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REGION 9
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

PRELIMINARY FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
Arturo Herrera/La Morita Discharge Relocation Project
Tijuana, Baja California, Mexico
April 23, 2026

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) invites the public to comment on its
preliminary Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) based on the Environmental Assessment
(EA) of Wastewater Treatment Plants’ Effluent Relocation Project for the City of Tijuana, Baja
California. EPA Region 9 intends to authorize Border Environment Infrastructure Fund (BEIF)
for this proposed project. EPA Region 9’s authorization of funds for the proposed project is a
federal action requiring compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 42
USC §§4321-4370f. In accordance with NEPA and EPA NEPA regulations at 40 CFR Part 6,
EPA Region 9 has prepared an EA describing the potential environmental impacts associated
with the Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative.

Project Location and Description

The proposed project is located in the City of Tijuana, in the state of Baja California in
northwestern Mexico. Specifically, the project is located in the El Florido subdivision, which is
within the Tijuana River watershed near the Abelardo L. Rodriguez Reservoir. The Tijuana River
flows north through Tijuana and into the United States, where it enters the Tijuana River Estuary
and then the Pacific Ocean at Imperial Beach. The project includes construction of wastewater
infrastructure to enable effluent from the Arturo Herrera (AH) and La Morita (LM) wastewater
treatment plants (WWTP) to be pumped upstream of the Rodriguez Reservoir. Project
components include gravity conveyance pipelines, pump stations, force mains and a surge tower.

Purpose and Need for Proposed Project

The purpose of the proposed action is to reduce the dry-weather flow of wastewater in the
Tijuana River. Currently, treated effluent from the AH and LM WWTPs is discharged to the
Tijuana River downstream of Rodriguez Reservoir, where it mixes with stormwater, urban runoff
and raw sewage from unsewered areas and leaks in Tijuana’s wastewater collection and
conveyance system. When dry-weather flows in the river exceed the pumping capacity of the
diversion system in Tijuana at the border, some or all these flows cross into the United
States. By relocating the treated effluent from the AH and LM WWTP’s to Rodriguez Reservoir,
flow in the Tijuana River downstream of Rodriguez Dam would be reduced.

Reducing the threat to public health is the primary goal of the proposed action. Untreated
wastewater contributes to high bacterial concentrations in the Tijuana River and tributaries,
creates health risks for recreational users, and introduces other pollutants of concern that have



led the State of California to list the Tijuana River as an impaired water body under Section 303
of the Clean Water Act. Sewage in the Tijuana River also contributes to strong odors. While the
wastewater from LM and AH WWTPs is treated, the flows mix with untreated sewage in the
Tijuana River. The combination of the treated and untreated flows exceeds water quality
standards for the State of California. When these flows exceed the pumping capacity of the
diversion system at Pump Station CILA (PB-CILA), they flow into the United States and
contaminate the river valley and beaches. The proposed project would result in mitigation of
transboundary wastewater flows entering the United States and improvement in sanitary
conditions within Tijuana.

Alternatives Considered

EPA examined two alternatives for the EA, the Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative.

1. No Action Alternative: Under the No Action Alternative, there are no construction activities.

2. Proposed Action (Preferred Alternative): The Preferred Alternative includes the construction
of wastewater pumping and conveyance infrastructure to enable treated effluent from the AH
and LM WWTPs to be discharged upstream of the Rodriguez Reservoir, rather than the
Tijuana River. The alternative includes construction of two pumping plants, two gravity lines,
two force mains, a surge tower, and a discharge point.

Environmental Review

After carefully considering the regulatory, environmental (both natural and human) and socio-
economic factors as described in the EA, EPA has not identified any significant adverse impacts
to the environment in the United States that would result from the implementation of the
proposed project.

Public Review and Comment Period

EPA Region 9 is providing a 30-day public comment period on the preliminary FONSI and draft
EA, as required by 40 CFR Part 6.203. These documents (EPA No. N2026125) are available for
review from EPA’s NEPA Compliance Database at: cdxapps.epa.gov/cdx-enepa-
[l/public/action/nepa/search. Interested parties may submit comments regarding this preliminary
decision by the close of business on May 27, 2026.

Please submit comments to:

Tara Flint-Silva, Project Manager
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 9
FlintSilva.Tara@epa.gov | 619-849-1036

EPA will not take administrative action on the proposed project during the 30-day comment
period. EPA will make a final decision after reviewing comments. The preliminary finding will
become final after the 30-day comment period expires if no new significant information is
provided to alter this finding.
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