


Second Addendum to MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION for Newell Wastewater System Renovation Project SCH#2016071013


LEAD AGENCY:	Newell County Water District
	405 5th Ave.
	Tulelake, CA  96134

PROJECT:
The Newell County Water District wastewater system renovation project is proposed to eliminate sewage overflows and effecting groundwater. The existing collection system was installed in 1942 as part of the Japanese American detention center. There was limited installation of new pipe in 1982 to a small southern portion of the area. The original treatment system consisted of a sewage pumping station and an Imhoff tank with sludge and effluent beds. In 1982 a duplex sewage pumping station, a 4” sewer force main, 2 facultative lagoons and two percolation beds were constructed. In 1997 a third percolation bed was constructed. The grade of the existing collection system is nearly flat and leads to frequent system blockages and surcharging manholes. Pipe materials are vitrified clay and concrete which are prone to cracks and leakage. The existing pipe needs to be replaced and sloped correctly. A new pumping station will need to be constructed in order to assist in correct sloping. An existing second pumping station will be removed as unnecessary. The lagoons will require extensive renovation to improve the treatment of sewage.
A. Salvage and remove existing pumping station near Imhoff tank after constructing new pump station near entrance road to airport. Original must stay in service until new facilities are operational.
B. Install new gravity sewer in "Goose Lodges" neighborhood and new sewer to location of new pumping station. This will eliminate old leaky pipe installed at much too flat of a grade. 
C. Salvage and remove small pump station near potato shed and restore the area. This can only be done after new gravity sewer is in service.
D. Install new gravity sewer in southern area to locate sewer in public rights of way and extend existing sewer where necessary.
E. At each sewage lagoon, replace & repair valving, remove sludge in pond 2, install liner, construct sampling station, and install staff gauge for determining depth. Each lagoon must be done separately; one must stay in service until the other is completed.

Addendum consists of:

Applying dried composted Class 2 sludge on 65 acres of property located
near 41degrees 52’ 49” N ; 121 degrees 18” 51” W near the junction of
County Road 202 and County Road 114 Modoc County approximately 3 miles from the treatment plant. Instead of the originally property immediately adjacent to the plant.



LOCATION:

The project is located in the community of Newell, Modoc County, Township 47North, Range 5 East MDB&M	

PROJECT NAME:	Newell Wastewater System Renovation Project


CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
INITIAL STUDY AND CHECKLIST

General Information:

	Owner(s):
	Newell County Water District

	Project Applicant:
	Newell County Water District  

	Project Contact:
	Jim Cook, District Grant Administrator  

	Project Type:
	Newell Water System Renovation

	Location:
	The project is located in the community area of Newell

	Township & Range:
	T.47N., R.5E., M.D.B.&M. 

	USGS Topo Quad:
	Newell (1993)

	Parcel Number:
	Multiple 

	Project Site Size:
	Renovation of existing structures

	Zoning:
	Multiple zoning districts within the urban area

	General Plan:
	Urban and  Farmland

	Other Agencies and/or Organizations Identified:
	Modoc County
CA. State Water Resources Control Board
North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board
California Department of Water Resources 
California Department of Transportation
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. National Park Service

	Access:
	Hwy. 139, 

	Water Supply:
	Community

	Sewage Disposal:
	Community

	Supplemental Reports:
	Water and Sewer System Evaluation and Recommended Repairs
(Hammond Engineering, April 201)

	Fault and Geologic Map:
	Near Quaternary Volcanoes and faults

	Drainage Basin:
	Lost River

	DOC Important Farmland:
	Farmland of local importance; Urban built-up land

	Flood Zone:
	C; 060192-0200B; 9/24/84





1 Environmental Checklist Analysis



1.1 AESTHETICS

	
AESTHETICS
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

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

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]



DISCUSSION
The IS/MND found that the project would not have any effect on the regional aesthetics. 

[bookmark: _Hlk172117683]ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not effect aesthetics. 

State Highway 139 is designated as a National Scenic Byway; no work will take place near Highway 139.



1.2 AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

	
AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES*
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	[bookmark: _Hlk172117187]
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land.

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	

e)  Results in the loss of forest land


	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
f) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in the Farmland or forest lands

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]



DISCUSSION
The IS/MND found that the project would not adversely affect the agricultural or forest land resources in the area.

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect Agricultural of Forest resources . 



1.3 AIR QUALITY

	
AIR QUALITY*
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
d) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	*    Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the above determinations.



DISCUSSION
The IS/MND found that the project would only very minor temporary effects on air quality only during the construction period.  

The Clean Air Act was reviewed and Modoc County Air Pollution Control Officer was contacted to determine if this addendum would have an impact on the community. The NCWD requires that water spraying will occur during construction. The Modoc County Air Pollution Officer agreed that no significant impacts on air quality will accompany the renovation of the wastewater system including this addendum.

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect air quality . 


4.4	BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

	
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, an any species identified as a candidate, sensitive or special status species in local or regional plans, policies or regulations, or by the California Dep’t. of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
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b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies or regulations or by the California Dept.. of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
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c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption or other means?
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d) Interfere substantially with the movement of 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?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or ordinance?
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f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan or other approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plan?
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DISCUSSION
The IS/MND found that the renovation of the existing wastewater system within the would not impact biological resources.  The USFS, CDFW and CNDDB list of threatened, endangered species as well as species of concern was reviewed in 2015 and 2016. For this addendum the current 2023 lists were reviewed and the Districts Wildlife Biologist surveyed the area and region for species of interest. None were found and the area to be disturbed was determined not to be important habitat for any listed species, including the farmland to receive the dried treated sludge. 

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect biological resources  




4.5	CULTURAL RESOURCES

	
CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in 15064.5?

	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]
	
	

	
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5?
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c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?
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d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
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DISCUSSION
The IS/MND found a less than significant impact as long as cultural impacts were monitored during and ground disturbing activities. California State Historic Preservation Office has been contracted to review this project.
A United States Park Service representative and archeologist has reviewed the project and walked the proposed construction lines with the NCWD archeologist. The Northeast California Information Records search has been conducted. The Native American Heritage Commission was contacted to review the project in 2015 and 2016. The Tulelake Committee (a group of citizens interested in protection of the Internment Camp) has been involved in the line location process. 
The District will have an archeologist observing all excavation. The Park Service will be invited to also have an archeologist on site for all excavation. The Tulelake Committee will also be invited to have an archeologist or observer on site during excavation. Should any significant items or structures be found the archeologist shall formulate a plan to record, document and/or avoid disturbance of the items.

See attached Archaeological Survey and Findings Report for existing conditions and mitigation activities. Mitigation has already included relocation of the proposed sewer line to avoid National Register eligible properties to protect sensitive areas. Monitors will be present during ground disturbing activities in all areas. The dialog between the District, the Klamath and Modoc Tribes, the Tule Lake Committee and the County will continue and be expanded as part of the project.
 
Newell is listed as a historic resource on the National Register because the community is located upon the previous site of the WWII Japanese Internment Camps.  The site was listed in February of 2006.  A 5-acre parcel has been designated as a National Monument.  The project will not encroach into that 5-acre area.  No historical structures will be impacted by this project.  The renovation will solely target the infrastructure of the community wastewater system.  

The community system was installed in 1942 to service the Internment Camp, also referred to as the Tule Lake Segregation Center.  The wastewater system is now outdated and a safety hazard that requires renovation and replacement for the functioning of the community, the system remains in poor condition and needs major improvements.  A five-acre parcel, has been established as a National Monument.  The proposed project will not encroach into that 5-acre area. An archeology monitor will be on site during any ground disturbance to watch for Native American or Interment Camp artifacts. Construction will immediately cease if any artifacts are found and will not resume until a plan is developed to deal with those artifacts. 

  ADDENDUM: The community is extremely sensitive to both historic and prehistoric cultural resources. The community sits within a Japanese interment site as well as in the Modoc tribal use area. Moving the dried treated sludge will not require any ground disturbing activities and so will not affect any Cultural Resources. 


ENERGY. 
	

Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Result in potential significant environmental impact to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation.
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b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy of energy efficiency 

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
	
	
	
	




Discussion:
The Energy section of the CEQA Checklist was implemented after the 2016 IS/MND was prepared.
However, moving the treated dried sludge will be completed by vehicles registered in the State of California and so will be as fuel efficient as possible. 

ADDENDUM: 

				

4.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

	
GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Expose 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 recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?  Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
(ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

	
	
	
	[image: ..\..\..\..\..\..\Program Files\Microsoft Office\Clipart\WebArt\WB01114_.GIF]

	
(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
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(iv) Landslides?
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b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
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c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, 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?
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?
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e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?
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DISCUSSION
The Newell Wastewater System Renovation project will replace the existing system.

 ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect geology or soils. 
 

4.7 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

	
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
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b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?
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c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or to the environment?
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e) For a project located within 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 result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
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	For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
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f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
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g) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?
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DISCUSSION
This project does not involve any uses that are associated with the use, transport or production of hazardous materials.   The project will involve construction during the renovation of the wastewater system, some of which will be within the vicinity of a public use airport.

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect and hazards and/or hazardous materials. 


4.8	HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

	
HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? Or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality 
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b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin?
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c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-or-off site?
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d) In flood hazard, tsunami or seiche sones, risk release of pollutants due to project inundation
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e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan. 
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DISCUSSION

This section of the checklist has been modified since the publication of the 2016 IS/MND The project does not pose any adverse impacts to water quantities or water quality. The project will improve safety and efficiency of the wastewater system.  Improvements to the system will have positive impacts as the new system will reduce groundwater contamination and reduce the risks of potential contamination to water sources that feed into the Clear Lake and Tule Lake National Wildlife Refuges. The existing system was constructed in the 1940s and leaks extensively.  

The project area is not located within a 100-year flood hazard zone per FEMA flood map 06049C0050E

The District has notified and discussed placing the treated dried sludge on local farmland, with the North Coast Regional Water Control Board and they have no objection to this addendum 

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect hydrology or water quality. 



4.9	LAND USE AND PLANNING

	
LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Physically divide an established community?
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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?
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DISCUSSION
The proposed project is consistent with applicable general plan, specific plan or land use plan or policy.  It will not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan per Modoc Planning Director, including this addendum.

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect land use or planning. 



4.10	MINERAL RESOURCES

	
MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
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?
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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?
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DISCUSSION
No known mineral deposits are located within the project area.

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect mineral resources. 


4.11	NOISE

	
NOISE
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
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?
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b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
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c) 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?
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DISCUSSION
The IS/MND determined that no excessive noise would be generated. For this addendum all vehicles will be licensed by the State of California and so will not be noise generators. Movement of sludge will be limited to the period of 7a.m. to 7 p.m.   The project does not increase the potential for any continuing major sources of community noise.  The project is located within the vicinity of an operating public or private airstrip.

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect noise. 


4.12	POPULATION AND HOUSING

	[bookmark: _Hlk172120304]
POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
c) Induce substantial unplanned 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)?
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d) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
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DISCUSSION
The IS/MND found that the proposed project would not cause a significant increase in population for the area.  The community of Newell has been identified as a disadvantaged community.  Population growth is limited and fluctuates with the seasonal needs for agricultural workers.  The goal of the Newell Wastewater System Renovation project is to provide safe, dependable and low maintenance sewage disposal system for the residents.  The project is not proposed to induce growth but improve the wastewater treatment for the existing population. 

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect population and housing. 


4.13	PUBLIC SERVICES

	
PUBLIC SERVICES

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

	
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 following public services:
(i) Fire protection?
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(ii) Police protection?
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(iii) Schools?
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(iv) Parks?
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(v) Other public facilities?
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DISCUSSION
The IS/MND found that the project improves the existing public services and facilities.

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect Public Services. 



4.14	RECREATION

	
RECREATION

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

	
a) Would the project 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?
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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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DISCUSSION
This project will not significantly impact recreation facilities.

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect Recreation facilities. 









4.15	TRANSPORTATION / TRAFFIC

	[bookmark: _Hlk172136296]
TRANSPORTATION 
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
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b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines 15064.3 subdivisions (b)?
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c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric  design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
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d) Result in inadequate emergency services?
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DISCUSSION
This section has been modified since the 2016 IS/MND, however, the project does not present any significant impacts to transportation or traffic resources. 

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect transportation. 




4.16	TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOUCES 

	
Tribal Cultural Resources 
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
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, 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:?
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Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register 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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ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.
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DISCUSSION
The IS/MND found a less than significant impact as long as cultural impacts were monitored during any ground disturbing activities. California State Historic Preservation Office had been contracted to review this project.
The Klamath and Modoc Tribes were contacted to review the project as was the Modoc Tribe of Oklahoma. All tribal groups indicated support for the project as long as there was monitoring during any ground disturbance.
A United States Park Service representative and archeologist reviewed the project and walked the proposed construction lines with the NCWD archeologist. The Northeast California Information Records search has been conducted. The Native American Heritage Commission was contacted to review the project in 2015 and 2016.
Since the IS/MND was prepared in 2016 the Modoc Tribe of Oklahoma has become one of the largest land owners in the Newell District. Two chairmen have walked over the project and indicated support for the entire project.

[bookmark: _Hlk172137285]ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not affect tribal cultural resources. 



UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

	

Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
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? 
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Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 
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Result in a determination by the wastewater 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? 
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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?
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Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste? 
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				            DISCUSSION:

The original 2016 IS/MND identified only positive impacts in repairing the sewerage system. And moving the dried treated sludge will bring positive impacts.


	
 
Would the project:
	
Potentially Significant Impact
	
Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated
	
Less Than Significant Impact
	
No Impact

	
a. Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
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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? 
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Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (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? 
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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? 
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Wildfire section of the Checklist was not contained in the 2016 IS/MND. 
The four Checklist items included in the Wildfire section are assessed below: 

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones: 
a. Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 
a. The project area is within a local responsibility area and is not mapped as a high or very high fire severity zone. The project and its revisions will not substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan as replacement sewer mains will be underground. 
b. Would the project, 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? 

The sewer system renovation project would not exacerbate wildfire risks. The project is surrounded by development within the District limits and irrigated farmlands and replacement mains would be underground. 
c. Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (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? 
The project would not exacerbate fire risks in the project area and would not otherwise require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure that may exacerbate fire risk. d. 
d. Would the project 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? 
The project would not alter existing risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. Installation of replacement sewer main and appurtenances would not change grades or flooding risks. 

The Wildfire section does not result in any new potentially significant impacts being identified with the project and does not require any new mitigation measures. None of the situations described in Section 15162 exist that would require preparation of a Subsequent IS/MND.




4.17	MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

	
MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

	
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?
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b) Does the project have impacts that are individually 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)
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c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
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DISCUSSION
The 2016 IS/MND proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment (archeology concerns), there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described will be a required condition of the project approval, and accordingly a MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION was be prepared.

This Second Addendum has not identified any new potentially significant impacts or mitigation measures that were not identified in the 2016 IS/MND. 

ADDENDUM: Moving the dried treated sludge will not cause this project to trigger the Mandatory Findings of Significant







Newell County Water District
Wastewater System Renovation
Mitigation measures and monitoring plan
The following mitigation measures and plan has been adopted by the Board of Directors of the Newell County Water District as part of the Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Wastewater System Renovation project. The Notice of Determination was dated 12 September 2016

Mitigation Measures:
The district has relocated some line placement on the recommendation of the project Archeologist to avoid National Register eligible properties.
The District will have an archeologist observing all excavation. The Park Service will be invited to also have an archeologist on site for all excavation. The Tulelake Committee will also be invited to have an archeologist or observer on site during excavation. 
Should any significant items or structures be found construction will stop and the archeologist, in consultation with the Tulelake Committee shall formulate a plan to record, document and/or avoid disturbance of the items or location.
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