
NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

20 1 9 0 3 9 11 3 

Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District 

Post Office Box 5, (3 150 Main Street) 
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 

(760) 934-2300 Fax (760) 934-9210 

MAR 2 9 2019 
STAT& Gl.i.ARINQHOUSE 

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA), the State CEQA Guide lines, 
The Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District, Defensible Space Department, has made an Initia l Study of 
possible environmental impacts of the following-described project: 

APPLICANT: Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District 

APPLICATION: Home Owner's Assistance Grant 

LOCATION: Town of Mammoth Lakes, Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 County of Mono 

DESCRJPT ION OF PROPOSED PROJECT: 

We are applying for a Cal OES HMGP DR-4382 Grant. The grant funding will re- imburse property owners 
for defensible space work done on their property. MLFPD staff will inspect properties, come up with a 
work plan and de liver to the property owner. The property owners wi ll get 2-3 bids and hire the contractor 
with the lowest bid. When the work is completed, MLFPD staff wi ll re-inspect. If the work done meets our 
ordinance standards, the property owner wi ll pay the contractor and submit the ir receipt for 75% 
re imbursement on the lowest bid. 

Signed: 

Dated: .3-z-:;;-- / f 

FIN DINGS: It has been found that this project, as described and proposed to be mitigated herein, will 
not have a s ignificant effect on the environment and that an environmental impact report (EIR) is, 
therefore, not required. A brief statement of reasons supporting such findings is as follows: 
Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District's Fuels Reduction Department finds that the above mentioned, 
Initia l Study of possible environmental impacts, showed no Impacts to the environment. We are merely 
funding, fuels reduction efforts on privately owned, developed and undeveloped, properties with the Town 
of Mammoth Lakes boundaries. 



PUBLIC INQUIRY: Any person may object to dispensing with such EIR or respond to the findings 
herein. Information relating to the proposed project is on file in the office of the Mammoth Lakes Fire 
Protection District, at the address shown below. Any person wishing to examine or obtain a copy of that 
information or this document or seeking information as to the time and manner to so object or respond, may 
do so by inquiring at said office during regular business hours. 

A copy of the Initial Study is attached hereto. 

PROPOSED NEGATIVE DECLARATION DA TE: March 11, 2019 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION REVIEW PERIOD ENDS: April 18, 2019 

Robert Williams, Captain, Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District 
Fuels,Reduction Department 
315b Main Street 
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 
(760) 934-2300 ext. 232 

By Robert Williams 
Captain/ Fuels Reduction Coordinator 

AGENCY CONSULTATION REQUIRED: X Yes~ No 

AGENCIES CONSULTED: Air Resources Board, Cal Trans District# 9, Fish & Game Region #6, 
Department Food & Agriculture, Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, Native American Heritage 
Commission, Regional WQCB #6. 

STA TE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER (if required): 

INITIAL STUDY PREPARED BY: Robert Williams, Captain/ Fuels Reduction Coordinator 

DATE POSTED: March 25, 2019 

DATE OF NOTICE TO PUBLIC: March 25, 2018 

* Public Resources Code, Section 21000, et seq. 
** Title 14, Division 6, California Administrative Code, as amended 
*** MLFPD Ordinance 16-02 Chapter 49 Section F-4901.1-F-4908.2 
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CEQA APPENDIX G: 
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

NOTE: The following Is a sample form and may be tailored to satisfy Individual agencies' needs 
and project circumstances. It may be used to meet the requirements for an initial study when the 
criteria set forth In CEQA Guidelines have been met, Su.bstantial evidence of potential Impacts 
that are not listed on this form must also be considered. The sample questions In this form are 
Intended to encourage thoughtful assessment of Impacts, and do' not necessarfly represellt 
thresholds of significance. 

1. Project title: Home Owners Assistance Grant 

2. Lead agency name and address: 
·Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District 
3150 Ma!n Street/ P.O. Box 5 Mammoth.Lakes, CA 9354e 

3. Contact person and phone number: _R_o_b_ert_Wl_ll_la_m_s_7_6o_._93_4_.2_3_o_o ___________ _ 

4, Project location: Mammoth 1.;akes, CA 93546 Mono County 

5. Project sponsor's name. and address: 
Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District 

3150 Main Street/ P.O. Box 5 Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 

6. General plan designation: Low Density Residential (LDR-1), and Resort (R). 

7. Zoning: Rural ResJdential (RR) and Resort(R). 

8. Description of project: (Describe the whole action lnvolved1 lncluding but not limited to later 

phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for Its 
illlplementatlon. Attach addltlonal sheets If necessary,) 

Our project Is to reduce fuel.loadlng on developed and undeveloped private parcels within the towm limits of Mammoth lakes, CA 93548 

Property owners wlll contract for fuel reduction work and submit reclepts to MLFPD for relmbursment up to 75% of lowest obtained bid. 

9, Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings: 
The project wfll be limlted to developed and undeveloped private parcels. 

Some parcels are next to Town owned and Federally owned properties,. 

10. Other publlc agencies whose approval Is required {e.g., permits1 financing approval, or 

participation agreement.} 
Mammoth lakes Fire Protect!on District (MLFPD}, Inyo Natfonal Forest, Mammoth lakes Community Water District, Mono County 

and Town of Mammoth Lakes 

11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the 
project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 

21080.3.1? If so, has consultation begun? 

rm not sure they have ever asked to be consulted, but we have consulted them in the past, and will for this project. 

Consultation has not yet begun, 

NOTE: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead 

agencies, and project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and 

address potential adverse impacts to trlbal cultural resources, and reduce the potential. for 

delay and conflict in the envirOnmental review process. (See Public Resources Code section 

21083.3,2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American Heritage 
Commission's Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California 



Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of Historic 
Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains 
provisions specific to confidentiality. 



ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this projett, Involving 
at least one impact that Is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as Indicated by the checklist on the 
following pages. 

[2] Aesthetics □ Agriculture and Forestry 
Resources 

□ Biological Resources □ Cultural Resources 

□ Gr~enhouse Gas EmlsslonsD Hazards & Hazardous 
Materials 

□ Land Use/ Planning □ Mineral Resources 

□ Population/ Housing □ Public Services 

□ Tra nsportatlon/Trafflc □ Trlba! Cultural Resources 

□ Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency) 

On the basis of this Initial evaluation: 

□ Air Quality 

□ Geology /Solis 

□ 
Hydrology/ Water 
Qualitv 

□ NoJse 

□ Recreation 

□ Utilities/Service Systems 

[2] I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, 
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

0 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
there will not be a slgnlficant effect !n this case because revisions in the proJect have been mad~ 
by or agreed 'to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE D.ECLARATION will be 
prepared. 

0 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT Is required. 

D I find that the proposed project MAY have a 11 potentially significant lmpact11 or 11 potent!ally 
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at le.ast one effect 1) has been 
adequ_ately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal st_and.ards, and 2) has 
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as descrJbe_d on attached 
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT Is required, but it mu.st analyze only the effects that 
remain to be addressed. 

0 I find that although the proposed project.could have a significant effect on the environment, 

because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or 
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or 
mitigation measur~s that are Imposed u_pon the proposed project, nothing further Is required. 

r;:::~~-~ _0_3/_1_1/_20_1_9 ___ _ 
Signature Date 



EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except 11 No lmpact11 answers that are 
adequately supported by the Information sources a lead agency cites In the parentheses 
following each question. A 11 No lmpactu answer is adequately supported If the referenced 
Information sources show that the Impact simply does not apply to projects like the one 
Involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone), A "No Impact" answer sho.uld 
be explained where It Is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., 
the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a proJe-ct-speciflc 
screening analysls), 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action Involved, lncludlng off-slte as well as 
on-site, cumulatlve as well as project-level, Indirect as well as direct, and construction as 
well as operational Impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical Impact may occur, then the 
checklist answers must Indicate whether the Impact Is potentially significant, less than 
significant with mitigation, or less than sJgnlflcant. 11 Potentially Significant lmpact 11 is 
appropriate If there Is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant, If there are 
one or more 11 Potentlally S!gnlficant Jmpact11 entries w_hen the determination Is made, an 
EIR Is required. 

4) 11 Negatlve Declaration: Less Than Slgnlficant With Mitigation lncorpo_rated11 applies where 
the Incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from 11Potentially 
Significant lmpact11 to a "Less Than Significant lmpact.11 The lead agency must describe the 
mitigation measures, and _briefly explain how t_hey reduce the effect to a less than 
significant level (mitigation measures from 11 Earller Analyses, 11

· as described In (5) below, "" 
may be cross-referenced). 

5) E.arller analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed In an earlfer EIR o·r negative cfeclaratlon. 
Section 1S063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 

a) Earlier Analysis Used, Identify and state where they are available for review. 

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were 
within the scope of and adequately analyzed In an earlier document pursuant to 
applica_ble legal standards, and state whether such effects wer~ addressed by 
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are 11 Less than Significant with Mitigation 
Measures Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated 
or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they addres.s site­
specific conditions for the project, 

6) Lead sgencles are encouraged to Incorporate Into the checklist references to Information 
sources for potentlal impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a 
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, lnc.lude a-reference 
to the page or pages where the statement Is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used 
or Individuals contacted should be cited In the discussion. 



8) This Is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; 
however, lead agencies should normally address the questions from thls checklist that are 
relevant to a project's envlronmentai effects in whatever format Is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) the significance criteria or threshold, W any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) the mitigation measure Identified, If any, to reduce the Impact to less than 
significance 



SAMPLE QUESTIONS 

Issues: 

I. AESTHETICS, Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect_on a scenic 
vista? 

b) Substantlally damage scenic resources, 
Including, but not llmlted to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway? 

c) SubstantlaHy degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and Its 
surro_undlngs? 

d) Create a new source of substantial light or 
glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

11. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES. 
In determining whether impacts to agricultural 
resources are significant environmental eff(:!cts, 
lead agencies may refer to the Callfornia 
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment Model (¼)97) ore pared by the 
California.Dept, Ot Conservation as an. optional 
model to use In assessing impacts on 
agrlcultu:re and farmland, in determining 
whether Impacts to forest reso"urces, lnclu.ding 
tfmberland, are significant envlro.n_mental 
effet:ts, lead agencies may_ refer to informci_tlon 
compiled by the California Department of 
Forestry and Flre Protection regarding-the 
state's Inventory of forest laiid, Including the 
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the 
FOrest Lefi8cy Assessment PrOject; and forest 
carbon measuremerit methodology provided In 
Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air 
Resources Board. Would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 
□ 

□ 

□ 

Less Than 
Significant 

with ~••• Than 
Mitigation Significant No 

Incorporated Impact Impact 

□ □ 0 

□ □ 0 

□ □ 

□ □ [2J 



Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially with Less than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmlan.d, 

□ □ □ 0 or Farmland of Statewide Importance 
(Farmland)1 as shown on the maps prepared 
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monltorln~ Progr~ni of the California Resources 
Agency1 to non-agricultural use? 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 

□ □ □ 0 use, or a Wllllamson Act contract? 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
□ □ □ 0 rezoning of, forest land (as defined In Public 

Resources Code section 12220{gl), timberland 
(as defined by Pubilc Resources Code sec!lon 
4526). or timberland zoned timberland 
Production (as defined by Governm.ent Code 
section 51104(gl)? 

d) Result In the loss of forest land or conversion 
□ □ □ 0 of forest land to non-forest use? 

e) Involve other changes ln the existing 
□ □ □ [2] 

environment which, due to their locatlon or 
nature, could result In conversion of Farmland, 
t_o non-agricultural use or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 

Ill. AIR QUALITY, Where available, the 
significance criteria established by the 
applicable air gucillt¥ m1inageme_nt or air 
goliu!lon ~ontrol district may be relied upon to 
make the followlng determinations. Would the 
project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct Implementation of □ □ □ 0 the applicable air quality plan? 

b) Violate any aJr quality standard or contribute □ □ □ 0 sub_stantlallyto an existing or projected air 
quality violation? 

c) Result In a cumulatively considerable net □ □ □ Increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project regi.on 1s non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing emissions which 
exceed qua ntltative threshcilds for ozone 



Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

precursors)? 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 

□ □ □ 0 pollutant concentrations? 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
□ □ □ 0 substantial number of people? 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: 
Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either 
□ □ □ 0 directly or through habitat modifications, on 

any species Identified as a candidate, sensitive, 
or special status species In local or regional 
plans, policles1 or regulations, or by the 
California De12~rtment of Fish and Game or U.S. 
Fish ang WIidiife Service? 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any □ □ □ 121 riparian ha_l:,ltat or other s.ensltlve natural 
community Identified In local or regional pl.ans, 
policies, regulations or by the California 
Degartment of Fisb and Game or US Fish and 
WIidiife Service? 

c} Have a substantial adverse effect on 
□ □ □ 121 federally protected wetlands as defined by 

Section 404 oft.he Clean \'.Yater Ac! (including, 
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, co_astal, 
etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrologlcal interruption, or other means? 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of □ □ □ 121 any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or Impede the use 
of native wildlife nursery sites? 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances □ □ □ 121 protecting biological resources, su_ch as a tr~e 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 

□ □ □ [i] 
Habitat Conservat.lon Plan, Natural Cori1munlti 
Cons_'7ryiit1oii Plan, of other approved local, 
reglonal, or state habitat conservation plan-? 



Less.than 
Significant 

Potentially with LeSs Than 
Significant Mi~igatlon Significant No 

Impact lncorpor_ated Impact Impact 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change In the □ □ □ l2l significance of a historical resource as defined 
lri § 15064,5? 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change In the □ □ □ l2l significance Of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to§ 15064.S? 

c) Olrectly or Indirectly destroy a unique 
□ □ □ paleontologlcal resource or site or unique 

geologic feature? 

d) Disturb any human remains, Including those □ □ □ l2l Interred outside of dedicated cemeteries? 

VI. GEObOGY AND SOlbS, Would the project: 

a) Expo_se people or structures to potential □ □ □ substantial adverse effects, Including the risk of 
loss, injury,· or death involving: 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as □ □ □ delineated on the most rece_nt Alqulst-Prlolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map Issued by the 
State Geologist for the are• or based o_n other 
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Dlvl_slon of ~ID~• and §eolog~Sgeclal 
Publication 42, 

Ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? □ □ □ l2l 
Iii) Seismic-related ground failure, Including □ □ □ 12] 
liquefaction? 

Iv) Landslides? 0 □ □ l2l 
b) Result In substantial soil erosion or the los_s · □ □ □ 0 of topsoil? 

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that Is □ □ D [21 
unsta_ble, or that would become unstable as a 
result of the project, and potentially result In 
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 



Les.s Than 
Si{fnificant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact lncorpor:ated Impact Impact 

d) Be located on expansive soil. as defined In 
□ □ □ 0 Table 18-1-B ofthe'Unlform Building Code 

(1994), creating substantial risks to life or 
property? 

e) Have soils Incapable of adequately 

□ □ □ 0 supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternatlve waste water disposal systems 
where sewers are not availab_le for the dlsposal 
of waste water? 

VII, GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the 
project: 

a} Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either □ □ □ directly or indirectly, that may have a 
significant Impact on the environment? 

b) Conflict with a.n applicable plan, policy or □ □ □ 0. regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing 
the emissions of gre.enhouse gases? 

VIII, HAZARQS /IND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. 
Would the project: · · 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or 

□ □ □ the environment through the routine transport, 
use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or □ □ □ 12] 
the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
inv_olvlng the release of hazardous materla_ls 
into the environment? 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle □ □ □ 0 hazardous or acutely haz_ardous ma_terialsi 
substances, or waste within oneRqu.arter m,lle 
ofan existing or proposed school? 

d) Be located on a site which is Included on a □ □ □ 0 11st of hazardous materials sites complied 
purs·uant to Government Code Section 65~62,S 
and1 as a result, would it create a significan_t 
hazard to the public or the environment? 



Less Than 
Signlficartt 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Slgrtlflcant No 

Impact lncorpqrated Impact Impact 

e) For a project located within an airport land 
□ □ □ 12] 

use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or 
publlc use airport, would the project result In a 
safety hazard for people residing or working In 
the project area? 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private □ □ □ airstrip, would the project result In a safety 
hazard for people residing or working ln the 
project area? 

g) Impair Implementation of or physically 
□ □ □ 14 Interfere with an adopted emergency response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant □ □ □ 12] 
risk of loss, injury or death Involving wildland 
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wlldlands? 

IX, HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would 
the project: 

a) Violate any water gualitY'. standards or. waste 
discharge regutrements? □ □ □ 12] 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies □ □ □ 12] 
or Interfere substantially with groundwater 
recharge such that there would be a net deficit 
in aquifer vol_ume or a lowering of the lo.cal 
groundwater table level (e.g., the produc;(lon 
rate of pre-existing nearby wells wou.ld drop to 
a level which would not support existing land 
uses or planned uses for which perml_ts haVe 
been granted)? 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage □ □ □ pattern of the site or area, including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream or 
river, ln a manner which would result ln. 
substantlal erosion or siltation on- or.off-site? 



Less Thali 
Significant 

Potentially with less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant NQ 

Impact ln.corpQrated Impact Impact 

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage □ □ □ l2l pattern of the site or area, Including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream or 
river, or substantially lrn;:rea_se the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner which 
would result In flooding on- or off-site? 

e) Create or contribute runoff Water which □ 0 □ would exceed the capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater drainage systems or 
provide substantial additlonal sources of 
polluted runoff? 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water □ □ □ l2l quality? 

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard □ □ □ l2l area as mapped on a federal flood Hazard 
BoundaQl or Flood Insurance Rate Mag-or 
other flood hazard delineation map? · 

h) Place wJthln a 100-year flood hazard area □ □ □ l2l structures which would lmpede or redirect 
flood flows? 

I) Expose people or ,structures to a .significant □ □ □ l2l risk of loss, Injury or death Involving flooding, 
Including flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or dam? 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? □ □ □ 
X. LA~D USE AND PLANNING. Would the 
project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? □ □ □ l2l 
b) Confilct with any applicable land use plan, □ □ □ 0 policy, or regulation of an agency with 
Jurisdiction over the project (Including, but 
not limited to the general plan, specific plan, 
lo_c_al C(?astal program, or zoning .ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 



Less Than 
SlgnHicant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact lnco.rporated Impact Impact 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 

□ □ □ ~ conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

XI, MINERAL RESOURCES, Would the project: 

a) Result In the loss of availability of a known 
□ □ □ mineral resource that would be of value to the 

region and the residents of the state? 

b) R.esult In the loss of availability of a locally- □ □ □ Important mineral re_source recovery site . 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan 
or other land use plan? 

XII. NOISE -- Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
□ □ □ noise levels In excess of standards established 

in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
□ □ □ 0 excessive groundborne vibration or 

groundborne noise levels? 

c) A su_bstantial p_ermane:nt lncreas_e In ambient 
□ □ □ noise levels In the project vicinity above levels 

existing without the project? 

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase □ □ □ ~ In ambient noise lev.els In the project vicinity 
above levels existing without the project? 

e) For a project located within an airport land 

□ □ □ ~ use plan or, whenr_such a plan has not be_eil 
adopted, within two miles of a publlc airport or 
public use a·Jrport, would the project e_xpo_se 
people residing or working In the project ate a 
to exc.esslve noise levels? 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private □ □ □ airstrip, would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 



Less Than 
Signlflcani 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

Xiii. POPULATION A~D HOUSING. Would the 
project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth In an 

□ □ □ area, either directly (for example, by proposing 
new homes and businesses) or Indirectly (for 
example, through extension of roads or other 
Infrastructure)? 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing □ □ □ ~ housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 

□ □ □ [2] 
necessita_ting the construction of repl~cement 
housing elsewhere? 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. 

a) Would the project result In substantial □ □ □ adverse physical Impacts as.sociated with the 
proVlslon of new or physlca[ly altered 
governme"ntal facllitles, ne_ed for new or 
physically altered governmental facillties, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
envlronrtlental impacts, In order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response times ·or 
other performance objectives for any o_f the 
public services: 

Fire protection? □ □ □ l2l 
Police protection? □ D □ 0 
Schools? 

□ □ □ l2l 
Parks? 

□ □ □ lil 
Other public facilities? □ □ □ l2l 

XV. RECREATION. 

a) Would the project Increase the use of □ □ □ 0 existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deteriora.tion of the facility 
would occur or be accelerated? 



Le·ss Than 
Significant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact lncotporate_d Impact Impact 

b) Does the project Include recreational □ □ □ [2] 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of rec:reational facilities which might 
have an adverse physlcal effect on the 
environment? 

XVI. TRANSPOBTATIONlIRAFFIC, 

Would the project: 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or □ □ □ pollcy establishing measures of effectivel)ess 
for the perform_ance of the circulation system, 
taking l_nto account all modes of transportat!_on 
Including mass transit and non-motorized 
travel and relevant components of the 
circulation system, Including but not limited to 
lntersectl,ons, str~ets, highways and freeways, 
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transtt? 

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion □ □. □ management program, Including, but not 
limited to. level of service standards and travel 
demand measures, or other standards 
esta}Jlished by·the county congestion 
man_agement agency for designated roads or 
highways? 

c) Result In a change In air traffic patterns, □ □ □ Including either an Increase In traffic levels or a 
change In location that results In substantial 
safety rls_ks? 

d) Substantially increase hazards due toa □ design feature {e.g., sharp curves or dangerous □ □ [2] 
Intersections) or lncompatlble uses (e,g,, farm 
equJpment)? 

e) Result.In !nade_quate emergency access? □ □ □ [2] 
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or □ □ □ [2] 
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or 
pedestrian.facilities, or otherwise decrease the 
performance or s_afety of such facilities? 



XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

a) Would the project cause a substantial 
adverse change In the slgnlficanc;e of a tribal 
cultural resource, defined In Public Resources 
Code sectlOn 21074 as either a site, feature, 
place, cultural landscape that Is geographically 
defined In terms of the size and scope of the 
landscape, sacred place, or object with 
cultural value to a California Native American 
tribe, and that Is: 

I) Listed or eligible for listing In the California 
Register of Hlstorlcal Resources, or lri a local 
register of hlstorlcal resource.s as defined In 
Public Resources Code section 5020.l{k), or 

II) A resource determined by the lead agency, 
In its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant tp crit,eria 
set forth In s.ubdlvlslon {c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying 
the criteria set forth In subdivision {c) of 
Pub Uc Resource Code .Section 5024.1, the lead 
agency shall consider the significance of the 
r~so_urce to a Callfornla Native American trlb.e. 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

Le.ss Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

□ 

□ 

Less Tha_n 
Significant 

Impact 

□ 

□ 

No 
Impact 



Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

XVIII. UTILITIES ANO SERVICE SYSTEMS. 
Would the project: 

a} Exceed wastewater treatment requirements 
□ □ □ of the applicable Regional Water Quality 

Control Board? 

b) Require or result In the construction of new □ □ □ 0 water or wastewater treatment faclllties or 
expansion of existing facllltles, the construction 
of which COlJld cause significant environmental 
effects? 

c) Require or result in the construction of neW □ □ □ 12] 
Storm water drainage faclllties or expansion of 
exl5;tlng fa.cilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant envlronmental effects? 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to □ □ □ serve the project from existing entitlements 
and resources, or are new or expanded 
entitlements needed? 

e) Result In a determination by the wastewater □ □ □ 0 treatment provider which serves or may serve 
the project that It has adequate capacity to 
serve the project's projected demand In 
addition_ to the provider's existing 
commitments? 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient □ D □ ~ per/11itted .capacity to accommodate t_he 
project's solid waste disposal needs? 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes □ □ □ ~ and regulations related to solid waste? 



Less Than 
Significant 

Potentially with Less Than 
Significant Mitigation Significant No 

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact 

XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a) Does the project have the potential to □ □ □ [2] 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildnfe 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or anl~al 
community, reduce the number or restrlctthe 
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate Important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory? 

b) Does the project have impacts that are □ □ □ 0 
Individually limited, but cumulatively 
consld_erable? (1'Cumulat'ively conslderable 11 

means that the Incremental effects of a p~oJect 
are considerable when viewed In connection 
with the effects of past projects, the effects of 
othe"r current projects, and the effec_ts of 
probable future projects)? 

c) Does the project have environmental effects □ □ □ [2] 
which will cause su_bstantlal adverse eff_ects-on 
human beings, either directly or Indirectly? 

Note: Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21083.05, 21083.09 Public Resources Code, Reference: 
Section 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21073, 21074 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080,3, 21083, 21083.05, 
21083,3, 21080,3,1, 21080,3.2,21082.3, 21084.2, 21084.3, 21093, 21094, 21.llila, and ill.21, Public 
Resources Code; Sundstromv. CountyofMendocino,(19881202 Cal.App.3d 296; Leonoffv. MonterevBoqrd 
ofSupervisors, (19901222 Cal.App.3d 1337;EurekaC/tlzensforResponslbleGovt. v. Cityo(Eureka (2007) 141 
Cal.App.4th 357; ProtecttheHistorlcAmadorWaterwcrysv.AmadorWaterAgency (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th at 
1109; San Franciscans Upholding the Downtown Plan v. Qty and County of San Francisco {2002) 102 
Cal.App.4th 656. 


