facilities.

engineering drawings and specifications,
and/or contractor shop drawings shall be
prepared by the Project Engineer, or
designee, and submitted for review and
approval by the Orange County Sanitation
District, ~ California  Department  of
Transportation (Caltrans), and the City of
Newport ~ Beach  Public  Works
Department. These documents shall, at a
minimum, address the following:

Impact With Mitigation
Incorporated.
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o Traffic control protocols shall be
specified for any lane closure, detour,
or other disruption to traffic circulation,
including bicycle and pedestrian trails.
Disruption to traffic circulation shall be
minimized to the greatest extent
feasible. Bicycle and pedestrian trails
shall remain open, to the greatest
extent feasible, during construction or
shall be re-routed to ensure continued
connectivity.

e Bus stop access impacts shall be
coordinated with, and approved by, the
Orange  County  Transportation
Authority.

o At least one week before any
construction activities that would affect
travel on nearby roadways, the
construction contractor shall notify the
City of Newport Beach Public Works
Department and  Caltrans, as
applicable, of construction activities
that could impede movement (such as
lane closures) along roadways, to allow
for planning temporary detours or
identifying  alternative  emergency
access routes where appropriate.
Surrounding property owners shall also
be notified of project activities through
advanced mailings.

o |dentify construction vehicle haul
routes for the delivery of construction
materials (i.e., lumber, tiles, piping,
windows, etc.) to the site; necessary
traffic controls and detours; and a
construction phasing plan for the
project to reduce impacts to local
streets and plan for traffic control
signage and detours along identified
haul routes to minimize impacts to
existing traffic flow.

o |dentify any and all construction staging
or material storage sites located
outside of the project site.

o Specify the hours during which hauling
activities can occur and methods to
mitigate construction-related impacts to
adjacent streets such as traffic control
barricades, cones, flaggers, and
warning signs.

¢ Require the contractor to keep all haul
routes clean and free of debris,
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including but not limited, to gravel and
dirt resulting from project construction.
The Contractor shall clean adjacent
streets, as directed by the Orange
County Sanitation District, of any
project material which may have been
spilled, tracked, or blown onto adjacent
City of Newport Beach and Caltrans
streets or areas.

e Hauling of oversize loads shall be
allowed between the hours of 9:00 a.m.
and 3:00 p.m. only, Monday through
Friday. No hauling or transport shall be
allowed during nighttime  hours,
weekends, or Federal holidays. Any
oversized loads utilizing Coast
Highway shall obtain a Caltrans permit
for such activities.

o Use of local streets shall be prohibited,
except when required to provide direct
access to the project site and in
compliance with the approved project
haul routes.

o Haul trucks entering or exiting public
streets shall yield to public traffic at all
times.

o If hauling operations cause any
damage to existing pavement, streets,
curbs, and/or gutters along the haul
route, the contractor shall be fully
responsible for repairs. The repairs
shall restore the damaged property to
its original condition.

o All construction-related staging of
vehicles shall be kept out of the
adjacent public roadways and shall
occur on the project site or within
additional off-street staging areas
previously identified and arranged.
Construction staging areas shall
maintain public access to recreational
activities.

o Construction-related lane  closures
would only occur between the hours of
8:30 am. and 3:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday. More or less restrictive
closure hours may be prescribed by the
City.

e Use of a construction flagperson (as
deemed appropriate by the Orange
County Sanitation District) to assist in
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maintaining efficient vehicle travel in
both directions (particularly during peak
travel hours) and use of construction
signage and safe detour routes for
pedestrians and bicyclists when travel
lanes and sidewalks along Coast
Highway are affected.
e The engineering drawings and
specifications shall meet standards
established in the current California
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Device (MUTCD).
TRA-2 Hazardous Design Features Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1. Less Than Significant
The project could substantially :mpact With Mitigation
: ncorporated.
increase hazards due to short-term
construction activities within
surrounding roadways.
TRA-3 Emergency Access Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1. Less Than Significant
. . Impact With Mitigation
Implementation of the project could Incornorated
Y porated.
result in inadequate emergency
access.
TRA-4 Vehicle Miles Traveled No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Project development would not conflict
or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3,
subdivision (b).

Impact.

Cumulative Impacts

Roadway, Transit, Bicycle, and
Pedestrian Facilities

Implementation of the proposed
project and other related cumulative
projects could conflict with adopted
policies, plans, or programs regarding
roadway, public transit, bicycle, and
pedestrian facilities.

Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1.

Less Than Significant
Impact With Mitigation
Incorporated.

Cumulative Impacts
Hazardous Design Features

Implementation of the proposed
project and other related cumulative
projects could substantially increase
hazards due to a proposed design
feature.

Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1.

Less Than Significant
Impact With Mitigation
Incorporated.
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Cumulative Impacts
Emergency Access

Implementation of the proposed
project and other related cumulative
projects could result in inadequate
emergency access.

Refer to Mitigation Measure TRA-1.

Less Than Significant
Impact With Mitigation
Incorporated.

Cumulative Impacts
Vehicle Miles Traveled

Project development in conjunction
with other related cumulative projects
would not conflict or be inconsistent
with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.3, subdivision (b).

No mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant
Impact.

5.12 Tribal Cultural Resources

TCR-1 Tribal Cultural Resources Refer to Mitigation Measure CUL-1. Less Than Significant
. Impact With Mitigation
The proposed project could cause a
C X ! Incorporated.
significant impact to a tribal cultural
resource.
Cumulative Impacts Refer to Mitigation Measure CUL-1. Less Than Significant
The proposed project, combined with Impact With Mitigation
’ . Incorporated.
other related cumulative projects,
could cause a significant impact to a
tribal cultural resource.
6.4 Energ
EN-1 Energy Consumption No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant
. . Impact.
The project could result in wasteful, pact
inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources.
EN-2 Conflict With Applicable Energy No mitigation measures are required. Less Than Significant

Plans

The project could conflict with or
obstruct a State or local plan for
renewable energy or energy efficiency.

Impact.

Cumulative Impacts
Energy Consumption

The proposed project, combined with
other related cumulative projects,
could result in wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy
resources.

No mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant
Impact.

Cumulative Impacts

Conflict With Applicable Energy
Plans

No mitigation measures are required.

Less Than Significant
Impact.
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EIR e Significance
Section Impacts Mitigation Measures After Mitigation

The proposed project, combined with
other related cumulative projects,
could conflict with or obstruct a State
or local plan for renewable energy or
energy efficiency.

1.5 SUMMARY OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6, this section provides a summary description
of the alternatives to the project, which could feasibly attain most of the project’s basic objectives,
while avoiding or substantially lessening the project’s significant effects. The evaluation considers the
comparative merits of each alternative. The analysis focuses on alternatives capable of avoiding or
substantially lessening the project’s significant environmental effects, even if the alternative would
impede, to some degree, the attainment of the proposed project objectives. The following alternatives
are considered in this EIR:

e “No Project/Future Back Bay Landing Development” Alternative;
e “Adjacent Pump Station with Microtunneling” Alternative;

e “Original Northeast Pump Station with HDD” Alternative;

e “Rehabilitate in Place with Microtunneling” Alternative; and

e “Pump Station South Relocation with Microtunneling” Alternative.

Throughout Section 7.0, Alternatives to the Proposed Project, the alternatives’ impacts are analyzed for each
environmental issue area, as examined in Sections 5.1 through 5.12 of this EIR. In this manner, each
alternative was compared to the project on an issue-by-issue basis. The following is a summary
description of each of the alternatives evaluated in Section 7.0.

“NO PROJECT/FUTURE BACK BAY LANDING DEVELOPMENT”
ALTERNATIVE

Under the No Project/Future Back Bay Landing Development Alternative, the pump station and
force mains would remain in their current location and condition. The existing pump station and
force mains would not be improved to meet current structural and maintenance standards, would not
increase safety for Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) Operations & Maintenance personnel,
and would not construct new on-site odor control infrastructure. In this Alternative, the planned
development for the Back Bay Landing Project would be the only new development on the project
site. The development would include dry stack boat storage facility for 140 boats, 61,534 square feet
of visitor-serving retail and recreational marine facilities, and up to 49 attached residential units.

“ADJACENT PUMP STATION WITH MICROTUNNELING” ALTERNATIVE

Similar to the proposed project, the “Adjacent Pump Station with Microtunneling” Alternative would
involve expanding the existing pump station facility site approximately 100 feet to the west,
constructing a new pump station building, and installing force main improvements across the Newport
Bay Channel, south of Bay Bridge. The only difference between the proposed project and the
“Adjacent Pump Station with Microtunneling” Alternative is that this Alternative would involve
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installing the force main improvements across the Newport Bay Channel via microtunneling rather
than dredging. All other aspects of the project would remain the same. This Alternative was selected
to reduce potential environmental impacts associated with dredging activities, including those related
to biological resources, hydrology and water quality, and noise and vibration.

Approximately 1,300 feet of dual 24-inch force mains housed in a 72-inch carrier pipe would be
constructed via microtunneling from the Adjacent Pump Station Site to the proposed connection
point on the west side of the Newport Bay Channel, approximately 150 feet east of Bayshore Drive
directly adjacent to the southern portion of West Coast Highway. Microtunneling of the force mains
would occur 24 hours per day and thus, would require nighttime lighting for an approximately two-
month microtunneling construction period. The microtunneling alignment under this Alternative
would be slightly different from the proposed dredging path under the proposed project; however,
both alignments would occur south of Bay Bridge. Specifically, under either alignment, the pipelines
would route from the new pump station to cross southwesterly across Coast Highway until reaching
the Newport Bay Channel. The pipelines would then continue west across the Newport Bay Channel,
until curving slightly and continuing southwest to the existing connection point near the southern
portion of West Coast Highway. The microtunneling operation could occur as a single run or multiple
runs, which would require a microtunneling pit on the southeast side of Bay Bridge. Additionally,
utilizing microtunneling to install the force mains would avoid dredging and the need for sonic pile
driving activities as required by the proposed project.

“ORIGINAL NORTHEAST PUMP STATION WITH HDD” ALTERNATIVE

The “Original Northeast Pump Station with HDD” Alternative involves relocating the existing facility
to the northeast corner of the Bayside Village Marina, LILC parcel; installing force main improvements
across the Newport Bay Channel north of Bay Bridge via horizontal directional drilling
(HDD)/microtunneling; and installing force main improvements southetly beneath West Coast
Highway to connect to the existing force main pipeline. HDD involves a minimal impact trenchless
method to accurately drill along a prescribed underground bore path using a surface-launched
directional drilling machine and associated attachments. Construction of this Alternative is anticipated
to occur in one phase over a 44-month period.

The northeast pump station site would be 24 feet in height and approximately 10,000 square feet,
slightly smaller than the proposed project’s 31-foot high pump station facility and approximately
14,500-square foot site. OCSD would be required to negotiate and acquire the property for use and
access from the property owner (Bayside Village Marina, LL.C). This Alternative would also require
the replacement of portions of the existing OCSD gravity sewer system within Fast Coast Highway
and Bayside Drive, which would be constructed to convey wastewater to the new pump station wet
well. Primary access to the northeast pump station site would be provided via a shared driveway from
Bayside Drive through Bayside Village Marina, LLC property.

Development of the “Original Northeast Pump Station with HDD” Alternative would involve
installing 3,985 linear feet of dual 32-inch force mains across Newport Bay Channel by crossing north
of Bay Bridge via HDD. The force mains would travel west underneath the Newport Bay Channel
and enter a disturbed area of Lower Castaways Park, then microtunnel beneath West Coast Highway
to connect to the existing force main system. Installation of the force mains north of Bay Bridge
would require obtaining a permanent easement at Lower Castaways Park to the west of the Newport
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Bay Channel from the City of Newport Beach. The force main improvements associated with this
Alternative would be installed via HDD, which would avoid dredging and the need for sonic pile
driving activities as required by the proposed project.

Further, due to the nature of HDD, the force main improvements across Newport Bay Channel may
require pipe staging along Dover Drive or Bayside Drive, which would involve placing piping above
ground within existing roadway right-of-way to allow the pipe to be pulled into the underground
tunnel across the Newport Bay Channel. Potential pipe stringing would occur for approximately four
to six weeks in conjunction with the proposed force main construction activities, occur entirely within
disturbed areas (existing roadway rights-of-way), and would not involve substantial ground
disturbance, aside from driveway locations to maintain access to adjacent properties. During this time,
existing street parking and sidewalk access along one side of Dover Drive or Bayside Drive would be
temporarily closed.

“REHABILITATE IN PLACE WITH MICROTUNNELING” ALTERNATIVE

The “Rehabilitate in Place with Microtunneling” Alternative would rehabilitate the existing 24-foot
pump station building and its equipment within its current boundaries. It is acknowledged that
although the existing aging equipment would be updated under this Alternative, due to limited square
footage available at the existing site, the existing pump station would not be improved to meet current
structural and maintenance standards, would not increase safety for OCSD Operations & Maintenance
personnel (by providing a safer access point via a shared driveway from Bayside Drive), and would
not construct new on-site odor control infrastructure.

The existing square footage of the pump station has already been maximized to the extent feasible,
while currently maintaining maintenance access. Implementation of this Alternative would remove
what is there and replace it. However, due to the square footage limitations, this alternative would
not be able to reinforce the pump station facility to meet the current structural and maintenance
requirements. Rehabilitation of the existing pump station typically involves both exterior and interior
improvements. To rehabilitate from the interior, the walls would be reinforced to be thicker (e.g., the
beams bigger, etc). Such wall reinforcement would leave little space left to provide the necessary
maintenance access. Since the existing walls are already built to the property lines, wall reinforcement
from the exterior is not feasible, as thete is no room. Thus, this Alternative considers rehabilitation
of the equipment by swapping out the pumps and other equipment with new items; however,
reinforcement to meet current structural and maintenance standards would not be feasible.

Force main improvements would be installed from the existing pump station site southerly across
East Coast Highway and then westetly across the Newport Bay Channel south of Bay Bridge via
microtunneling. Approximately 2,800 linear feet of the dual 30-inch diameter force mains would be
installed from the existing pump station site across the Newport Bay Channel. The force main
improvements associated with this Alternative would be installed via microtunneling, which would
avoid dredging and the need for sonic pile driving activities as required by the proposed project.
However, microtunneling activities would require 24 hour per day operations for approximately two
months, compared to dredging activities conducted under the proposed project within the City of
Newport Beach construction hour limitations for approximately four months.

Utilizing the same site ensures that the upgraded pump station would not require construction of any
new connections to the OCSD sewer system. However, this Alternative would require a full shutdown
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of the existing pump station, while the existing equipment inside the pump station is upgraded and
replaced. In order for OCSD to maintain service to the community, temporary above ground
pumping equipment must be placed and implemented while the pump station is being rehabilitated.
This Alternative would require construction in a single phase over a 30-month construction period,
compared to the project’s 36-month construction period.

“PUMP STATION SOUTH RELOCATION WITH MICROTUNNELING”
ALTERNATIVE

The “Pump Station South Relocation with Microtunneling” Alternative would construct a new 31-
foot pump station south of East Coast Highway and east of the Newport Bay Channel. The new
pump station facility would require construction of a retaining wall along the Newport Bay Channel
to increase the buildable space of the property. The southern site is located within the southern
portion of the 31.4-acre Bayside Village Marina, LL.C property planned for development as part of the
Back Bay Landing Project. As shown on Exhibit 7-4, the southern pump station site is surrounded
by East Coast Highway to the north, an existing parking lot associated with The Irvine Company’s
Balboa Marina property to the east and south, and the Newport Bay Channel to the west.

Approximately 800 feet of dual 30-inch diameter force mains would be installed via microtunneling
through Newport Bay Channel south of Bay Bridge. Microtunneling of the force main improvements
would avoid dredging and the need for sonic pile driving activities as required by the proposed project.
After crossing Newport Bay Channel, the force mains would connect to the existing OCSD force
main system south of West Coast Highway. Although additional construction would be required
south of East Coast Highway for the new pump station site, these facilities would be constructed
further away from sensitive receptors compared to the proposed project.

The new pump station would require the construction of a new connection to the OCSD gravity sewer
system. The 600 linear feet of 42-inch vitrified concrete pipe gravity sewer pipe would be
microtunneled under East Coast Highway. After the new facilities are completed and commissioned,
the existing force mains would be abandoned, the pump station would be demolished, and OCSD
would construct a backup generator and odor control facility where the existing pump station is
currently located. The backup generator and odor control facility would be constructed at the existing
pump station site due to space constraints at the new pump station site south of East Coast Highway.
Electrical duct banks would be microtunneled across East Coast Highway to connect the generator to
the new pump station. The odor control facilities would be connected to the sewer approximately
600 feet upstream of the new pump station. Siting the odor control and pump station on opposite
sides of Fast Coast Highway would require the odor control facility to be approximately 50 to 80
percent larger compared to the proposed project. Implementation of this Alternative would require
a 36-month construction period over a single phase, similar to the proposed project.

“ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR” ALTERNATIVE

Table 1-1, Comparison of Alternatives, summarizes the comparative analysis presented in Section 7.0 (i.e.,
the environmental impacts of each alternative compared to the proposed project). Review of Table
1-1 indicates the “No Project/Futute Back Bay Landing Development” Alternative is the
environmentally superior alternative, because it would avoid or lessen the majority of impacts
associated with development of the proposed project. According to CEQA Guidelines Section
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15126.6(e)(2), “if the environmentally superior alternative is the ‘no project’ alternative, the EIR shall
also identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives.”

Therefore, although no significant and unavoidable impacts have been identified for the proposed
project, the “Rehabilitate in Place with Microtunneling” Alternative is identified as the
environmentally superior alternative.

Table 1-1
Comparison of Alternatives
“No Project/Future | “Adjacent Pump “Original “Rehabilitate in Solill:tzn Se?;?:gggn
Environmental Back Bay Landing Station with Northeast Pump Place with -
., 3 N A" i _— with
Impacts Development Microtunneling” | Station with HDD” | Microtunneling . -
. : - - Microtunneling
Alternative Alternative Alternative Alternative ;
Alternative
Aesthetics/Light and v _ A A A
Glare
Air Quality A\ 4 4 4 A
Biological Resources v 4 4 N4 4
Cultural Resources 4 = = 4 =
Geology and Soils = = = 4 =
Gre_en_house Gas v v v v v
Emissions
Hazards and . _ A A _ A
Hazardous Materials
Hydrplogy and Water - - v v A
Quality
Land Use and . v v v A
Relevant Planning
Noise 4 A A A
Transportation = = A = =
Tribal Cultural v _ _ v _
Resources

A Indicates an impact that is greater than the proposed project (environmentally inferior).
v Indicates an impact that is less than the proposed project (environmentally superior).
= Indicates an impact that is equal to the proposed project (neither environmentally superior nor inferior).

The “Rehabilitate in Place with Microtunneling” Alternative would result in reduced impacts related
to air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, GHG emissions, hydrology
and water quality, land use and planning, and tribal cultural resources, and have similar impacts to the
proposed project in regards to hazards and hazardous materials and transportation. However,
aesthetics/light and glare and noise impacts would be increased.

It is acknowledged that the “Rehabilitate in Place with Microtunneling” Alternative would not meet
any of the project objectives. The existing square footage of the pump station has already been
maximized to the extent feasible, while currently maintaining maintenance access. Implementation of
this Alternative would remove what is there and replace it. However, due to the square footage
limitations, this alternative would not be able to reinforce the pump station facility to meet the current
structural and maintenance requirements. Rehabilitation of the existing pump station typically
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involves both exterior and interior improvements. To rehabilitate from the interior, the walls would
be reinforced to be thicker (e.g., making the beams bigger). Such wall reinforcement would leave
little space left to provide the necessary maintenance access. Since the existing walls are already built
to the property lines, wall reinforcement from the exterior is not feasible, as there is no room. Thus,
this Alternative considers rehabilitation of the equipment by swapping out the pumps and other
equipment with new items; however, reinforcement to meet current structural and maintenance
standards would not be feasible. Thus, the existing pump station would not be improved to meet
current structural and maintenance standards, would not increase safety for OCSD Operations &
Maintenance personnel by providing safer access, and would not construct new on-site odor control
infrastructure.
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2.0 INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

Regionally, the project site is located within the southwestern portion of the City of Newport Beach
(City), within the County of Orange (County). Locally, the project site includes sewer pump station
improvements within a property located at 300 East Coast Highway. The project also includes sewer
force main improvements that would extend from the proposed pump station, proceed westerly
beneath the Newport Bay Channel to connect to an existing Orange County Sanitation District
(OCSD) pipeline.

2.1 PURPOSE OF THE EIR

OCSD is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and has
determined that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required for the Bay Bridge Pump Station
and Force Mains Replacement Project (project) (State Clearinghouse No. 2016111031). This EIR has
been prepared in conformance with CEQA (California Public Resources Code [PRC] Section 21000
et seq.); CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations [CCR], Title 14, Section 15000 et seq.);
and the rules, regulations, and procedures for implementation of CEQA, as adopted by OCSD. The
principal CEQA Guidelines sections governing content of this document include Article 9 (Contents of
Environmental Impact Reports) (Sections 15120 through 15132), and Section 15161 (Pryject EIR).

The purpose of this EIR is to review the existing conditions, analyze potential environmental impacts,
and identify feasible mitigation measures and project alternatives to reduce potentially significant
effects of the proposed project. For more detailed information regarding the project, refer to Section
3.0, Project Description.

This EIR addresses the environmental effects of the project, in accordance with Section 15161 of the
CEQA Guidelines. As referenced in Section 15121 (a) of the CEQA Guidelines, the primary purposes
of this EIR are to:

e Inform decision-makers and the public generally of the significant environmental effects of a
project;

¢ Identify possible ways to minimize the significant effects of the project; and

e Describe reasonable alternatives to the project.

Mitigation measures are provided that may be adopted as conditions of approval to avoid or minimize
the potentially significant impacts resulting from the project. In addition, this EIR is the basis for the
formulation and implementation of a mitigation monitoring program for the proposed project.

OCSD (which has the principal responsibility of processing and approving the project) and other
public (i.e., responsible and trustee) agencies that may use this EIR in the decision-making or permit
process will consider the information in this EIR, along with other information that may be presented
during the CEQA process. Environmental impacts are not always mitigatable to a level considered
less than significant; in those cases, impacts are considered significant and unavoidable. In accordance
with Section 15093(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, if a public agency approves a project with significant
unavoidable impacts, the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons for approving the project,
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based on the Final EIR and any other information in the public record for the project. This is termed,
per Section 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines, a Statement of Overriding Considerations.

This document analyzes the environmental effects of the project to the degree of specificity
appropriate to the current proposed actions, as required by Section 15146 of the CEQA Guidelines.
The analysis considers the activities associated with the project to determine the short-term and long-
term effects associated with their implementation. This EIR discusses both the direct and indirect
impacts of this project, as well as the cumulative impacts associated with other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future projects.

2.2 COMPLIANCE WITH CEQA

A project proposing an upgtrade to the existing pump station/force main infrastructure was previously
analyzed in the Bay Bridge Pump Station and Force Mains Replacement Project Draft Environmental Impact Report
(2017 Bay Bridge EIR) (State Clearinghouse No. 2016111031), prepared by Michael Baker
International and dated June 2017. The 2017 Bay Bridge EIR was prepared in accordance with CEQA,
as amended (Public Resources Code Section 21000, et seq.), the State CEQ.A Guidelines for Inmplementation
of CEQA (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq.), and OCSD’s CEQA
implementation procedures.

The 2017 Bay Bridge EIR was circulated for public review from June 21, 2017 through August 4,
2017. OCSD received 14 comment letters during the public review period and a Final EIR was
prepared, which included responses to comments, revisions to the Draft EIR, and a mitigation
monitoring and reporting program. However, the Final EIR was not certified due to conflicts with
the planned development of the adjacent Back Bay Landing Project.

Since then, OCSD has been in negotiations with the City of Newport Beach and adjacent property
owner (Bayside Village Marina, .LI.C) to identify potential site plan alternatives to the project analyzed
in the 2017 Bay Bridge EIR. As a result, the Bay Bridge Pump Station and Force Mains Replacement Project
Draft Recirculated Environmental Impact Report (2019 Recirculated EIR) was prepared by Michael Baker
International and dated July 2019. The 2019 Recirculated EIR analyzed three conceptual site plans
with two different construction methods. The 2019 Recirculated EIR was circulated for public review
from July 3, 2019 through August 16, 2019. OCSD received 11 comment letters during the public
review period. However, OCSD did not publish the Final EIR or approve the project.

Upon further project evaluation by OCSD and negotiations with Bayside Village Marina, LLC, OCSD
has selected one conceptual site plan and one construction method to be analyzed throughout this
2020 Recirculated Draft EIR.

A Lead Agency is required to recirculate an EIR when “significant new information” is added to the
document after public notice is given of the availability of the Draft EIR for public review (in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15087) but before certification. As provided in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5, the term “information” can include changes in the project or
environmental setting, as well as additional data or other information. New information is not
“significant” unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity
to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate
or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the project’s proponent has
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declined to implement. According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(c), the Lead Agency need
only recirculate the chapters or portions of the document that have been modified if the revisions are
limited to a few chapters or portions of the EIR. Due to the changes made to the project description
in 2020, the EIR is recirculated in its entirety.

OCSD is the Lead Agency with authority to prepare this 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR and, after
completion of the public comment/response process, is the Certifying Agency for the Final EIR. This
2020 Recirculated Draft EIR is intended to serve as an informational document to be made available
for public review and consideration by OCSD and the Responsible Agencies during deliberations on
the proposed project. The project approvals associated with the proposed project are described in

Chapter 3.0.

Questions and comments regarding the preparation of this document and OCSD’s review of the
project should be referred to the following:

Orange County Sanitation District

10844 Ellis Avenue

Fountain Valley, CA 92708

Attn: Mr. Kevin Hadden, Principal Staff Analyst
CEQA@ocsd.com

PURPOSE AND TYPE OF EIR/INTENDED USES OF THIS EIR

The purpose of this 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR is to inform decision makers and the public of any
significant new information identified after review of applicable comments received during the public
comment periods of the 2017 Bay Bridge EIR and 2019 Recirculated EIR. The analytical approach
used in this 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR is consistent with Sections 15161 and 15088.5 of the CEQA
Guidelines. As a “Project EIR,” this 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR focuses on the potential
environmental impacts caused by construction and operation of the proposed project.

COMMENTING ON THE 2020 RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR

In accordance with the provision of Public Resources Code Section 21092.1 and CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5, the 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR is subject to a 45-day review period by responsible
and trustee agencies and interested parties. Section 15087 of the CEQA Guidelines lists optional
procedures for noticing, including publication in a newspaper, posting on-site, or mailing to owners
of a property or properties contiguous to the site. In accordance with the provision of Sections
15085(a) and 15087(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, as amended, OCSD, serving as the Lead Agency,
will: 1) publish a Notice of Availability of the 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR in a newspaper of general
circulation; 2) prepare and transmit a Notice of Completion (NOC) to the State Clearinghouse; and
3) mail notice to those organizations and individuals who have previously requested such notice in
writing. Proof of publication is available at the offices of the Lead Agency.

Any public agency or members of the public desiring to comment on the 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR
must submit their comments in writing to the individual identified above. Upon the close of the
public review period, the Lead Agency will then proceed to evaluate and prepare responses to all
relevant oral and written comments received from both members of the public and public agencies
during the public review period.
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Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(f)(1), the Lead Agency is recirculating the entire Draft
EIR and is requiring reviewers to submit new comments on the Draft EIR. The Lead Agency will
not respond to those comments received during the earlier circulation period. Although the prior
comments are part of the administrative record, the previous comments do not require a written

response in the Final EIR, and new comments must be submitted in response to the 2020 Recirculated
Draft EIR.

CHANGES MADE IN THE 2020 RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR

Based on the proposed project modifications since circulation of the 2017 Bay Bridge EIR and 2019
Recirculated EIR, the 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR has been updated. The Draft EIR is being
recirculated in its entirety to ensure the full document reflects all proposed project modifications as

detailed in Chapter 3.0.
FINAL EIR

The Final EIR will consist of the 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR, revisions to the 2020 Recirculated
Draft EIR (if any), and responses to all written comments on environmental issues received from
responsible agencies, the public, and any other reviewing parties. After the Final EIR is completed,
and at least ten days prior to the certification hearing, a copy of the response to comments made by
public agencies on the 2020 Recirculated Draft EIR will be provided to the commenting agencies.

2.3 INITIAL STUDY/ NOTICE OF PREPARATION/
EARLY CONSULTATION (SCOPING)

In compliance with the CEQA Guidelines, OCSD has provided opportunities for various agencies
and the public to participate in the environmental review process. During preparation of the 2017
Bay Bridge EIR and 2019 Recirculated EIR, efforts were made to contact various Federal, State,
regional, and local government agencies and other interested parties to solicit comments on the scope
of the review in this document. This included the distribution of an Initial Study/Environmental
Checklist and Notice of Preparation (NOP) to various responsible agencies, trustee agencies, and
interested parties. In addition, a public scoping meeting was held on November 30, 2016 in the
Newport Beach Public Central Library Friends Meeting Room located at 1000 Avocado Avenue,
Newport Beach, CA 92660.

Pursuant to Section 15082 of the CEQA Guidelines, as amended, OCSD circulated the Initial
Study/Environmental Checklist and NOP directly to tesponsible and trustee agencies (including the
State Clearinghouse Office of Planning and Research), special districts, and members of the public
who had requested such notice. The NOP was distributed on November 10, 2016, with the 30-day
public review period concluding on December 9, 2016.  The purpose of the Initial
Study/Environmenta