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The proposed project is consistent with the County Zoning Ordinance designation of ‘Open Space (OS). The OS designation
conditionally allows mining uses (Inyo County Code, Title 18, Sectionl8.12.040 I. Mining uses are also allowed if approved by the
Bureau of Land Management accompanied by a reclamation plan approved by Inyo County under a Memorandum of Understanding
between the County and the BLM ). These include the mining and processing of natural resources, including open pits. The proposed
mining reclamation plan is a mining use. The General Plan consists of a policy that protects the current and future extraction of
mineral resources essential to the County's economy while minimizing impacts of this use on the public and the environment.

L 0 X

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan ]
or natural community conservation plan?

No, the proposed project will not conflict with any habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan—the project site
is located in a previous mining area that has been disturbed.

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES:
Would the project:
[l U O X

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, this project is the mining of a mineral,; however, this mineral is in abundance in the area and mining this small deposit will not
deplete the mineral resource. The Inyo County General Plan encourages such mining. The impact to this resource is very small
considering the great quantities of it that are available within Inyo County.

O X

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

No, the project will have no impact on the resource.

XIII. NOISE: Would the project result in the:

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?

The proposed reclamation plan may increase ambient noise levels in the project’s vicinity. However, the site is secluded, located off
Highway 168 near Wilkerson Springs. The nearest ranch is approximately 2 miles away, and the nearest community, Big Pine, is

about 3 miles away.

X [

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne ] ]
noise levels?

No, although the mining operation could generate some groundborne noise or vibration, the site is secluded off Highway 168 near
Wilkerson Springs. With the nearest ranch approximately 2 miles away and the closest community, Big Pine, about 3 miles away, the

potential impact on nearby residents is minimal

¢) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or, an ] ] O X
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 proposed project is not located within an airport land use plan, or within 2-miles of a public airport.

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING:
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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)?

No, the project would not induce substantial population growth in the area, either directly or indirectly. It does not involve the
development of new homes, businesses, or infrastructure that could encourage population growth. The gravel pit's purpose is limited
to resource extraction, with no components aimed at residential or commercial development.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, ] ] ] X
necessitating the construction of replacement housing

elsewhere?

No, the project would not displace substantial numbers of people or housing, nor necessitate the construction of replacement housing.
The gravel pit is located in a non-residential area, with no existing housing or population directly affected by its operations.

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:

O [ X O

No, the project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or altered governmental
facilities, including fire services. The gravel pit operation is not expected to require new or expanded fire service facilities, as it does
not significantly affect service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives. The site's remote location and nature of

operations pose minimal additional demands on public services.

Fire protection?

] O L] X

No, the gravel pit operation is not expected to require additional law enforcement resources or facilities, as it will not significantly
affect service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for police services.

1 0 0 X

Police protection?

Schools?

No, the gravel pit operation will not induce population growth or housing development, meaning it will not generate additional
student enrollment or create a need for new or expanded school facilities.

O U 1 X

Parks?

No, the gravel pit operation will not induce population growth or increase recreational demand, it will not necessitate the

construction or expansion of parks.

O U X

Other public facilities? [

No, The gravel pit operation will not increase population or service demands, nor will it require new infrastructure or upgrades to
existing public facilities to maintain acceptable performance standards.

XVI. RECREATION: Would the project:
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and 1 O ] X
regional parks or other recreational facilities
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such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?

No, the proposed project will not increase the use of existing recreational facilities. No portion of this project anticipates any change

in the level of service required.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or J J O X
require the construction or expansion of recreational

facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on

the environment?

No, the proposed project does not include, nor will it cause, a need for an increase in parks or other recreational facilities that might

have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

XVIL TRANSPORTATION:

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy ]
addressing the circulation system, including transit,

roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

] | X]

No, the proposed project will have no impact on adopted transportation plans, policies, or programs addressing transit, roadway,
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. The project does not conflict with any local or regional transportation plan, nor does it introduce new
elements that would alter existing circulation patterns or require changes to transportation infrastructure.

[l X

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, ] |

subdivision (b)?
No, the proposed project will have no impact under CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, subdivision (b). The project is not expected to

increase vehicle miles traveled (VMT) or alter land use or transportation patterns in a way that would generate additional VMT.The
project will reduce VMT by utilizing local resources, with an average travel distance of 30 miles, compared to the 80-mile average
associated with commercial material sites. This reduction supports regional transportation and sustainability goals.

c¢) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature [ ] ] X
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or

incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No, the proposed project will not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or introduce incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment). The project does not involve modifications to existing roadways,

intersections, or transportation infrastructure.

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? O ] X U

No, the proposed project will not result in inadequate emergency access. While gates will be installed at the entrances of access
routes to restrict public entry for safety purposes, they will be designed to allow quick and secure access for emergency responders.

The gates will comply with local fire and emergency service requirements.

XVIIL TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES:
Would the project:
a) 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 O ] ] X
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section

5020.1(k), or
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No, the proposed project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, as
defined in Public Resources Cade § 21074. A thorough review conducted under NEPA, including background research and a
Class [l pedestrian survey, confirmed that no recorded tribal cultural resources exist within the project area. Consultation
by Caltrans with California Native American tribes indicated no concerns. Therefore, the project complies with all relevant
regulations and is exempt from further archaeological studies. Should any discoveries occur during development, they will be
subject to conditions requiring adherence to Inyo County Code Chapter 9.52 protocols.

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its ] ] ] X
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 (¢) of Public Resource Code

§ 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of

the resource to a California Native American tribe.

No, the proposed project does not encompass a resource determined by lead agency to be significant pursuant to the criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1. The project description was sent to tribes requesting AB 52
notification, and no requests for additional information have been received from them. If cultural resources are discovered in
the project area, work will be stopped, and a local Tribal representative will be consulted to determine the significance of the

finding and the proper handling of the resource.

XIX UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:

Would the project:

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or ] ] | D
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 proposed project will not result in the construction of new or expanded utility or service systems. The proposed project does
not require electricity or waste facilities. All stormwater received at this site will be contained on-site or diverted into existing
drainage channels and will not require new or an expansion of existing stormwater drainage facilities.

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project {1 ] ] X
and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal,
dry and multiple dry years?

Yes, the proposed project will have sufficient water supplies available to meet its needs during normal, dry, and multiple dry years.
Water for the project will be supplied from an existing off-site well, with water trucks filled at either the Independence Maintenance
Yard or the Bishop Maintenance Yard. The project is expected to use approximately 5,000 gallons per day during summer processing
operations, with an estimated average of 15 processing days per year. No new water infrastructure is required, and the demand is

minimal and intermittent in nature.

] &

¢) 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 proposed project will not be serviced by a wastewater treatment facility.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in [ ] ] X
excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair

the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

No, the project is served by a county landfill that has the capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs. All refuse
is disposed into approved trash bins and removed by a commercial garbage hauler.
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e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction ~ []
statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Yes, the applicant will be required to comply with federal, state and local statues and regulations related to solid waste.

XX. WILDFIRE:

Would the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or ] ] U X
emergency evacuation plan?

No, the project will not interfere with the implementation of an adopted emergency plan.
b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate | ] ] X
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to

pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled

spread of a wildfire?

No, the project site is comprised of shale, gravel, and sand. The site's vegetation will remain sparse until the completion of mining
occurs, and final slope, seed distribution has been accomplished to reduce the risk of wildfire.

¢) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure [ ] O ] X
(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 will not cause the need for additional wildfire-associated infrastructure. The project site is also located within a

Federal Responsibility Area.

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including ] ] ] X
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result

of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

No, the nearest community, Big Pine, is located 1.5 miles away from the site. The site consists of highly permeable soils, which
minimizes the risk of downslope or downstream flooding and eliminates concerns about potential landslides

XXI1. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the d X X d
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 will not impact or degrade the quality of the environment. Caltrans can mitigate the project area's resource impacts (o
less than significant. Inyo County will write mitigation measures into the Conditions of Approval for the permit. The applicant shall
work with the Great Basin Air Pollution Control District (GBAPCD) to operate in such a way as to minimize potential air quality
effects from the mining operation and reclamation plan. The applicant shall work with CDFW to mitigate the special status species’
impacts and obtain a 2081 Incidental Take permit. If any vegetation removal activities occur between February 15 — September 30. A
pre-construction survey shall be conducted for nesting birds, no more than 3-days before construction, and submitted to the Planning
Department and the BLM. A qualified avian biologist shall prepare and implement a Nesting Bird Plan if active nests are found, per
CDFW requirements. Any grubbing or vegetation removal shall occur outside peak breeding season. Caltrans will be required to
Jollow all State and local regulations regarding hazardous materials. The proposed project does not encompass a resource eligible
Sor listing in the California Register of Historical Resources or a local register or historical resources defined in Public Resource
Code section 5020.1(k). Work shall stop if any archaeological or cultural resources are discovered on the site. Inyo County staff shall
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be immediately notified per Chapter 9.52, Disturbance of Archaeological, Paleontological, and Historical Features of the Inyo

County Code.

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually J ] ] X
limited, but cumulatively considerable? (““Cumulatively

considerable” means that the incremental effects of a

project are considerable when viewed in connection with

the effects of past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

The proposed mining reclamation is located in a remote area, and the impacts of this project are not expected to be cumulatively

considerable.

c¢) Does the project have environmental effects which [l O | X

will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

No, Caltrans will remove all equipment and debris from the site upon completion of mining. The gate and site perimeter berm will
restrict public access to the site for the life of the mine operation. Warning signs with contrasting background lettering shall install at
access points into the quarries stating “No Trespassing - Keep Out; Surface Mining Operation” or similar. Also, the reclaimed 3H:1V

slopes will be of sufficient low gradient to not cause a hazard to public safety.








