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aaw DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

r Jrs
PLLE R AN Planning Division
- l ‘ Joan Davenport, AICP, Director129 North Second Street, 2™ Floor,
PlAnATHA Yakima, WA 98901

ask.planning@yakimawa.gov - www.'yakimawa.gov/services/planning

CITY OF YAKIMA
DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE
NOTICE OF RETENTION
June 27, 2017
File Numbers: SEPA#013-17

The City of Yakima Department of Community Development issued a:
[X] Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS),
[ ]1Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS),
[ ]1Modified DNS/MDNS,
on June 2, 2017, for this proposal under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and WAC
197-11-340(2). This retention concerns an State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Review for
the 2017 Yakima Water System Plan Update.
This threshold determination is hereby:
[X] Retained
[ 1 Modified. Modifications to this threshold determination include the following:
[ 1 Withdrawn. This threshold determination has been withdrawn due to the following:
[ ]1Delayed. A final threshold determination has been delayed due to the following:

Summary of Comments and Responses (if applicable): No comments were submitted.

Responsible official:  Joan Davenport, AICP

Position/Title: Community Development Director/SEPA Responsible Official
Phone: (509) 575-6183
Address: 129 N 2™ Street, Yakima, WA 98901

Date: June 27, 2017 Signature: CBE(DM@@,;«.YQ/



DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Joan Davenport, AICP, Director
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TR OF At Joseph Calthoun, Manager
PI O nn | ' 129 North Second Street, 2" Floor, Yakima, WA 98901

ask.planning@yakimawa.gov - www.yakimawa.gov/services/planning

WASHINGTON STATE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT
DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE
CITY OF YAKIMA, WASHINGTON
June 2, 2017

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Review for the 2017 City of
Yakima Water System Plan Update. The draft plan can be found at:
https://www.yakimawa.gov/services/water-irrigation/files/Yakima WSP 2017-1-26-

Final Draft.pdf

LOCATION: Yakima City Limits

PARCEL NUMBERS: N/A

PROPONENT: City of Yakima Water and Irrigation Division
PROPERTY OWNERS: City of Yakima

LEAD AGENCY: City of Yakima Planning Division

FILE NUMBERS: SEPA #013-17

DETERMINATION: The lead agency for this proposal has determined that it does not have a
probable significant adverse impact on the environment. An environmental impact statement
(EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c). This decision was made after review of a
completed environmental checklist and other information on file with the lead agency. This
information is available to the public on request.

DX] This DNS is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2); the lead agency will not act on this proposal

for 20 days from the date of this threshold determination. All comments must be submitted by
5:00 pm on June 22, 2017.

Responsible Official: Joan Davenport

Position/Title; SEPA Responsible Official
Phone (509) 575-6183
Address: 129 N. 2nd Street, Yakima, WA 98901

Date

June 2, 2017 Signature ?’D‘M@f%
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J@;; FEVN LAND USE APPLICATION

g\m CITY OF YAKIMA, DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT MAY 1 1 201

s 129 NORTH SECOND STREET, 2ND FLOOR, YAKIMA, WA 98901
“PlaRRATH g CITY OF Vakiuq
PHONE: (509)575-6183 FAX: (509) 575-6105 LANILS Dy

INSTRUCTIONS — PLEASE READ FIRST AND ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS COMPLETELY.

[fyou have any questions about this form or the application process, please ask to speak with a planner. All necessary attachments and the
filing fee arc required upon submittal. Filing fees are not refundable. This application consists of several parts. PART 1 - GENERAL
INFORMATION, PART [1 - SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION, and PART [11 - CERTIFICATION are on this page. PARTII, LI, and [V
contain additional information specific to vour proposal and MUST be attached to this page to complete the application.

PART 1 - GENERAL INFORMATION

Name: | David Brown

s Applicant’s Mailing Address: | 2301 Fruitvale Bivd,
Information: L -
City: | Yakima st [wa  |zip]98902 |Phone:|( 509 )575-6154
E-Mail: | david.brown@yakimawa.gov

2. Applicant’s Check One: | (] Owner | [l Agent
[nterest in Property: N ) .

Name: City of Yakima
3. Property Owner's |7y i address: | 129 N 2nd Street
[nformation (If other —p—p——
than Applicant) _ City: | Yakima st [wa [zip]oso01 [Phone:[( 509 )575-6154
[ E-Mail: | david. brown@yakimawa.gov
s SubJect Plopelty s Assessor’s Parcel Number(s):

] Purchaser | [ Other

5. Legal Descgfi_ption of Property. (if lengthy, please attach it ona s?ﬁale document)
City of Yakima
6. Property Address:

7. Property’s E‘(isting_ Zoning:
(@] SR [E] R-1 [@] R-2 [@] R-3 [H] B-| [W] B-2 [@ UB @ SCC EIICL [E] cBD [E] GC [@] AS [:IRD |§|M1 E]Mz

3. Type OF Application: (Check All That Apply)
Environmental Checklist (SEPA

Review) Type (1) Review

Administrative Adjustment

O O
0 Type (2) Review [0 Type (3) Review [0 Binding Site Plan
Comprchensive Plan Text or Map - . . : N

O Amendment [0 Critical Areas Review [0 Lasement Release

[J Planned Development [0  Preliminary Short Plat [0 Preliminary Long Plat

[ Amended Long Plat [ Rezone [J shoreline

[0 Transportation Concurrency [ ower [0 Other

PART Il - SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION — SEPA CHECKLIST \
A

9. Environmental Checklist (see attached forms)

PART (Il - CERTIFICATION

10.1 certify that the information on this application and the required attachments are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Proper 's Signature Date
. . 5/11/2017
a\pﬁﬁt’ﬁlt s Signature Date
FILE/APPLICATION(S)# SEPA o 0,3 17 /’0@# 5’/@ 7?
DATE FEE PAID: RECEIVED BY: | AMOUNT PAID: RECEIPT NO: '

5/12/2017 | 0.0l npey | 265.%° | CEAT-004302

Revised 0172017 Page | 3



STATE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (SEPA)

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY

A. BACKGROUND

1.  Name of proposed project:
City of Yakima Water System Plan Update

2. Name of applicant:
City of Yakima, Water/Irrigation Division.

Telephone:
(509) 575-6154

3. Address:

Water/Irrigation Division
2301 Fruitvale Boulevard
Yakima, WA 98902

Contact:
Mr. David Brown, Water/Irrigation Division Manager

Telephone:
(509) 575-6204

4. Date checklist prepared:
May 3, 2017.

5. Agency requesting checklist:

As the agency initiating this proposal, the City of Yakima is the lead agency
and is requesting the checklist.

6.  Proposed timing or schedule (Including phasing, if applicable):

The 2017 City of Yakima Water System Plan Update (Plan) evaluates the
existing water system and projects future domestic, irrigation, and water supply
needs in phases through the year 2042. Please refer to the schedule in Chapter 8
of the Plan for a description of the proposed capital improvement plan (CIP)

The Plan proposes phased implementation of a variety of physical projects and
administrative programs that would address future demands for the supply,
transmission, and operation of a potable water system within Yakima's water
service area. The Plan recommends implementing modifications to supply,
distribution, and storage facilities in the service area to ensure that projected
and potential demands can be met. New water supply operations programs are

RECEIVED

MAY 1 1 2017

CITY OF YAKIMA
PLANE DIV

City of Yakima



May 3, 2017

2 Environmental Checklist

also recommended. The Plan recommends increasing the supply capacity by
installing new Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR) wells, constructing
improvements to the WTP, constructing additional distribution lines within the
City of Yakima, maintenance of existing pressure reducing valves, and
implementing annual operations programs for water conservation, leak
detection, and corrosion control.

The physical projects mentioned above are elements of the City's recommended
water system Capital Improvement Program (CIP). The proposed construction
dates for the City's water system CIP projects are listed in Chapter 8 of the
Plan. The Plan recommendations would be implemented in two phases: Phase I,
a 10-year phase from 2017 to 2027, and Phase II, the remaining 10 years of the
20-year timeframe covered by this Plan. Population and water demand
projections in this Plan were made for a 20-year planning horizon.
Recommendations for the Phase Il years of the 20-year planning horizon will
be reviewed and modified as part of subsequent Plan updates.

The CIP projects listed in Chapter 8 of the Plan are subject to change,
depending upon the rate, location, and nature of future development within the
City and its service area and should not be construed as a commitment by the
City to complete a project by a specific date. Actual project implementation
will be based on subsequent environmental review, permits and approvals,
available funding sources, and scheduling requirements.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to
or connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

This Water System Plan Update is in itself such a plan. The Plan is required to
be updated every 10 years. Those CIP projects planned for implementation after
the year 2027 will be part of the next Plan Update and specific impacts
associated with these projects are not covered by this checklist. The appropriate
level of environmental review consistent with SEPA requirements will be
conducted for those projects in the future.

8.  List any environmental information (studies, reports, etc.) you know about that has
been prepared, or will be prepared, directly related to this proposal.

City of Yakima.

Please refer to the Water System Plan Update at
https://www.yakimawa.gov/services/water-irrigation/files/Yakima_WSP 2017-
1-26-_Final Draft.pdf for a more complete discussion of recommended water
system improvements. The SEPA process will be completed for the general
impacts associated with this Plan and its projected changes to the City of
Yakima's domestic water system. Specific projects to implement the Plan either
not yet sited (e.g., wells, WTP modifications) and/or scheduled to occur after

EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY

RECEIVED

MAY 17 2017
C‘i]TY OF YAKIMA
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May 3, 2017 3 Environmental Checklist
EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY
the year 2027 will remain subject to subsequent environmental review as
required under SEPA.
9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of
other proposals directly affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes,
explain.

Ongoing industrial, commercial, and residential development throughout the
City of Yakima and its service area will continue during the life of this Plan.
The City of Yakima has prepared an Urban Area Comprehensive Plan in
conformance with the requirements of the Growth Management Act (GMA).
Water demand forecasts incorporated into the Plan's analysis anticipate
continued growth consistent with the City and region's growth management
planning. However, there are no significant changes proposed for Yakima's
urbanized area that would affect the Plan's growth projections.

10. List any governmental approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal,

if known. Include Federal, State, City, County, and local districts or regional offices.

11.  Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and

a. SEPA -Department of Ecology
b. Plan approval- Department of Health, in progress
c. Water rights-Department of Ecology, complete

d. Appropriate local permits for constructing water system improvements at the
time such improvements are scheduled.

the size of the project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist
that ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat
those answers on this page. (You may attach a page if this space is not adequate.)

City of Yakima.

The Water System Plan Update analyzes the existing City of Yakima domestic
water system including water supply, storage, distribution, and operations. The
study has projected future water demands based on potential domestic needs.

Modifications to the existing domestic system are recommended to ensure that
projected water demands can be met. Future decisions and political or legal
actions (such as in regard to the City's water rights or irrigation conversion)
could result in the need for a subsequent plan update or amendments to this
plan.

The recommended water system improvements presented in this Plan relate to
four aspects of the system: the supply program, storage and pump station
facilities, distribution system, and system operations and management.
Recommended improvements to the supply program include modification to
the Naches River WTP required to improve operational efficiency and

RECEIVED

MAY 11 2017
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4 Environmental Checklist

installation of new wells (two future ASR wells) needed to meet anticipated
future demands and to meet reduced water supply due to climate change.

Recommended improvements to the domestic water distribution system
include:

The following distribution projects, while not needed to correct any existing
deficiencies, are included in the capital improvement program as part of the
City’s on-going efforts to maintain and upgrade the quality of the system to
meet current and future needs.

Advanced Metering Infrastructure (AMI) Battery Replacement / System
Upgrade. Project is currently not necessary. However, as the AMI ages the
program will need to begin being implemented. Program will be placed in the
long-term CIP with costs to be determined.

Private Water Main Replacement Program: This on-going program replaces
private mains less than 6-inch (in some cases 1-inch galvanized) and complete
loops in the areas where these mains are replaced. This project improves
domestic flows to current residential customers, provides fire protection in
areas where no fire hydrants have previously existed and improves overall
system performance and reliability by looping the new mains to existing
mains.

Open Gear Valve Replacement: Project will be placed as an annually recurring
program throughout the 20-year CIP to address valve replacements as they
become necessary.

Lead-Oakum Joint Waterline Replacement Program: Due to the significant
maintenance issues surrounding the continued use of these pipes, these
projects will be given a higher priority with identified projects scheduled for
completion within the 10-year CIP. An annually recurring cost will also be
included throughout the 20-year CIP to address not yet identified lead-oakum
joint waterline replacements.

Distribution Main Leak Detection: Due to the relative ease to complete the
program and the benefits for lowering distribution system losses, the leak
detection program will be scheduled early in the 10-year CIP.

Recommendations to improve system operations programs include continuation
of a corrosion control program, leak detection program, wellhead and watershed
protection programs, groundwater monitoring program, and water conservation
program.

Refer to Chapter 8 of the Water System Plan update for a complete discussion
of planned capital improvements
RECEI

City of Yakima.
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EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY

12. Location of the proposal:

The Water System Plan would be implemented throughout Yakima's water
service area. The service area boundary is shown in Figure 1-5 in the Plan.

Recommended improvements are in Table 8-1 of the Plan. At this time, the
exact locations of the proposed ASR wells, are not known. It is anticipated that
these new facilities will be located at or near existing utility sites or on
available vacant land within the City's jurisdiction.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS

1. EARTH

a.  General description of the site (underline one):
Flat, rolling hills, steep slopes, mountainous, other _ varies .

b.  What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

Does not apply

c¢.  What general types of soils are found on the site (for example; clay, sand, gravel,
peat, muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and
note any prime farmland.

The soils types vary throughout the approximately 19-square-mile service area.

d.  Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?
If so, describe.

Does not apply

e.  Describe the purpose, type, and approximate quantities of any filling or grading
proposed. Indicate source of fill.
Some grading and filling would occur during pipeline replacement and other
construction projects.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally
describe.

Because the proposed distribution mains would be located beneath relatively
flat, already developed areas (e.g., paved roads), erosion from construction
activities for these activities is expected to be low. Similarly, erosion is
anticipated to be low at the WTP site as a result of improvements to be
constructed within the existing facilities. Construction of the groundwater
wells, could result in increased erosion, depending on the specific

RECEIVED
City of Yakima. MAY 1 1 2017

CITY OF YAKIM&
PLAKNNG DIV
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EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY

characteristics of sites selected for project implementation. No erosion
impacts are expected from use of the water system improvements.

g.  About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after
project construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)?

The projects identified in the plan are not expected to result in any increase in the
amount of impervious surfaces associated with the water system facilities.

h.  Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any:
If required, erosion control measures at new construction sites would be based on
applicable local and regional ordinances and/ or guidance manuals. General erosion
and sediment control measures that could be implemented during site grading include
spraying water or other dust control agents on graded areas to control dust, placing
erosion control fences and/or straw bales at the toes of freshly graded slopes to reduce
surface water velocity and offsite siltation, and revegetation of graded areas as soon as
feasible after grading is complete.

2, AIR

a.  What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal (i.e., dust,
automobile, odors, industrial wood smoke) during construction and when the
project is completed? If any, generally describe and give approximate quantities, if
known,

Construction of the recommended facility improvements would slightly increase air
emissions (i.e., dust and equipment exhaust) during construction by vehicle and wind
erosion over exposed earth surfaces. Clearing and grading activities comprise a major
source of these temporary construction emissions. The severity of construction
emissions is extremely variable, and depends on wind speed, soil type, soil moisture,
the type of construction activity, and acreage affected by construction activity.

b.  Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odors that may affect your proposal?
If so, generally describe.

Does not apply

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

Construction dust can be controlled by watering disturbed areas. Active
construction areas will be watered whenever soil moisture conditions and
weather conditions result in visible dust generation. Dust-producing activities
will be suspended during period of high winds if dust control measures are
unable to avoid visible dust plumes. All finished grades will be immediately
treated with an appropriate soil binder.

RECEIVED
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EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY
3. WATER
a. Surface:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site
(including year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds,
wetlands)? If yes, describe type and provide names. If appropriate, state what
stream or river it flows into.

The WTP diverts water from the Naches River, a tributary to the Yakima River.

The domestic water service area is bound on the East by the Yakima River and
on the North by the Naches River. Several creeks and lakes lie within the area.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the
described waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans.

No work is anticipated within 200 feet of either the Naches or Yakima Rivers.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or
removed from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that
would be affected. Indicate the source of fill material.

It is anticipated that new facilities would be sited to avoid direct impacts to
surface water and wetlands. Potential impacts to surface water or wetlands
associated with future facilities will be addressed under subsequent SEPA
environmental review.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give
general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

The City currently diverts about 23 MGD at the treatment plant to meet peak demands.
Additional groundwater rights through ASR would likely be needed by 2020.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the
site plan.

Portions of the service area are within the 100-year floodplain. The only known
projects planned within a floodplain are the WTP improvements.
Environmentally acceptable construction methods and protection features will
be incorporated during planning and design of these facilities, most of which
will be installed within existing structures or buildings. In addition, an existing
dike separates WTP facilities from the Naches River, therefore, no significant
impacts are anticipated from construction within this floodplain area. Any
potential impacts associated with construction of other facilities within a
floodplain will be addressed under separate SEPA reviews.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters?
If so, describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge.

No wastes would be discharged into the ground as a result of the proposed project.

b. Ground: RECE! VED
City of Yakima. MAY 11 2017
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EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY

1) Will ground water be withdrawn, or will water be discharged to ground water?
Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

Historically, the City of Yakima has used groundwater only as an
seasonal/emergency source of supply. The capacity of its existing emergency
ground water sources totals 13 MGD.

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic
tanks or other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial,
containing the following chemicals; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general
size of the system, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the
number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

No waste material would be discharged into ground or surface waters as a result
of the proposed project.

c.  Water Runoff (including storm water):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will this water
flow? Will the water flow into other waters? If so, describe.

No increase in the amount of impervious surfaces or run-off are anticipated as a
result of the improvements identified in the plan.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally
describe.
No waste material would be discharged into ground or surface waters as a result
of the proposed project.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water impacts,
if any:
I[n addition to implementing a water conservation program, replacing obsolete
and deteriorated water mains will also help to conserve water. Developing a leak
detection program will also help protect impacts to groundwater supplies.

4. PLANTS

a.  Check or underline types of vegetation found on the site:

X deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other (oak)
X ___evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other
X shrubs
grass
pasture
crop or grain
wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bulrush, skunk cabbage, other RECEIVED

X
X
X
X

City of Yakima. MAY 1 1 2017
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May 3, 2017 9 Environmental Checklist

EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY
X water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other
X other types of vegetation
b.  What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?
Slight amounts of vegetation could be disturbed during construction projects for new
pipelines, as well as during construction of other recommended facilities (i.e., WTP
improvements). In general, the proposed construction sites would be located in fairly
developed urban settings, away from environmentally sensitive areas. Therefore,
impacts to plants attributable to Plan implementation would be expected to be minor.
Further environmental analysis under SEPA will be conducted to determine if any site-
specific impacts would have to vegetation as a result of implementation of individual
projects yet to be sited. See attached Supplement D.2 for additional discussion.
c¢.  List threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.
See attached Supplement D.4.
d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or
enhance vegetation on the site, if any:
5. ANIMALS
See attached Supplement D.2.
a.  Underline any birds and animals which have been observed on or near the site or
are known to be on or near the site:
Birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other............
Mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other...coyote, mice............
fish: bass, salmon, steelhead, trout, herring, shellfish, other ............
b.  List any threatened or endangered species known to be on or near the site.
See attached Supplement D.2.
c¢.  Isthe site part of a migration route? If so, explain.
See attached Supplement D.4.
d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any:
See attached Supplement D.2.
6. ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES
a. What kind of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to
meet the completed project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for
heating, manufacturing, etc.
RECEIVED
City of Yakima. .
& MAY 11 2017
CITY OF YAKIMA
PLAX; {163 DIV
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EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY
The City uses electric energy to run its pump stations, treatment facilities, and
automated controls. Constructing a new supply well and WTP improvements,
will increase the amount of energy consumed. In addition, construction

activities would require the use of gasoline for fuel. Also, see attached
Supplement D.3.

b.  Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties?
If so, generally describe.
Does not apply.
c¢.  What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this
proposal? List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any:

High-efficiency electric motors will be used at the new well and for WTP
improvements. The Plan also includes implementation of leak detection, identification
of additional water conservation measures.

7. ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

a.  Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals,
risk of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of
this proposal? If so, describe.

Does not apply.

1) Describe special emergency services that might be required?
Does not apply.

2) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any:

On-site chlorine generation is used at the WTP and chlorine tablets are used at
the wells.

b. NOISE

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for
example: traffic, equipment, operation, other)?

Does not apply.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the
project on a short-term or long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction,
operation, other)? Indicate what hour’s noise would come from the site.

Short-term noise impacts would occur during construction hours. Operation of the new
pump station would likely be located near existing facilities and/or in urbanized areas
and would not significantly increase existing noise levels associated with traffic and/or
facility operations. Also, see attached Supplement D.I.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: AECEN
¢ ED
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Potential noise impacts would be considered in site selection and facility design as well
as in future SEPA reviews. Noise generation would be subject to local and state
regulations. If necessary, new facilities would be required to incorporate noise
abatement devices to control noise emissions within regulated standards.

8. LAND AND SHORELINE USE
See attached Supplement D.5 for discussion of Items a through | below.

a.  What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties?
The City of Yakima has areas zoned for residential, commercial, and industrial uses.

b. Has the site been used for agriculture? If so, describe.

c¢.  Describe any structures on the site.

d.  Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?

e.  What is the current zoning classification of the site?

f.  What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site?

g.  If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site?

h. Has any part of the site been classified as an "environmentally sensitive" area? If so,
specify.

1. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project?

j- Approximately how many people would the completed project displace?
k.  Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any:

L Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and
projected land uses and plans, if any:

9. HOUSING

a.  Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high,
middle, or low-income housing.

No housing will be provided by the proposed projects or programs.
b.  Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether
high, middle, or low income housing.
No housing will be eliminated by the proposed projects or programs.

RECEIVED
City of Yakima. MAY 11 2017
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10.

11

Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any:
Does not apply.

AESTHETICS

What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what
is the principal exterior building material(s) proposed?
The tallest height of any new structures will be the well houses for the new
wells. They will have a height of 12 to 14 feet and will also include a small
antenna for the telemetry system. The exact height of the antenna has yet to be
determined but would probably be 30 feet or less.

What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed?

Proposed distribution mains and the groundwater well are subsurface facilities
and would therefore not alter or obstruct any views. The new well houses would
also likely be located in already developed, urbanized settings; therefore, it is not
anticipated that these projects would alter or obstruct any scenic views. Future
site-specific SEPA review for these proposed new facilities will address potential
aesthetic impacts in more detail.

Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:

The planning and design of projects recommended in the Plan would carefully
consider aesthetic values. It is anticipated that new above-grade facilities (i.e.,
well houses) would likely be located in already developed, urbanized settings
and therefore would not have a significant adverse aesthetic effect on local
visual resources.

LIGHT AND GLARE

What types of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would it
mainly occur?
Operation of the new wells could introduce new sources of light into the vicinity
of the project sites for these facilities, including night lighting.

Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard of interfere with

views?
It is anticipated that new above-grade facilities (i.e, well houses) would likely
be located in urbanized areas already developed with structures and outdoor
lighting. Any potential changes in the level, amount, or intensity of light and
glare at the proposed project sites are not anticipated to result in a safety hazard
or interfere with existing views. Future site-specific SEPA review for these
proposed new facilities will address potential effects of light and glare in more
detail.

What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?

EVALUATION
FOR AGENCY
USE ONLY
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12.

13

b.

C.

Does not apply.

Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

Future site-specific SEP A review for proposed new facilities will address mitigation
measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts in more detail.

RECREATION

What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate
vicinity?
The service area contains a large variety of recreational facilities and
opportunities such as parks, rivers, and lakes.

Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.

The proposed distribution mains and wells would not have any effects on
recreational opportunities in the service area. Future site-specific SEPA review
for implementation of the other proposed projects will provide information on
potential impacts to recreational uses. It is anticipated that these projects would
not have an adverse effect.

Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation
opportunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any:

Impacts to recreation would be reduced or controlled through the siting process
for future planned projects.

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL PRESERVATION

Are there any places or objects listed on, or proposed for, national, state, or local
preservation registers known to be on or next to the site? If so, generally describe.

The proposed distribution mains and well houses would be constructed in areas
previously disturbed, and therefore it is not anticipated that construction
activities for these projects would adversely impact any places or objects listed
on or proposed for preservation registers. Future site-specific SEP A review for
implementation of the Plan's other proposed projects will provide information
on potential impacts to these resources at or near project sites.

Generally describe any landmarks or evidence of historic, archaeological, scientific,
or cultural importance known to be on or next to the site.

Does not apply.

Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts, if any:

Areas with known or potential landmarks or evidence of historic,
archaeological, scientific, or cultural importance would be avoided for proposed
projects, to the extent feasible, through the facility siting process. If new

City of Yakima.

MAY
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14.

facilities cannot avoid affecting these re- sources, impacts will be mitigated, as
necessary .In the event that archaeological or other important remains are
uncovered during construction, work should be halted until a qualified
archaeologist or other appropriate professional can visit the site to determine
the significance of the find and conduct additional testing, if necessary.

TRANSPORTATION

Identify public streets and highways serving the site, and describe proposed access
to the existing street system. Show on-site plans, if any.

Local streets will be used to access sites during construction of the Plan's
proposed projects. Many local streets will be temporarily disturbed during
installation of distribution mains; during construction periods, traffic may need
to be re-routed to avoid construction activities.

Is site currently served by public transit? If not, what is the approximate distance to
the nearest transit stop?

Does not apply.

How many parking spaces would the completed project have? How many would
the project eliminate?

Minimal parking would be required at the well sites. It is anticipated that
implementation of the Plan's recommended projects and programs would not
result in the elimination of any parking spaces.

Will the proposal require any new roads or streets, or improvements to existing
roads or streets, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate
whether public or private).

The need for new public access as a result of this Plan is unlikely. The new
wells, WTP improvements, and distribution lines will be constructed in an
urbanized area serviced by existing roads. It is anticipated that no new roads or
road improvements would be required to service the new wells. However,
public roads may be temporarily blocked and traffic diverted during
construction of the proposed distribution mains.

Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe.

Does not apply.
How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? If
known, indicate when peak volumes would occur.

Operation and maintenance of the new wells would generate approximately one
new vehicular trip per day per facility. Any potential adverse eftects caused by

EVALUATION
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15.

16.

these additional trips will be addressed under subsequent SEPA environmental
review.

Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

The recommended projects would be planned and designed to reduce
transportation impacts. A temporary traffic control plan would be developed
and implemented during construction of the proposed distribution mains. This
traffic control plan would identify hours of construction and include a
temporary recirculation plan for rerouting traffic.

PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire
protection, police protection, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe.

Does not apply.

Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

The Water System Plan Update includes many recommendations that will
improve public services. The WTP and distribution improvements, and the
development of new groundwater supplies will help ensure adequate supply of
domestic water and fire protection. Development of leak detection,
conservation, and on-going corrosion control programs will help ensure safe
and efficicnt operation and use of local water supplies.

UTILITIES
Underline utilities currently available at the site:

electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system,
other.

Does not apply.

Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the
service, and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate
vicinity, which might be needed.

Electric service would be required for the proposed wells.

SIGNATURE

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge. [ understand
that the éﬁa agency is relying on them to make its decision.
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D. SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS
(do not use this sheet for project actions)
Because these questions are very general, it may be helpful to read them in
conjunction with the list of the elements of the environment.
When answering these questions, be aware of the extent the proposal, or the types of
activities likely to result from the proposal, would affect the item at a greater intensity
or at a faster rate than if the proposal were not implemented. Respond briefly and in
general terms.

1.  How would the proposal be likely to increase discharge to water; emissions to air;
production, storage, or release of toxic or hazardous substances; or production of
noise?

The Water System Plan Update in itself would not have direct impacts on the
physical environment. However, the activities that may result from
implementation of the Plan could result in possible short-term construction
impacts or long-term site specific impacts. Although some recommendations of
the Plan involve legal, political, or managerial actions which would not directly
affect the environment, construction projects or operational changes that are a
result of those actions might.

The recommendations of the Plan do not suggest projects that would
permanently or significantly increase discharges to water; discharge emissions
to air; produce, store, or release toxic or hazardous substances; or produce
significant amounts of noise. Air emissions (in the form of dust) and noise
emissions would be generated during new facility construction. Noise
emissions.

Proposed measures to avoid or reduce such increases are:

Construction impacts can be reduced by watering and replanting disturbed areas
and monitoring the hours of operation within sound-sensitive areas. The
recommended facilities that are capable of producing noise would most likely
be located adjacent to similar existing water utility facilities or in an urbanized
area (e.g., new wells).

2. How would the proposal be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or marine life?

Recommendations of the Plan would not be likely to affect plants, animals, fish, or
marine life. The proposed distribution lines and contact basin building will be
constructed in areas of previous disturbance. Further environmental analysis under
SEPA will be conducted to determine if any site-specific impacts to these resources
would result from implementation of other individual construction projects.

RECEIVED

City of Yakima. MAY 1 2017

CITY OF YAKia
PLANNING Dﬂ\;m




May 3, 2017 18 Environmental Checklist

Proposed measures to protect or conserve plants, animals, fish, or marine life are:

The planning, design, and construction of facilities that have the potential for such
impacts would incorporate features to reduce the likelihood of occurrence and
significance.

3. How would the proposal be likely to deplete energy or natural resources?

Some of the recommended facilities would require electrical energy, such as the new
supply wells. However, this increase in energy demand would represent a small
percentage of increase over that of the existing water system.

As the demand for treated domestic water increases, more water would be withdrawn
from the surface water and groundwater sources.

Proposed measures to protect or conserve energy and natural resources are:

High-efficiency electric motors will be used at the new wells. The Plan also includes
on-going leak detection, water conservation, and corrosion control programs.

4. How would the proposal be likely to use or affect environmentally sensitive areas
or areas designated (or eligible or under study) for governmental protection; such as
parks, wilderness, wild and scenic rivers, threatened or endangered species habitat,
historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains, or prime farmlands?

Facility improvements and additions would not likely affect sensitive areas. To the
maximum extent feasible, facilities will be sited to avoid sensitive areas. Any potential
impacts associated with facility construction and operation in these areas will be
addressed as part of subsequent site-specific SEPA review for individual projects not
yet sited.

Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:

The planning and design modifications would incorporate environmental protection
features to reduce impacts associated with construction. Environmentally-acceptable
construction methods would also be implemented to lessen potential impacts to
shoreline areas.

5.  How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including
whether it would allow or encourage land or shoreline uses incompatible with
existing plans?

The recommended improvements to the water system would most likely be located at
or near existing water utility facilities, or in existing urbanized commercial/industrial
areas, thus reducing the likelihood of incompatible impacts on land use. Construction
activities at the WTP would not alter the existing shoreline use at that site. [t is
anticipated that the projects recommended in the Plan would not displace any persons.
In addition, projects that develop from implementation of this Plan would be done by
existing City forces or by outside construction contracts.

RECEIVED
City of Yakima.
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Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shoreline and land use impacts are:

Emphasis to locate new facilities at or near existing water utility locations would help
to avoid land use and shoreline use impacts. Although planning requirements of public
utilities are less restrictive than non-public projects, implementation of Plan
recommendations would be subject to local planning review for compliance with land
use compatibility, including applicable local land use ordinances, zoning regulations,
and other possible approvals.

6. How would the proposal be likely to increase demands on transportation or public
services and utilities?

It is unlikely that implementation of the Water System Plan Update would increase
demands on transportation, public services, and utilities. However, the existing
transportation system could be temporarily affected during construction of distribution
lines; this construction activity may require rerouting traffic during pipeline installation
in local roads.

Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:

The Plan includes features that should have positive impacts on the quality and
reliability of public services. The storage facilities improvements, WTP modifications,
distribution improvements, and development of new groundwater supplies will
improve fire protection services and the delivery of potable water in emergency
situations.

7. Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state, or federal
laws or requirements for the protection of the environment.

The Water System Plan Update should not be in conflict with existing environmental
laws or requirements. Implementation of recommendations within the Plan would be
subject to specific environmental review as required under SEPA.

RECEIVED
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RESOLUTION NO. R-2017-081

A RESOLUTION adopting the 2017 the Water System Plan Update with its Appendices
and the Water Use Efficiency Goals and Objectives

WHEREAS, the City of Yakima, is required to adopt the Water System Plan Update in
accordance with WAC 246-290-100 by the Washington State Department of Health, and

WHEREAS, the City of Yakima has complied with all of the requirements of WAC 246-
290-100 in developing said Pian, and

WHEREAS, the City Council has given notice and held a public session on the Plan
including the City’s Water Use Efficiency Goals and Objectives on June 20, 2017 and

WHEREAS, State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) has been completed, no appeal was
made, and copies of said Plan were distributed to all those requesting said Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council for the City of Yakima find that it is in the best interests of
the City and its residents to adopt the 2017 Water System Plan Update and the Water Use
Efficiency Goals and Objectives, now, therefore,

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YAKIMA:
The City of Yakima Water System Plan Update dated July, 2017, together with its appendices
and the Water Use Efficiency Goals and Objectives, is adopted by the City of Yakima A copy

of the Plan Update shall be available to the public online and on file at the City of Yakima City
Clerk’s office

ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL this 11" day of July 2017

| Kathy Eoffe U’ayc(r

ATTEST:

Sonya CIaar@?e, City Clerk
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Weshtngfun Sigte Departmanl of

&9 Healithn

~ Local Government Consistency Determination Form

Water System Name: City of Yakima Water Division PWS ID: 99150

Planning/Engineering Document Title: Yakima Water System Plan Plan Date: January 2017

Local Government with Jurisdiction Conducting Review: City of Yakima

Before the Department of Health (DOH) approves a planning or engineering submittal under Section 100
or Section 110, the local government must review the documentation the municipal water supplier
provides to prove the submittal is consistent with local comprehensive plans, land use plans and
development regulations (WAC 246-290-108). Submittals under Section 105 require a local consistency
determination if the municipal water supplier requests a water right place-of-use expansion. The review
must address the elements identified below as they relate to water service.

By signing this form, the local government reviewer confirms the document under review is consistent
with applicable local plans and regulations. If the local government reviewer identifies an inconsistency,
he or she should include the citation from the applicable comprehensive plan or development regulation
and explain how to resolve the inconsistency, or confirm that the inconsistency is not applicable by

marking N/A. See more instructions on reverse.
For use by water  For use by local

system government
. Identify the Yes or
Local Government Consistency Statement page(s) in Not Applicable
submittal
a) The water system service area is consistent with the adopted land use| Figures 2-3 v
and zoning within the service area. and 2-4 es
b) The growth projection used to forecast water demand is consistent
with the adopted city or county’s population growth projections. If a :
different growth projection is used, provide an explanation of the Section 2.3.2 Yes
alternative growth projection and methodology.
¢) For cities and towns that provide water service: All water service area
policies of the city or town described in the plan conform to all Section 1.8 Not
relevant utility service extension ordinances. Applicable
d) Service area policies for new service connections conform to the )
adopted local plans and adopted development regulations of all Sections 1.8 Yes
cities and counties with jurisdiction over the service area. and 1.10
e) Other relevant elements related to water supply are addressed in the
water system plan, if applicable. This may include Coordinated Water Sections 1.4,
System Plans, Regional Wastewater Plans, Reclaimed Water Plans, 1.5,1.6, 1.7, Yes
Groundwater Management Area Plans, and the Capital Facilities and 8.3
Element of local comprehensive plans.

| certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge and that these specific elements

aresonsjstent with adopted local plans and development regulations.
,_j/ 2/27/2017

%{gnature Date
Joseph Calhoun, Senior Planner, City of Yakima
Printed Name, Title, & Jurisdiction




Consistency Review Guidance

For Use by Local Governments and Municipal Water Suppliers

This checklist may be used to meet the requirements of WAC 246-290-108. When using an alternative
format, it must describe all of the elements; 1a), b), ¢), d), and e), when they apply.

For water system plans (WSP), a consistency review is required for the service area and any
additional areas where a municipal water supplier wants to expand its water right's place of use.

For small water system management programs, a consistency review is only required for areas
where a municipal water supplier wants to expand its water right's place-of-use. If no water right
place-of-use expansion is requested, a consistency review is not required.

For engineering documents, a consistency review is required for areas where a municipal water
supplier wants to expand its water right's place-of-use (water system plan amendment is required).
For noncommunity water systems, a consistency review is required when requesting a place-of-use
expansion. All engineering documents must be submitted with a service area map (WAC 246-290-
110(4)(b)(ii)).

A) Documenting Consistency: The planning or engineering document must include the following

B)

<)

when applicable.

a) A copy of the adopted land use/zoning map corresponding to the service area. The uses
provided in the WSP should be consistent with the adopted land use/zoning map. Include any
other portions of comprehensive plans or development regulations that relate to water supply
planning.

b) A copy of the growth projections that correspond to the service area. If the local population
growth projections are not used, explain in detail why the chosen projections more accurately
describe the expected growth rate. Explain how it is consistent with the adopted land use.

¢) Include water service area policies and show that they are consistent with the utility service
extension ordinances within the city or town boundaries. This applies to cities and towns only.

d) All service area policies for how new water service will be provided to new customers.

e) Other relevant elements the Department of Health determines are related to water supply
planning. See Local Government Consistency — Other Relevant Elements, Policy B.07,
September 2009.

Documenting an Inconsistency: Please document the inconsistency, include the citation from the
comprehensive plan or development regulation, and explain how to resolve the inconsistency.

Documenting a Lack of Local Review for Consistency: Where the local government with jurisdiction
did not provide a consistency review, document efforts made and the amount of time provided to the
local government for review. Please include: name of contact, date, and efforts made (letters, phone calls,
and emails). To self-certify, please contact the DOH Planner.

The Department of Health is an equal opportunity agency. For persons with disabilities, this document is available on request in other
formats. To submit a request, please call 1-800-525-0127 (TTY 1-800-833-6388).

February 2016
Page 2 of 2



Water System Plan Consistency Review
Documenting Consistency

a) Land Use and Zoning
The City of Yakima is currently in the update process for its Comprehensive Plan. Part of the plan
involves modifying the Future Land Use map to minimize the number of designations from 10 to 7. The
underlying zoning districts remain the same. Areas that received a new or modified Future Land Use
designation as part of the update will be eligible to apply for a rezone after plan adoption. Applicable
sections of the zoning and subdivision ordinance and/or comprehensive plan are as follows:

YMC 14.15.020(B); YMC 14.20.090; YMC 14.20.100; YMC 15.01.030; Comprehensive Plan Land Use and
Capital Facilities Elements.

b) Growth Projections

The 2040 growth projection for the

Water System Plan and the 2040 Population and Jobs Capacity and Targets 2016
Comprehensive Plan are the same —

both plans show a 2040 population of

110,387. There is a slight difference Jobs 2012-2040 8,556

in the 2015 estimate. The Water

System Plan uses the Yakima County

Population Estlm'ate of 93,825 where Sopuleilon56 55006 17,167
the Comprehensive Plan uses the I S e | 44,817
Office of Financial Management

(OFM) estimate of 93,220. Either - 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 50,000
way there is more than sufficient
capacity to meet our growth target.

28,494

Target ® Capacity

. Source: BERK Consulting 2016
c) Water Service Area

Policies

Not applicable to Planning. If utility service extensions are needed for new development, that
determination will be made by applicable Engineering and/or Water Division personnel.

d) Service Area Policies

With the exception of the Gleed community, all potential areas for new service connections are
consistent with the City of Yakima’s Urban Growth Area (UGA).

e) Other Relevant Elements

As noted in a) above, the 2017 WSP is consistent with the Capital Facilities Element of the
Comprehensive Plan in regard to capital projects and planned growth.
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weneeie LOcal Government Consistency Determination Form

Water System Name: City of Yakima Water Division PWS ID: 99150

Planning/Engineering Document Title: Yakima Water System Plan Plan Date: January 2017

Local Government with Jurisdiction Conducting Review: Click here to enter text.

Before the Department of Health (DOH) approves a planning or engineering submittal under Section 100
or Section 110, the local government must review the documentation the municipal water supplier
provides to prove the submittal is consistent with local comprehensive plans, land use plans and
development regulations (WAC 246-290-108). Submittals under Section 105 require a local consistency
determination if the municipal water supplier requests a water right place-of-use expansion. The review
must address the elements identified below as they relate to water service.

By signing this form, the local government reviewer confirms the document under review is consistent
with applicable local plans and regulations. If the local government reviewer identifies an inconsistency,
he or she should include the citation from the applicable comprehensive plan or development regulation
and explain how to resolve the inconsistency, or confirm that the inconsistency is not applicable by

marking N/A. See more instructions on reverse.
For use by water  For use by local

system govemment
Identify the Yes or
Local Government Consistency Statement page(s) in Not Applicable
submittal
a) The water system service area is consistenf with the adopted land use| Figures 2-3 \‘( ==
and zoning within the service area. and 2-4 ¢S

b) The growth projection used to forecast water demand is consistent
with the adopted city or county’s population growth projections. If a .
different growth projection is used, provide an explanation of the Section 2.3.2 Yes
alternative growth projection and methodology.

c) For cities and towns that provide water service: All water service area
policies of the city or town described in the plan conform to all Section 1.8 Ye <

relevant utility service extension ordinances.
d) Service area policies for new service connections conform to the

adopted local plans and adopted development regulations of all Sections 1.8 Ye_ <
cities and counties with jurisdiction over the service area. and 1.10

e) Other relevant elements related to water supply are addressed in the
water system plan, if applicable. This may include Coordinated Water Sections 1.4, l'/
System Plans, Regional Wastewater Plans, Reclaimed Water Plans, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7, es
Groundwater Management Area Plans, and the Capital Facilities and 8.3

Element of local comprehensive plans.

I certify that the above statements are true to the best of my knowledge and that these specific elements
are consistent with adopted local plans and development regulations.

PLS /Juu, 41§47

nature Date
f? Hoge. IDM‘)C'—?{L Nﬁm’lﬁ_ Yakima Count
Prlnted Narge, Tltle, & Jurisdiction %




Consistency Review Guidance

For Use by Local Governments and Municipal Water Suppliers

This checklist may be used to meet the requirements of WAC 246-290-108. When using an alternative
format, it must describe all of the elements; 1a), b), c), d), and e), when they apply.

For water system plans (WSP), a consistency review is required for the service area and any
additional areas where a municipal water supplier wants to expand its water right's place of use.

For small water system management programs, a consistency review is only required for areas
where a municipal water supplier wants to expand its water right's place-of-use. If no water right
place-of-use expansion is requested, a consistency review is not required.

For engineering documents, a consistency review is required for areas where a municipal water
supplier wants to expand its water right's place-of-use (water system plan amendment is required).
For noncommunity water systems, a consistency review is required when requesting a place-of-use
expansion. All engineering documents must be submitted with a service area map (WAC 246-290-
110(4)(b)(ii)).

A) Documenting Consistency: The planning or engineering document must include the following
when applicable.

a) A copy of the adopted land use/zoning map corresponding to the service area. The uses
provided in the WSP should be consistent with the adopted land use/zoning map. Include any
other portions of comprehensive plans or development regulations that relate to water supply
planning.

b) A copy of the growth projections that correspond to the service area. If the local population
growth projections are not used, explain in detail why the chosen projections more accurately
describe the expected growth rate. Explain how it is consistent with the adopted land use.

) Include water service area policies and show that they are consistent with the utility service
extension ordinances within the city or town boundaries. This applies to cities and towns only.

d) All service area policies for how new water service will be provided to new customers.

e) Other relevant elements the Department of Health determines are related to water supply
planning. See Local Government Consistency — Other Relevant Elements, Policy B.07,
Septem