Cross-Media Checklist Form
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Purpose: To evaluate whether the proposed regulatory action imposes any cross-media conflicts with applicable policies, rules, or regulations of other state or local agencies (SWRCB, CARB, CIWMB, or their local arms) that have previously been adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. In particular consideration should be given to whether the proposed action may cause unintended consequences by increasing pollutant discharges (e.g., lower air emissions of particular constituents results in: transfer of that constituent discharge to another media – land or water; or an increase in air emissions of another constituent of concern).
Directions: Proposing or lead agency shall complete all Sections (1 through 3), and is responsible for the distribution and receipt of checklist to/from other agencies. The lead agency is also responsible for adequately addressing all concerns and issues.  All other agencies shall complete Sections 2 and 3. 
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1. Title of proposed regulatory action

__________________________________________________________________

2. Proposing regulatory agency name and address

__________________________________________________________________

3. Contact person and phone number

__________________________________________________________________

4. Geographic area subject to regulatory action

__________________________________________________________________

5. General plan designation of geographic area subject to regulatory action

__________________________________________________________________

6. Description of proposed regulatory action (Why is regulatory action being proposed? What are the goals and anticipated requirements of the regulatory action? Who will be impacted by regulatory action? Attach draft regulatory action as necessary)

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

7. Specify timeframe allowed for transition and implementation of proposed action.
__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

8. Would implementation transfer any impacts to another media (air, water, land)?

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

9. Would implementation increase impacts of any other constituents within regulated area?

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

10. Would implementation increase the use of a natural resource or energy?

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

11. Would implementation conflict with any applicable policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the area of concern?

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

12. Have net environmental benefits been considered?

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

13. (a)
Has a cost evaluation/analysis been completed for the implementation by the regulated community on the proposed regulatory action? If yes, what are the estimated costs for implementation?
__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

(b)
Did the costs evaluation/analysis take into consideration other cost impacts to regulated programs, under the purview of different CalEPA agencies, which may have to make modifications to comply with the proposed regulatory action due to a conflict with an existing regulation? 

__________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________

Regulatory agencies required to review proposed regulatory action.  NOTE: Regional and Local Boards or Districts who may be advancing regulatory action or who may be impacted by it should complete the review.
	· State Water Resources Control Board

	· California Air Resources Board

	· California Integrated Waste Management Board

	· Other

______________________________________
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The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by the proposed regulatory action.  Details on the potential impacts of the proposed regulatory action on each of the factors checked below are provided in Section 3. 
	· Water Quality
	· Agricultural Resources
	· Climate Change and Energy Conservation

	· Air Quality
	· Public Services
	

	· Land Use
	· Utility and Service Systems
	


Is it agreed that the timeframe allowed for transition and implementation of proposed action is sufficient?

· Yes 

· No (If no, please explain and suggest alternative timing)

On the basis of this initial evaluation, please check one of the following:

· I find that the proposed regulatory action COULD NOT have a significant cross media effect on the environment.

· I find that although the proposed regulatory action could have a significant cross media effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect because revisions to the proposed regulatory action have been made by or agreed to by all appropriate regulatory agencies (SWRCB, CARB, CIWMB, or their local arms).

· I find that although the proposed project could have a significant cross media effect on the environment. Because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately by all appropriate regulatory agencies, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated, including revisions or mitigation measures, nothing further is required.
	___________________________________________
	______________

	Signature
	Date

	___________________________________________
	

	Printed Name
	

	___________________________________________
	

	Agency
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	Potential Impact
	No Impact
	Not Applicable

	WATER QUALITY

Would the proposed regulatory action:

	(a)
Conflict with any applicable policy, or regulation adopted by the SWQCB or other agency for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
	(
	(
	(

	(b)
Impact any water quality standards, waste discharge requirements, or substantially degrade water quality?
	(
	(
	(

	(c)
Cause a reduction in groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level?
	(
	(
	(

	If there is a potential impact for any of the above, or if the potential impact can be mitigated, please describe:



	
	Potential Impact
	No Impact
	Not Applicable

	AIR QUALITY

Would the proposed regulatory action:

	(a) 
Conflict with any applicable policy, or regulation adopted by CARB or other agency for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
	(
	(
	(

	(b)
Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
	(
	(
	(

	(c)
Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or project air quality violation?
	(
	(
	(

	(d)
Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the subjected geographic area or region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
	(
	(
	(

	(e)
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
	(
	(
	(

	If there is a potential impact for any of the above, or if the potential impact will be mitigated, please describe:




	
	Potential Impact
	No Impact
	Not Applicable

	AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, reference may be made to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the proposed regulatory action:

	(a)
Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 
	(
	(
	(

	(b)
Increase the use of inorganic fertilizer?
	(
	(
	(

	(c)
Reduce water availability to agricultural land?
	(
	(
	(

	(d)
Increase the need for irrigation?
	(
	(
	(

	(e)
Reduce agricultural land availability or utilization?
	(
	(
	(

	If there is a potential impact for any of the above, or if the potential impact will be mitigated, please describe:




	
	Potential Impact
	No Impact
	Not Applicable

	PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the proposed regulatory action:

	(a)
Require modification or operational change at any of the following facilities serving the public?
	
	
	

	

Wastewater Treatment
	(
	(
	(

	

Water Treatment
	(
	(
	(

	

Solid Waste / Landfills
	(
	(
	(

	

Compost Facilities
	(
	(
	(

	

Recycling Facilities
	(
	(
	(

	

Energy/Power Production Facilities
	(
	(
	(

	If there is a potential impact for any of the above, or if the potential impact will be mitigated, please describe: 
(Examples: 1. New conventional wastewater treatment; 2. New advanced treatment; or 3. Development of new treatment technologies):




	
	Potential Impact
	No Impact
	Not Applicable

	UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the proposed regulatory action:

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

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

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

	(d)
Conflict with any applicable federal, state, and local statutes and regulations?
	(
	(
	(

	(e)
Allow for compliance with diversion requirements of AB 939 and SB 1016?
	(
	(
	(

	(f)
Allow for compliance with Federal Comprehensive Procurement Guidelines for biosolids and compost?
	(
	(
	(

	If there is a potential impact for any of the above, or if the potential impact will be mitigated, please describe:



	Did the sponsoring Agency adequately address cost considerations?  If no, please explain deficiencies:




	
	Potential Impact
	No Impact
	Not Applicable

	CLIMATE CHANGE AND ENERGY CONSERVATION
Would the proposed regulatory action:

	(a)
Conflict with any applicable policy, or regulation adopted by a state agency for the purpose of mitigating climate change?
	(
	(
	(

	(b)
Cause an increase in the emission of greenhouse gases?
	(
	(
	(

	(c)
Cause an increase in energy consumption through increase use of:
	
	
	

	

Equipment
	(
	(
	(

	

Processes
	(
	(
	(

	

Materials
	(
	(
	(

	

Power
	(
	(
	(

	(d)
Cause an increase in fossil fuel use through:
	
	
	

	

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

	

Result in a change in traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic 
vehicles or miles?
	(
	(
	(

	

Increase fossil fuel powered equipment 
use? 
	(
	(
	(

	If there is a potential impact for any of the above, or if the potential impact will be mitigated, please describe:
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Section 3 – Evaluation of Environmental Impacts
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