NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

MADERA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Planning Commission of the County of Madera, State of
California, will hold a PUBLIC HEARING to consider the following:

The application of ComSites West, LLC for a conditional use permit (CUP #2007-035) to

allow the construction of a co-locatable wireless communications facility for commercial use.

The property is owned by Donald E. and Wendy D. Bonander and is located on the east

side of Highway 41, approximately 0.5 mile north of the intersection of Highway 41 and

Avenue 12 (no address available), Madera. The property is zoned ARE-40 (Agricultural,

Rural, Exclusive-40 Acre) District. Size: 40.09 acres. APN: 049-026-012. A Mitigated

Negative Declaration (ND #2007-69) has been prepared for the project in compliance with

provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and is available together with

the Initial Study for public review at the Madera County Planning Department. Written

comments concerning this Mitigated Negative Declaration (ND #2007-69) may be submitted

to the Madera County Planning Department until January 10, 2008, which will be the end of

a 21 day review period. For more information regarding this project, please contact

Matthew Treber at (559) 675-7821.

This PUBLIC HEARING will be held at the special meeting of the Planning Commission on
Tuesday, January 15, 2008, at 6:00 p.m. at the Madera County Resource Management Agency, 2037
W. Cleveland Avenue, Madera, California. The staff report for this item will be viewable on-line seven
days prior to the hearing date on the Madera County website:

http://www.madera-county.com/rma/planning commission/planning_commission_agendas.html

RAYBURN BEACH, Planning Director
Madera County, California

Publication Date: December 21, 2007
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This NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING concerns property in the area of which you are a neighboring property owner or
owner. If you have any comments concerning this PUBLIC HEARING, please write to the Planning Department, 2037 W.
Cleveland Avenue, Madera, California 93637-3593, or call (559) 675-7821, or attend the meeting at the time and date
stated on the notice. Any court challenge of the proposed action may be limited to those issues raised in written or oral
testimony presented at the public hearing described in this notice.

PLEASE TURN THIS PAGE OVER FOR AN AREA MAP WHICH IDENTIFIES THE LOCATION OF THE REQUEST.




RE:

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION MND 2007-69

ComSites West Wireless Communications Tower / Wireless Communications
Facility - Conditional Use Permit 2007-035

LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

The project consists of a request for a conditional use permit to allow a telecommunications
tower with a height of 120 feet and related equipment facilities. The property is zoned ARE-
40(Agricultural, Rural, Exclusive 40-Acre) district, and is 40.09 acres in size. The property
is owned by Donald and Wendy Bonander and is located on the east side of Highway 41,
approximately 0.5 miles north of its intersection with Highway 41 (no situs), Madera (APN:
049-026-012).

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:

No adverse environmental impact is anticipated from this project. The following
mitigation measures are included to guard against any potential impacts.

BASIS FOR NEGATIVE DECLARATION:

The following conditions and mitigation measures are specifically included as a part of

1)

7))

the negative declaration:

Elevations indicating the design features (i.e. monopole) and color scheme shall
be submitted to the Planning Department at the time of building permit
application for review and approval.

The tower will be designed and constructed as a 120 feet tall windmill structure,
consistent with the elevation drawings submitted and approved as part of the
application materials. The antenna arrays shall be designed to minimize the
profile of the tower to the extent feasible.

The tower and all antennas shall be coated, painted, or treated in such a manner
as to make it non-reflective.

The tower shall not exceed 120 feet in height, including all necessary equipment
and appurtenances.

All driveways, parking areas, and circulation paths shall be surfaced with gravel,
crushed rock, pavement, or similar material approved by the Planning
Department.

The applicant shall be required to maintain the facility at an acceptable level, as
determined by the Planning Department, regarding visual/aesthetic components
of the facilities until such time as the tower is removed.

Security lighting shall be down-shielded to keep light within the boundaries of the
site.
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10.)

11.)

12.)

If not required by the Federal Aviation Agency or agency for safety purpose, the
tower shall not be lighted. If lighting is used white(preferable) or red strobe lights
at the minimum number, intensity, and flashes per minute shall be used.

The applicant will provide to the Planning Department a Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) “Determination of No Hazard to Air Traffic” aeronautical
study prior to filing any application for a building permit for the proposed project.

Any California Tiger Salamanders, Western Spadefoot, Burrowing Owl,
California Horned Lark, Hardhead, Succulent Owl's Clover, Hairy Orcutt Grass,
or San Joaquin Valley Orcutt Grass must be protected by setbacks or easements
as specified by the US Fish and Wildlife Service mitigation guidelines.

An encroachment permit must be obtained for all proposed activities for
placement of encroachments within, under or over Highway 41.

In the event that unanticipated buried archeological deposits are encountered
during project-related activities, work in the immediate vicinity of the discovery
must cease until the finds can be evaluated by a qualified archeologist. Should
human remains be encountered within the project area, the County Coroner
must be contacted immediately; if the remains are determined to be Native
American, then the Native American Heritage Commission must be contacted as
well.

On the basis that no significant amounts of traffic, noise, dust, light, or glare will
result from this development, that no biclogical or cultural resources will be
degraded, and that no significant increase in the demand for public services or
utilities will be generated by this proposal, the Madera County Environmental
Committee has directed that this mitigated negative declaration be prepared.

/671

Madera Courﬁﬂinvironmental Committee

A copy of the negative declaration and all supporting documentation is available for
review at the Madera County Planning Department, 2037 West Cleveland Avenue,
Madera, California.

DATED:; December 26, 2007

FILED:

PROJECT APPROVED:
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AESTHETICS -- Would the project:

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

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

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

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

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant  with Mitigation ~ Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
| O J |
| Ol |
O | O
£ O] n L

Discussion: The project site is not located within the vicinity of any known scenic vistas. No scenic resources are
known to exist within the vicinity of the project site. However, the tower could be visually obtrusive to the
surrounding area, including the neighboring property owners along Highway 41. Mitigation measures relating to
design criteria (i.e. non-reflective coating applied to structure, and no lighting) would mitigate these impacts toaless

than significant level.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts
to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects,
lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Mode! (1997) prepared by the
California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the
project:

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

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

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

(Il L] 0 H
U L O |
L | (] ||

Discussion: Areview of maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program has indicated
that the property on which the project site is located is not designated Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmfand of Statewide Importance. Development of the project will not convert prime farmland nor have an effect
on farmland within an agricultural preserve contract. Development of the project will not provide impetus for the

conversion of agricultural lands into non-agricultural uses.

AIR QUALITY - Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:



V.

b)

c)

d)

e)

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

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation?

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)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

O

O

O

Less Than
Significant
with Mitigation
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O

O

O

Less Than
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Discussion: The construction activities associated with the project will contribute dust to an air mass in the San
Joaquin Valley that currently exceeds the state and federal health standards for PM-10. Initially, during the
construction phase of the project, additional traffic beyond that occurring at the project site would be generated
which would add to an increase in vehicle emissions in the area. Compliance with existing regulations (San Joaquin
Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District-Regutation VIII) would constitute reasonable efforts and reduce the
impact of the project to less than significant levels with regard to air quality. The proposat would not expose
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations or create objectionabie odors affecting a substantial
number of people.

MINERAL RESQURCES -- Would the project:

a)

b)

Result in the loss of availability of & known mineral resource
that would be of value to the region and the residents of the
state?

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?

O

O

L

L

Discussion: The project will not result in the loss of any known mineral resources. No such resources are
known to exist in significant quantities on the project site.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

O
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant  with Mitigation ~ Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife ] [ 0 u

Service?

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 | | L |
other means?

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? L [ [ N
e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting

biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or

ordinance? L tl 0 n

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or 0 0 0 u
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

Discussion: This project was sent to the California Department of Fish and Game for comment, and no response
was received, a review of available databases indicates that there are species of concern in the area. These
species include : California Tiger Salamander (Federally listed as Threatened, Fish and Game listed as Species
of Concern), Western Spadefoot (Fish and Game listed as Species of Concern), Burrowing Owl (Fish and Game
listed as Species of Concern), California Horned Lark (Fish and Game listed as Species of Concern), Hardhead
(Fish and Game listed as Species of Concern), and Succulent Owl's Clover (Federally listed as Threatened,
California Fish and Game list as Endangered, CNPS 1B), Hairy Orcutt Grass (Federally listed as Endangered,
Caiifornia Fish and Game list as Endangered, CNPS 1B), San Joaquin Valley Orcutt Grass (Federally listed as
Threatened, California Fish and Game list as Endangered, CNPS 1B). While there is no immediate indication that
any of these species are on the undeveloped portion of the project, and considering that the surrounding area has
been developed to some extent, the likelihood of any of these species being on the property is not very high.
However, mitigation measures are in place in the event that the species are present.

CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a ] | B =
historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an | J [ ]
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c} Directlyorindirectly destroy a unique palecntological resource 0 ] B ]

or site or unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside N ] = i
of formal cemeteries?
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Less Than
Potentialiy Significant Less Than
Significant  with Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact

Discussion: No paleontological resources or unique geological features are known to exist in the vicinity of the
site. There are no known historic or culturally significant resources on the subject property. The project will not
involve activities which would significantly disturb any subsurface resources.

LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community? N ] 0 ||

b)  Conflictwith any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of O O O n
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

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

Discussion: The project will not divide any existing communities, or conflict with any adopted plans, policies, or
regulations designed to avoid environmental impacts. The project purposes to construct a 120 feet cellular
communications tower with equipment building on a agriculturally zoned parcel. The Madera County Zoning
Ordinance allows such proposals in agricultural zone districts with approval of a conditional use permit. The
proposal has been distributed to all agencies which are believed to have an interest in the project. These agencies
have provided comments, where appropriate. The proposal would not conflict with General Plan Policies 1.H.1-3
inreference to visual and scenic resources, because the project proposal utilizes designfeatures that are consistent
with General Plan policies in regards to minimizing visual impacts. The project does not conflict with any applicable
habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse O ] O |
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on
the mostrecent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? L] ] U m
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking? 0 0 0 ]
iy Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 0 ] [ B
iv)  Landslides? O O J B



Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant  with Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorparation Impact Impact
b)  Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? O 0 | [}
¢) Belocated 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, liguefaction or collapse? O O O N

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? u L L u

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems . N 0 B
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water?

Discussion: There are no active or potentially active faults of major historic significance within Madera County.
The County does not lie within any Alquist Priolo Special Studies Zone for surface faulting or fault creep. Seismic
ground shaking, however, is the primary seismic hazard in Madera County because of the County's seismic setting
and its record of historical activity (General Plan Background Element and Program EIR). The project represents
no specific threat or hazard from seismic ground shaking, and all new construction will comply with current local
and state building codes.  Other geologic hazards, such as landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, and
liquefaction have not been known to occur within Madera County. The project site does not posses any steep
slopes which would be subject to erosion or cut and fill activities, The project is not located on expansive soil, as
described Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS — Would the

project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 0 0 N H
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident 0 n 0 u
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into
the environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter m M M N
mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Belocated on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code M 0 0 B
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

e) Fora 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 0 0 J B
area?

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
projectresultin a safety hazard for people residing or working
in the project area? u . O L



h)

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

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?

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant  with Mitigation  Significant

Impact Incorporation impact
[ L1 O
(] U [l

No
tmpact

Discussion: The project presents no significant risk of accidental upset or other health hazard. The project site
is not located on any list of hazardous or contaminated sites. Any on-site batteries proposed for the project shall
be installed and maintained in conformance with County Environmental Health and Fire Department requirements.
All gated accesses must be approved by the Fire Department. The Environmental Health Department has
requested that the applicantfill out a hazardous materials business form listing any and all hazardous materials that
will be stored at the project site.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project:

a)

b)

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
reguirements?

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would
be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-
existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

Substantially aiter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alieration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage 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 would exceed the
capacity of existing or pianned stormwater drainage systems
or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

| [ (]
O O g
0l O 0J
O O g
O O U
g O O
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant  with Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporation impact Impact

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped
on afederal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate N 0 0 u
Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which | [ m H
would impede or redirect flood flows?

i)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of a 0O 0 m
the failure of a levee or dam?

J) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfiow? | . O —

Discussion: The project site is not located within a flood plain, and does not present a danger fo flooding. The
project does not propose to discharge any storm or wastewater into any surface water body or adjacent parcel. No
on-site septic services will be required for the operation of the facility. The communications tower will be an
unmanned site with only occasional maintenance or repair visits by personnel.

NOISE — Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in ] D ] ]
excess of standards established in the tocal general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive | O | H
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in O | N H
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

d)  Asubstantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise O O [ ] O
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

e) Foraprojectlocated 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 expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive O U U |
noise levels?

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the O | W 0 [
project expose people residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

Discussion: The project will generate noise during construction activities, including ground borne vibration as the
result of earthwork associated with the project. Once project construction is completed, noise generation from daily
project activity will be minimal. The facility will utilize electrical equipment which will generate a minimal amount
of noise. The site is not located within an airport land use plan. The project would not expose any people residing
or working in the vicinity of the site to excessive noise levels.

POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project:

a} Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or 0 0 0 B
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or ather
infrastructure)?

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



Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant  with Mitigation ~ Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the O 1 O ]

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion: The project will not result in population growth, and will not displace existing housing or pecple. The
proposal would not have the effect of inducing additional growth to cccur within the area.

XN, PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the project 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:

i) Fire protection? O N O ||
ii)  Police protection? O Ij Ul [ |
iy Schools? O O O ||
iv)  Parks? O [l O |
v)  Other public facilities? 1 O O ]

Discussion: The project is unmanned and would not require any public service as part of its operation. Incidental
contact with law enforcement could occur in the event of vandalism, theft. etc.

XIV.  RECREATION

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that Bl 0 0 B
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur ar
be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 0] O i ]
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Discussion: The project will have no discernable impacts to existing parks, or require the provision of new or
additional facilities.

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project:

10
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant  with Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to
the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e.,
resultin a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at L O n 0
intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county congestion management n 0 0 u
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 resuits in
substantial safety risks? O U O n

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

uses (e.g., farm equipment)? L . 1 u
e) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] N O | ]
f)  Result in inadequate parking capacity? | | | [
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting 1 [l |

alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Discussion: The proposal would result in additional trips on local roads during construction, and a minor number
of maintenance trips during the project operation. The amount of traffic generated will not create any discernable
impacts to the transportation system. The project contains sufficient on-site parking area and does not present a
hazard for pedestrians or bicyclists.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable 1 1 O B
Regional Water Quality Controf Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing u
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects? & O 0

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the a ] 0 m
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

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

e} 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? ] u 0

f)  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to O ] O B
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g)  Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations W ] 0
retated to solid waste?

11
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant  with Mitigation ~ Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact

Discussion: Being an unmanned facility, the project will not generate a2 demand for on-site water or sewage
disposal sources. The project will not require the expansion of any off-site utility or service system. The project
will notrequire new water supplies and will not draw water from public water supplies. The facility will not generate
solid waste and will not conflict with any regulations regarding solid waste.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of [ 1 M |

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?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but ] | | H
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)?

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

Discussion: The project does not have the potential to degrade fish and wildlife, or their habitat, or to eliminate
major periods of California history or prehistory.

No cumulative impacts have been identified for the project. With the mitigation measures discussed above and
outlined in mere detail in the attached mitigated negative declaration, the project will not generate significant
environmental impacts. The incremental effect of the current project, when viewed in light of both existing
development and reasonably foreseeable future projects does not vyield impacts which are cumulatively
considerable.

No significant opportunities for direct or indirect adverse effects on human beings have been identified for this
project.
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