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Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District

Post Office Box 5, (3150 Main Street)
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546
(760) 934-2300 Fax (760) 934-9210

Govomor's Office of Planning & Ressarch

MAR 29 2019
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA), the State CEQA Guidelines,
The Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District, Defensible Space Department, has made an Initial 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
DESCRIPTION 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 deliver to the property owner. The property owners will get 2-3 bids and hire the contractor
with the lowest bid. When the work is completed, MLFPD staff will re-inspect. If the work done meets our
ordinance standards, the property owner will pay the contractor and submit their receipt for 75%
reimbursement on the lowest bid.

Signed:

Dated: Z-75-/7

FINDINGS: It has been found that this project, as described and proposed to be mitigated herein, will

not have a significant 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,
Initial Study of possible environmental impacts, showed no Impacts to the environment. We are merely
funding, fuels reduction efforts on privately owned, developed and un developed, properties with the Town
of Mammoth Lakes boundaries.



v

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 DATE: March 11, 2019
NEGATIVE DECLARATION REVIEW PERIOD ENDS: April 18, 2019
Robert Williams, Captain, Mammoth Lakes Fire Protection District
Fuels:Reduction Department

31350 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, Figh & Game Region #6,
Department Food & Agriculture, Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, Native American Heritage
Commission, Regional WQCB #6.

STATE CLEARINGHOQUSE 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 reguirements for an initial study when the

criteria set forth in CEQA Guidelines have been met, Substantial 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 necessarily represant
thresholds of significance.

Projact tile; Home Owners Asslstance Grant

Lead agency name and address:
‘Marmrnoth Lakes Fire Protection District -

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

3, Contact person and phone number: Robert Willams 780, 934 2300
4, Project location: Mammoih Lakes, CA 93546 Mana County

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

3150 Malin Street/ P.O. Box 5 Mammoth Lakes, CA 93548

General plan designation: Low Densﬂy Residentlal (LDR-1). and Resort (R).

Zoning: Rurai Resldential (RR) and Resort(R).

Description of project: {Descrlbe the whole action Involved, including but not limited to later
phases of the project, and any secendary, support, or off-site features necessary for its
implementation. Attach additlonal sheets if necessary.)

Qur project is to reduce fuel leading on developed and undevelopad private parcels within the town limits of Mammoth Lakes, CA 83546
Properly owners will coniract for fuel reduction werk and submit reclepts to MLFPD for reimbursment up to 75% of lowest obtained bid,

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Brlefly describe the project's surroundings:
The projsct will be limited to developed and undeveioped private parcels.

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

10, Other public agancies whose approval Is required {e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement.}

Mammgth Lakes Fire Protection Distrct (MLFPD}, Inyo National Forgst, Mammoth Lakes Communlty Water District, Monc County

and Town of Mammoth Lakes

11. Have Californla Natlve American tribes trad]tlonai!ly and culturally affillated with the
project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21080.3.17 If 5o, has consultation begun?

F'm not sure they have ever asked to ba 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 tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for
delay and conflict in the environmental review process. [See Public Resources Code section
21083.3.2.) Information rnay also be avallable from the Californla Native American Heritage
Commisston’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 potentlally affected by this project, Involving
at least one impact that Is a "Potentlally Significant Impact” as Indicated by the checkllst on the
following pages.

v _ Agriculture and Forestry . )
Assthetics [:l Resources [:I Alr Quality
Biological Resources D Cultural Resources D Geology /Soils
] Hazards & Hazardous Hydrology / Water
Greenhouse Gas EmlsslonsD Materials Guality
Land Use / Planning D Minera) Resources Nolse

HERININEE

[]
[

Popuiation / Housing D Public Services _ D Recreation
[]

Transportation/Trafflc D Tribal Cultural Resources LHilities/Service Systems

l:l Mandatory Findings of
Slgnificance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

~ On the basis of this Injtial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project CO_'_U_LD NOT have a significant effact on the envirénment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

there will not be a signlficant effect in this case because revisions in the project. have been made
by or agreed to by the projest proponent, A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be

prepared.

I:] | find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. -

D | find that the proposed project MAY have a "patentially significant impact" or “potentlally
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one: effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressad by mitigation measures based on the satlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT Is required, but it muast analyze only the effects that
remain to be addressed.

D | find that although the propased project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentlally 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
rhitigation measures that are imposed upen the preposed project, nothing further is required.

Voo ' 03/11/2019

Signature Date




EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

4)

5)

7)

Abrief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact” answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites In the parentheses
following each questlon. A "No Impact” answer is adequately supported If the referenced
Informatlon 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 should
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 poliutants, based on a project-speciflc
scraening analysis),

All answers must take account of the whole action Involved, Including off-site as well as
on-site, curmulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational Impacts.

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

signiflcant with mitigation, or less than significant, "Potentially Significant Impact” is
appropriate if there Is substantlal evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are
one or more "Potentlally Significant Impact” entrles when the determination Is made, an
EIR Is requlired. .

"Negatlve Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where
the Incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially
Slgnificant Impact” to a "Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency rust describe the
mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level (mitlgation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described In (5) below, o
may be cross-referenced).

Earfler analyses rmay be used where, pursuant to the tierlng, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earller EIR or negative declaration.

. Sectlon 15063(c}{3}{8). in this case, a brief discussion should identify the foliowing:

a) Earller Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are avallable for review.

b} Impacts Adequately Addressed, Identlfy which effects from the above checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to -
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitlgation measures based on the earlier analysls.

€] Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "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 address site-

specific conditlons for the project, i :
Lead agencles are encouraged to Incorporate Into the chacklist references to Information
sources for potential impacts {e.g., general plahs, zoning ordinances). Referance to a
previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include.a.reference
to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used
or individuals contacted showld be cited in the discussion.




8)

9

This Is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats;
however, lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are
relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever format [s selected.

The explanatton of each issue should identify:

a} the significance criteria or th reshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b) the mitigation measure (dentifled, If any, to reduce the Impact to lgss than
significance




SAMPLE QUESTIONS
Issues:

Less Than
" significant : i
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact  Incotporated Impact Impact

I AESTHETICS, Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic D ' D D @

vista?

b) Substantlally da rhage scenlc resources, D D D

Including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic bulldings within a . :
state scenle highway? : : )

¢} Substantially degrade the existing visual ' _
character or guality of the site and its D D D

surroundings?

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

N

S

i[. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES.
In determining whether impacts to agrlcultural
resources are significant environrnental effects,
lead agencies may refer to the Callfornja
Agrlculturai Land Evaluation and Site . ) .
Assessment Model {1997} pre pared by the _ ' i
California Dept. of Conservation as an optfonal ) ;
model to use In assessing impacts on ' : . : - i
agriculture and farmiand. In determining ' C
whether Impacts to forest resoyrces, Including .
timberland, are significant environmental’
effects, lead agencies may refer to information
compiled by the Californta Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the
state’s inventory of forest land, Including the
Forest and Range Assesstnent Profect and the
Forast Legacv ALsessment project; and forest
carbon measurement methodology provided in

Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Would the project:




a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland,
or Farmiland of Statewide Importance
{Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared

pursyant to the Farmland Mapping and ‘
Monitoring Prograni of the California Resources

Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Willlamson Act contract?

c} Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Publlc

Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland

{as defined by P ubnc Resourees Code section
4526), or timberfand zoned Timberland

Production {as definad by Government Code
section 51104(g})?

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

e) involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

L. AIR QUALITY, Whera availahle, the

significance criteria established by the

applicable alr quality management or air
bollution gontrol district may be ralied upon to

make the followlng detarminations. Would the
project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct Implementation of

the applicable air quality plan?-

b} Violate any alr quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality viclation?

¢) Result in a cumulatively constderable net
Increase of any criteria poilutant for which the
projact region 1s non-attalnment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard {including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone

v

Less Than

Significant

Potentially with _Less Than

Significant  Mitigation Sigiificant
impact Incorporated f{mpact

o o O

No
Impact

N




precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

e) Creata objectionable odars affecting a
substantial number of peopla?

IV, .BI(__)LOGICAL RESOURCES:
Would the project;

a) Have a substantial adverse effact, either
directly or through habitat modifications, an
any specles identified as a candldate, sensitive,
or special status specles In local or reglonal

* plans, policles, ar regulations, or by the

California Department of Fish and Gamg or U S.
Eish and Wildlife Service?

k) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural

. community identlfied In local or regional plans,-
policies, regulations or by the California -

Repartment of Fish and Game or US Fish and

Wild Ilfe Service?

c} Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protectad wetlands as defined by

Sectlion 404 of the Clean Water Act (including,

but not limited to, marsh, vernal poel, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filllng,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any natlve resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of natlve wildlife nursery sites? .

&) Conflict with any local policies or ardinances '

protecting blological resources, such as a tree
preservation pollcy or ordinance?

f} Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local,

reglenal, or state habitat conservation' plan?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

D.
I:l.

Less Than
Significant
with

Mitigation Significant

Incorporated

m
-

tess Than

Impact

]
[

No
Impact

&




V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change In the
significance of a historical resource as defined

in § 15064.57

b) Cause a substantlal adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource

pursuant to § 15064.57

c} Directly or indirectly destroy a unigue -
paleontological resource of site or unigue
gealogle feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, Including those
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

VI, GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the praject:

a} Expose people or structures to po'tentlal
substantial adverse effects, including the rlsk of
ioss, injury, or death involving:

i) Ru pture of a known earthquake fault, as
delingated on the most recent Alquist-Priclo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map Issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantlal evidence of a known fault? Refer to

Rivision of Mines and Geology Special

ubllcgtion 432,
ii) Streng selsmic ground shaking?

iil) Selsmic-related ground fallure, Including
liquefaction? :

Iv} Landslides?

b) Result in substantial sail erosion or the toss
of topsoil?

.c} Be located on a geologic unit or soll that Is
unstakle, or that would become unstable as 3
result of the project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liguefaction or collapse?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

(]

OO O 0O 0O

L U OO

Less Than

Significant
with Less Than
Mitigation Significant
Incorporated  Impact
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[
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-

K K K

K

] KR KR




Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation . Significant No
Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code I:I D D .

{1994), creating substantial risks to life-or
property?

e) Have soils Incapable of adequately I:l : I:I : I:I

supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the d]sposal
of waste water?

VIi. GREENHQUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the
project:

a} Generate greenhouse gas emissions, elther D I:l _ D IZI -

directly or Indirectly, that may have a
slgnificant impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or D D [] .

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Vill. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or D o ] E] IZ’

the environment through the routlne tra nsport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b} Create a significant hazard to the public or [] D . D

the environment through reascnably

foreseeable upset and accident corniditions.
“Involving the release of hazardous materials
_ Intothe environtment?

<) Efﬁit hazardous emissions or ha_ndie. | D |:| o I:] _

hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mjle
of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on.a (] l:] ]

list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, would i create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?




-Less Than

Significarit
Potentially with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact

2) For a project located within an alrport land D I:] D

use plan or, where such a plan has not heen
adopted, within two miles of a public alrport or
public 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 - D D ' D IZI

alrstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

é)fmpairlmplem'entation of or physlically D D |:| _ @ 'j

Interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant D . I:I D :

risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland

flres, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are _
intermixed with wildlands? : _ i

1X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY, Would
. the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste [] ] ]
discharge reqyirerments? ' ' '
b) Substantlally deplete groundwater supplies D D D ' ‘

or Interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficlt
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the Jecal
groundwater table level (¢.g., the production o N
rate of pre-existing nearby welis would drop to : _ ' ) : C |
a leve| which would not support existing Jand ' '
uses or planned uses for which permits have
been granted)?

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage D D D IZI 7

pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a streamor
river, in a mannar which would result in.
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?




Less Than

Significant
Potentlally with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  Neo
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage _ [:] l:' I:]

pattern of the site or area, Including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially Increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff In a manner which
would result In flooding on- or off-site?

&) Create or contribute runoff water which I:I D D [\ZI

would exceed the capacity of existing or

planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additlonal sources of
polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water : D ' I:l : E]
quality? ’ _ i
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazarg D : D D

area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard

- Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Mag or
other flood hazard delineatlon map?

b} Place within a 100-year flood hazard area [:l : I:] I:,
structures which would impede or redirect

fiood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant D . I___I D :

risk of lass, Injury or death involving flgoding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a
levee or dam? ’

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? . D |:| D
X.LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the

project:

K

a} Physically divide an established community?

b) Conflict with any applicable fand use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (Including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific pian,
local coastal prograrn, or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avolding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

00
OO
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Less Than

Significant
Potentially = with = Less Than
Significant  Mitlgation Significant No
impact  Incorporated Impact Impact

) Conflict with any applicable habitat D D D

conservation plan of natural community
conservatlon plan?

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES, Would the project:

a) Result In thefoss of availability of a.known D D |:| @

mineral resource that would be of value to the
reglon and the residents of the state?

b} Result In the loss of avaltability of a locaily- D
Important mineral resource recovery site .

delineated on a local general plan, specific plan

or other land use pian?

[]
N
N

-All.. NOISE -~ Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persans to or generation of
noise levels in excess of standards established
in the local general plan or nolse ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

L]
il
[
K]

b} Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent Increase In-ambient -
noise lévels in the project vicinity above levels -
existing without the project?

&

d) A substantial temporary or perlodic increasa
In ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels exlsting without the project?

O O O 0O

O O O O

000 o
&

K]

e} For a project located within an alrport land -
use plan or, where such a plan has not-begn
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport;, would the project expose
people residing or working In the project drea
to excassive nolse levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private D ' D
alrstrip, would the project expose people S -
residing or working in the project area to

excessive noise levels?

Ll
KJ




Less Than
Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant  No
Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact -

Xi[l. POPULATION AND HOUSING, Would the

project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an D D D @

area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly {for -

- example, through extension of roads or other
Infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantlal numbers of existing D D : D @

housing, nacessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, . D D D '

necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

XiV. PUBLIC SERVICES.

a) Would the project result In'substaritial D l:l -l D [E

adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered
governmental facllities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental Impacts, In order to malntain
acceptable service ratlos, response times or
other performance chjectives for any aof the
pubkc services:

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools? -

Parks?

Other public facliities?
XV. RECREATION.

a) Would the profect increase the use of
existirig neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilitles such that. .
substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

0 Doood
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b} Does the project Include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expanslon of recreational facilities which might
hava an adverse physical effect onthe
envirohment?

V1. TRANSPOR _TATIO_N,f TRAFFIC,
Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or
policy establishing mgasures of effectiveness
for the performance of the circulation system,
taking Into account all modes of transportation
Including mass transit and non-motorized |
travel and relavant compaonents of the
circulation system, including but not limfted to

intersections, streets, highways and freeways,

pedestrian and bl{:ycle paths; and mass tranéit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion
managernent program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards '
astablished by the county congestion -
management 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 substantlal
safety risks? '

.d} Substantlally increase hazards duetoa.-

desigh feature {e.g., sharp curves or dangerous -

intersections) or incompatible uses {e.g,, farm
aquiptent)?

@) Result In inadeguate ermergency access?
f) Coniflict with adopted pollcles, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or

pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities?

Less Than

Significant
Potentlally with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation  Significant
Impagt  Incofporated Impact
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XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

a } Would the project cause a substantial
adverse change In the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined In Public Resources

Code section 21074 as either a site, festure, -

place, culturat landscape that is geographically
definad 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:

1) Listed or eflgible for listing in the California
Register of Histdrical Resources, or In a local
register of historical resources as defined In

Public Resources Code section 5020.1{k), or

i) A resource determined by the lead agency,
In its discretlon and supported by substantial

evidence, to be significant pursuant to ¢riteria

set forth in ‘subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. Ih applylhg
the criteria set forth In subdivision (c) of
Public Resource Code Saction 5024.1, the . lead
agency shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native Americantrioe.

Less Than

Significant
Potentially with Less Than
Significant  Mitigation Significant No
Impact  Incorporated Impact Impact




Less Than -
Significant .
Potentially with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Signhificant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

XV UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS.
Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements I:] D D |ZI
of the applicable Beglonal Water Quality : '

‘Control Board?

b) Require or result In the construction of new 1 [] []

water or wastewater treatrment facilities or
expansion of existing facillties, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental
effects? '

¢} Require or resylt in the construction of new D _ - D I:I

storim water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facllities, the canstruction of which
could cause significant environmental effects?

d} Have sufficient water supplies avaitable to I::l ‘:l D |Z|

serve the project from existing entitlernents
and resources, or are new or expanded .
entitlements needed?

&) Result in a determination by the_wa‘st_é_-wéter . D D D

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) Beservedbyala nrdfiil with sufficierit D I:I ]:l

permitted capacity to accommodate the
praject’s solld waste disposal needs?

8) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes I:, : |:| l:l -

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) D‘oés the project have the poteritial to D _ D . D '

degrade the quality of the environment,.
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
populatlon to drop below self-sustaining lavels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal _ _
community, reduce the number or restrict the ;
range of a rare or endangered plant or anjrmial or
eliminate important examples of the major
periods of Californiia history or prehistory?

b} Does the project have impacts that are D ]:l [:I ‘

Individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Curiulatively conslderable”
rheans that the Incremental effects of a project
are considerable when viewed In connection
with the effects of past projects, the effacts of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future profects)?

¢} Does the project have environmental effects D _ D o El '

“which will cause substantial adverse effects on
humar baings, efther directly or Indiractly?

Note: Authority clted: Sections 21083 and 21083,05, 21083.03 Public Resources Code. Reference:
Sectlon 65088.4, Gov. Code; Sections 21073, 71074 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, ;1095, and 21;51, Public
Resources Code; undstrom v. Caunty of Alendocing, (1988) 202 Cal, Agg.sd 296; emgﬂfv. MonteregB@rd

of Supervisors, (1990} 222 Cal.App.3d 1337; Eureka Ciizeps for Responsible Govt, v. City
Cal.App.4th 357; Protect the HfstoﬂcAmador Waterways v. Amador Water Agency (2004) 116 Cal,App.4th at
1109; san ancfsr:an Linhofding the Downtown Plan v, Oty and County of San Froncisco (2002) 102

Cal.App.4th 656.




