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No, the Project is designed to maintain or improve the ground water quality in the area. It is designed to provide a treated effluent 
discharge area that has greater separation from the ground water than the existing facility. The existing percolation/infiltration ponds 
are subject to ground water surfacing in high runoff years. The California Regional Water Quality Control Board plans to revise the 
current permit to include the new area as an authorized disposal site. The long term operation of the Project would include routine 
monitoring and maintenance to inspect the performance of the wastewater treatment facility. 

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project 
may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin? 

• • • 

No, the Project will provide the same amount of treated effluent as the existing wastewater treatment facility for infiltration and 
percolation into the ground water. 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river 
or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a 
manner which would: 

i)' result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; • • • 
ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface • • • 
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite; 
iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed • • • 

the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage 
systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted 
runoff; or 
iv) impede or redirect flood flows? • • • 

The Project is an enclosed earthen basin that will receive treated effluent from the existing wastewater treatment plant. It is treated to 
secondary standards. No impervious surfaces are proposed in the Project. It will not alter a stream or river course. It will not alter the 
existing drainage pattern of the site. 

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants 
due to project inundation? 

• • • 
No. the Project is not located in or near a flood hazard, tsunami or seiche zone or at risk of release of pollutants due to project 
inundation. The land around the facility slopes from west to east along the valley floor toward the Owens River, which is located 
about 0. 8 miles eastward near the center of the valley. Big Pine Creek flows from west to east about 800 feet south of the existing 
wastewater treatment plant. 

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control 
plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? 

• • • 
No, the Project is not proposed in an area that is included in a water quality control or sustainable ground water management plan. 

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? • • • 
No, the Project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility and is contiguous with the existing wastewater treatment 
facility. Although the project expansion would be close to State Route 168 on the north side of the Project site there is still a strip of 
land about 100 feet wide between the Project and State Route 168 for continued cattle grazing as allowed by LAD WP, along with the 
east, south and west sides remaining open to continued grazing. The project will not segment the surrounding grazing areas and will 
remain surrounded by Open Space and Agriculture use. The Project will not disrupt or divide an established community, and would 
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comply with the County's land-use requirements. Furthermore, construction vehicles and equipment would utilize existing dirt roads 
on the site and a new IO foot wide road around the perimeter of the new Project site. As such, there would be no impact. 

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with 
any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

• • • 

No, the area of the Project is zoned Open Space and is occasionally used for cattle grazing. The Project expansion of the existing 
wastewater treatment plant will not interfere with this use. The Project and the existing wastewater treatment facility are surrounded 
by the General Plan designations of Agriculture to the west, and Natural Resources to the north, south and the east. The County of 
Inyo General Plan also outlines the County's land use goals, which provides for quasi-public uses under the Agriculture designation, 
and the managed production of resources under the Natural Resources designation. 

XII. 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? 

• • • 

No, according to the State of California Department of Conse,vation Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources, there are no 
known valuable mineral resources in the vicinity of the proposed ProjecL 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important 
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan? 

• • • 

No, the Project site is not delineated as a locally important mineral resource recovery site in the Inyo County General Plan. Further, 
no active mines or mineral prospects exist on or near the proposed Project site. 

XIII. NOISE: Would the project result in: 
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in 
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of 
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, 
or applicable standards of other agencies? 

• • • 

No, the Inyo County General Plan requires noise-reducing mitigation measures be implemented during construction when residential 
uses or other sensitive receptors are located within 500 feet of the site. No noise sensitive receptors are located within 500 feet of the 
proposed Project site. Post construction operations of the new Project area would create a noise equivalent to that of a standard 
water pump resulting from the installation of two (2) submersible pumps. This noise level is intermittent and is already found at the 
existing site. 

b) Generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne 
noise levels? 

• • • 
No, the Project will have the installation of pumps for the new infiltration basin which provide minimal noise and vibration and the 
ancillary pipelines would not require blasting or other vibration causing events. 

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or, an 
airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
project expose people residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 

• • 

No, the Eastern Sierra Regional Airport is located about 14 miles north from the proposed project site. 

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project: 
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, • • 

• 

• 
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No, no new homes are proposed, and no new roads, other than a new IO foot wide dirt maintenance road around the perimeter of the 
new expansion area. The expansion of the existing wastewater treatment facility by adding the new infiltration basin would not result 
in the relocation of individuals, impact housing, commercial facilities or change the distribution of the population. The nearest 
residence is located about ½ mile to southwest of the project site. 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

No, no housing or other residences currently exist within the Project site. 

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES: Would the project: 
a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, need for new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable 
service ratios, response times or other performance 
objectives for any of the public services: 

Fire protection? • 

• • • 

• • 
No, fire suppression services of the Big Pine Volunteer Fire Department would respond from its existing station located on Main 
Street in the town of Big Pine approximately I mile away, and the Project area is able to accommodate large fire protection vehicles. 
The Project operations must comply with all applicable code and ordinance requirements for access, water mains, fire flows and fire 
hydrants and those would not be changed by the Project. 

Police protection? • • • 
No,the Inyo County Sheriff has primary law enforcement authority in the unincorporated areas of Inyo County, and patrols the 
community of Big Pine and its surroundings from its existing sub-station in the City of Bishop. 

Schools? • • • 
No, the nearest schools are located within Big Pine about 0.8 miles southwest from the Project site. The Project expansion of the 
existing wastewater treatment plant would not cause a need for more school services in the area. 

Parks? 

No. No new parks will be required because of this Project. 

Other public facilities? 

No. No other public facilities are located in the vicinity. 

XVI. RECREATION: Would the project: 
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other recreational facilities 
such that substantial physical deterioration of 
the facility would occur or be accelerated? 

• • • 

• • • 

• • • 

No, the Project would not increase the demand for neighborhood or regional parks, or other recreational facilities in the area 
because it would not increase the local population. 



b) Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 
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• • 

No, the Project would not include any new recreational facilities, require expansion of existing recreational facilities, or adversely 
affect recreational services since it would not increase the local population. 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION: 
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy 
addressing the circulation system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

• • • 

No, the Project will not significantly increase traffic, and therefore, will not affect public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. 
During construction of the Project the anticipated additional traffic would be minor and not expected to have a significant impact on 
the surrounding roadways and can be accommodated by the current transportation systems in the area. Post construction, the traffic 
to and fiwn the site would be as it currently is for the existing wastewater treatment plant. Additionally, the Project would conform to 
all policies, goals, and ordinances related to the County's transportation systems. 

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines§ 15064.3, 
subdivision (b )? 

• • • 
No, the Project is a 5 acre extension of an existing 10. 3 acre wastewater treatment facility. There will be no increase in personnel. 
This will not be in conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivis ion (b) as the transportation impact of 
the completed Project along with the existing wastewater treatm ent facility will result in no increased traffic. Therefore, the Project 
will result in less than significant impacts to this resource. The subject site is not within one-half mile of either an existing maj or 
transit stop or high quality transit corridor. 

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature • • • 
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses? 

No, the Project will not result in any design features for transportation that increase hazards. 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? • • • 
No, the Project expansion of the existing wastewater treatment facility will utilize the existing dirt roads and the new 10 foot wide dirt 
road around the p erimeter of the expansion site. There is a planned gate on the north side of the new project site area that would 
prevent uhauthorized vehicle access to the wastewater treatment plant but would be opened in case of emergency to allow fire trucks 
or other emergency vehicles access to that area. 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project: 
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code § 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 D t8] D D 
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical 
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 
5020.l(k), or 

No, a letter dated March 24, 2023 indicated no cultural resource properties within the boundaries of the Project area. 

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its D 
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision 
(c) of Public Resources Code§ 5024.1. In applying the 
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code 

• • 



§ 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of 
the resource to a California Native American tribe. 
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No, there are no specific tribal cultural resources identified, but the project area could be identified as sensitive for tribal 
cultural resources. Based on conversations outside of tribal consultation with the Big Pine Paiute Tribe of the Owens Valley 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer a condition is being added to the Project that a Tribal Monitor be on site during 
construction activities. Additionally, Inyo County staff shall be immediately notified per Chapter 9.52 Disturbance of 
Archaeological, Paleontological and Historical Features of the Inyo County code. 

XIX UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: 
Would the project: 

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or 
expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications 
facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

• • • 

No, the Project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility by 5 acres and there are plans to install a ground 
mounted solar array, through a future building permit application, to power the entire wastewater treatment plant. Although there is 
to be an expansion of the facility's power, these are extensions of the existing plant with no new facilities required. Stormwater will 
be addressed under the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan, and there is no natural gas or telecommunication facilities on the 
expansion site. 

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 
and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, 
dry and multiple dry years? 

• • • 

No impact, the water demand for the project construction activities is low and would be needed during construction only. The 
operation of the new wastewater treatment plant expansion system would not require use of water supplies. 

c) Result in a determination by the waste water 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? 

• • • 

No, the Project is the expansion of the existing wastewater treatment facility being brought forth by the provider/operator of the 
wastewater treatment facility. The project would not increase the demand for water treatment on the existing wastewater treatment 
facility. 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in 
excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair 
the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

• • • 

No, limited solid waste is expected to be garnered during the Project construction activities, such as packing materials used during 
transport of wastewater treatment system components. To the extent possible, construction materials would be recycled and disposed 
of to minimize solid waste generation by the Project and would not affect landfill capacity. Based on the available capacity of the 
Bishop-Sunland Landfill, there is sufficient capacity to accommodate the limited amount of solid waste not suitable for recycling that 
would be generated during Project construction. 

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction 
statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 

• • • 
No impact, the Project would comply with all federal, state, and local statues and regulations related to solid waste. None of the solid 
waste generated during the Project construction and implementation are anticipated to be hazardous. All waste will be handled as 
required by federal, state and local regulation. 



XX. WILDFIRE: 
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 
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• • 
No, the Project area is State Responsibility Area for fire protection. Cal Fire would be the lead response department to any fires in the 
project area and would be backed up and supported by Big Pine Volunteer Fire Department. That responsibility would not change 
regardless of the status of the Project. 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate 
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to 
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 
spread of a wildfire? 

• • • 

No, the Project area would be unoccupied after construction except during the time of maintenance operations. If a fire occurs or is 
in progress, all operations would be suspended during fire suppression activities. 

c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure D 
(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or 
other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in 
temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 

• • 

No, the Project includes an access road through the Project site. State Route 168 would serve as a fuel break as well as access to the 
Project site for maintenance and emergencies. Power lines are in the near vicinity but are separately maintained by the power 
company. 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result 
of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

• • • 

No, the Project is located outside of the developed area of Big Pine. No building structures are downhill of the site. It is located on 
LAD WP open land that is used for grazing and has an extensive network of flood irrigation ditches for spreading water to grow native 
grasses. The gentle gradient of the land does not lend itself to landslides or significant runoff from unvegetated ground. Flooding is 
unlikely as Big Pine Creek is to the south of the project and the Owens River is to the east in the bottom of the valley. Any operations 
would be suspended as a result of wildfire or other emergency. 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: 
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the 
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten 
to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the 
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant 
or animal or eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory? 

• • • 

No, the Project is a 5 acre expansion of an existing 10. 3 acre wastewater treatment facility in an undeveloped-rural area. The 
existing wastewater treatment facility has been operating since 1972. The Project would not adversely affect the quality of the 
environment or eliminate important examples of a major period of California history or prehistory. The Project area has been 
previously disturbed, including disturbance from the creation of the existing wastewater treatment facility. The Project will not 
reduce or eliminate any plant or animal species with the exception of mitigation for the potential Rufous Hummingbird nesting and 
possible Hoary Bat roosting. With the implementation of the preconstruction nesting surveys, if construction is to be done during the 
Rufous Hummingbird nesting season between January 1 through September 15, and the pre-tree removal survey for the possible 
roosting of the Hoary Bat in one elm tree, the project would avoid possible disturbance or impact on any nesting Rufous 
Hummingbirds and roosting Hoary Bats. With these mitigations, the impacts would be less than significant. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively 

• • • 



considerable" means that the incremental effects of a 
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No, the Project does not have impacts that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. Due to the sparseness of the 
natural environment, lack of, or unlikely, disturbance to plant or potential animal habitat, this location is well suited for the proposed 
development. 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which 
will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, 
either directly or indirectly? 

• • • 

No, the Project has no known environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings either directly or 
indirectly. The Project would not adversely impact the residences to the west and southwest and provides the residences of Big Pine 
with a necessary service. 


