Planning Department Phone: (760) 878-0263

168 North Edwards Street FAX: (760)872-2712

Post Ofﬁce Drawer L E-Mail: inyoplanning@inyocounty.us
Independence, California 93526

DRAFT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
AND INITIAL STUDY

PROJECT TITLE: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 2024-06; Telecom Plan Update (TPU) 2024-02/Verizon-
Sequoia-Lone Pine

PROJECT LOCATION: The proposed project site is located at 1203 Lubken Canyon Road, Lone Pine, CA,
on property owned by Scott and Mary Kemp, with Tax Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 026-150-30 (please see
attached map).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The applicant has applied for a CUP and TPU to install a 105-foot monopole
telecommunications tower to house six 6-foot panel antennas, three 3-foot panel antennas, along with six
remote radio units, two surge suppressors and two 4-foot microwave dishes. The project includes three
cabinets, one GPS antenna, five service lights, a fiber teleco box, two surge suppressors and a 30KW backup
generator on concrete pads within a 900 square feet lease area contained within an eight-foot chain link fence.
Fiber will come through approximately 750 feet of underground trenching. The project is to increase the
capacity of the existing Verizon Wireless network in the area, as well as offload usage on an existing site and
add capacity to the outdoor recreation areas to the west of the site which includes Mount Whitney Portal.

FINDINGS:

A. The proposed project is consistent with the goals and objectives of Inyo County General Plan.
The proposed project is consistent with the County General Plan designation of ‘Agriculture’ (4) as the
A designation allows for public and quasi-public uses. The Verizon antennas will provide a service use

of a public/quasi-public nature by extending the capacity of the existing Verizon Wireless network in the
area, which will improve phone and wireless internet service as well as to upgrade these services to

customers in the area.

B. The proposed project is consistent with the provisions of the Inyo County Zoning Ordinance.

The proposed project is consistent with the County Zoning Ordinance designation of ‘Open Space’ (OS)
as the OS designation allows, as a conditional use, public and quasi-public uses. These include buildings
and uses that are of a recreation, religious, cultural or public service nature. Telecommunications

antennas are considered a use of a public service nature.

C. Potential adverse environmental impacts will not exceed thresholds of significance, either individually or
cumulatively.
Based on the information provided by the applicant, and staff’s review, the tower could have aesthetic
and biological impacts. However, with the incorporation of the mitigation measure recommended below,
it has been found that the project will not result in significant adverse impacts.



D. Based upon the environmental evaluation of the proposed project, the Planning Department finds that the
project does not have the potential to create a significant adverse impact on flora or fauna; natural, scenic
and historic resources; the local economy; public health, safety, and welfare. This constitutes a Mitigated
Negative Finding for the Mandatory Findings required by Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines.

Aesthetic and biological mitigation measures will be designed into the project, as conditions of approval
for the proposed future telecommunications tower, as follows:

1. The monopole tower shall have a low finish polish to prevent glare.

2. Prior to construction, a botanical survey shall be conducted during the appropriate blooming
period to determine the presence or absence of sensitive plant species, specifically Sidalcea covillei
(Owens Valley Checkerbloom). If this species is identified within the proposed project area and
cannot be avoided, necessary permits shall be obtained before proceeding.

Prior to Construction, the applicant shall perform a wetlands area and wetlands delineation.

4. Construction activity should avoid the avian nesting season (February- August). If construction
activity must occur during the nesting season, a qualified biologist shall perform a pre-construction
clearance survey to determine the presence/absence of nesting activity onsite and in the vicinity of
the project site. The survey shall address impacts to nesting birds per the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act. If no nesting activity is observed, no further action is required. If nesting activity is observed
on or in the immediate vicinity of the project site, construction activity may proceed after the
nestlings have fledges. If the facility must be installed in the vicinity of an active nest, a biological
monitor shall be present during all construction activities, and construction activity shall be
conducted at the discretion of the monitor to ensure that it does not directly or indirectly cause a

nest to fail.

The 30-day public review period for this Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration will expire on January 13, 2025.
Inyo County is not required to respond to any comments received after this date.

Additional information is available from the Inyo County Planning Department. Please contact Project Planner if
you have any questions regarding this project.

Q ADIA NN AR >/ ( .}D-}L‘%
Cathreen Richards Date
Director, Inyo County Planning Department




INYO COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CEQA APPENDIX G: INITIAL STUDY & ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by
the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects
like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative
as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers
must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than
significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be
significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an

EIR is required.

4) “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation
of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant
Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect
to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from Section XVII, “Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-

referenced).

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a
brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

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

¢) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to

which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should,
where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

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



8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in

whatever format is selected.

9) The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance issues.
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INYO COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
APPENDIX G: CEQA INITIAL STUDY & ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1. Project title: Conditional Use Permit (CUP) 2024-06; Telecom Plan Update (TPU) 2024-02/Verizon-Sequoia-
Lone Pine

2. Lead agency name and address: Inyo County Planning Department, PO Drawer L, Independence, CA 93 526

3. Contact person and phone number: Danielle Visuafio: 760-878-0268

4. Project location: The proposed project site is located at 1203 Lubken Canyon Road, Lone Pine, CA, Tax
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 026-150-30

5. Project sponsor’s name and address: Verizon Wireless — c/o Armando Montes with Sequoia Development
Services, 1 Spectrum Pointe, Lake Forest, CA 92630

6. General Plan designation: Agriculture (A)

7. Zoning: Open Space (OS)

8. Description of project: The applicant has applied for a CUP and TPU to install a 105-foot monopole
telecommunications tower to house six 6-foot panel antennas, three 3-foot panel antennas, along with six remote
radio units, two surge suppressors and two 4-foot microwave dishes. The project includes three cabinets, one
GPS antenna, five service lights, a fiber teleco box, two surge suppressors and a 30KW backup generator on
concrete pads within a 900 square feet lease area contained within an eight-foot chain link fence. Fiber will come
through approximately 750 feet of underground trenching. The project is to increase the capacity of the existing
Verizon Wireless network in the area, as well as offload usage on an existing site and add capacity to the outdoor
recreation areas to the west of the site which includes Mount Whitney Portal.

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: The property is surrounded by mostly undeveloped land and mostly flat
desert terrain. To the north is a pet cemetery, the Lone Pine Pheasant Club and the Lone Pine Fire District training
facility. The Project area and surrounding vicinity are lightly distributed with road and paths.

Location: | Use: Gen. Plan Designation | Zoning

North Residential, Vacant (RRM) Rural Residential | (P) Public District, (RR) Rural Residential,
Medium, (NR) Natural (OS) Open Space

Resources, (PF) Public
Service Facilities
South Vacant (SFL) State and Federal | (OS) Open Space
Lands, (RP) Rural
Protection Designation




East Residential, Vacant (RRM) Rural Residential | (RR) Rural Residential, (OS) Open Space
Medium, (OSR) Open
Space and Recreation,
(NR) Natural Resources

West Tuttle Creek Rd. NA NA

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required: Inyo County Building and Safety, Inyo County
Public Works, Inyo County Airports, Great Basin Air Pollution Control District, Edwards Air Force Base,
China Lake Naval Air Weapons Station, Bicycle Lake Army Airfield at Fort Irwin, and the Ownes Valley

Radio Observatory.

11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, has consultation
begun? Inyo County started the 30-day Tribal Consultation opportunity period according to Public Resource
code section 21080.31 by sending out a certified written notices on July 25, 2024, inviting the Tribes to consult
on the project. The tribes that were notified are: Big Pine Tribe of Owens Valley, Bishop Paiute Tribe, Fort
Independence Indian Community of Paiutes, Lone Pine Paiute-Shoshone Tribe, Timbisha Shoshone Tribe,
Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians, Cabazon Band of Mission Indians and the Torrez
Martinez/Desert Cahuilla Indians and the Kern Valley Indian Community.

Inyo County did not receive any requests for consultation.

Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and project proponents
to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and
reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public Resources Code section
21083.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands
File per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered
by the California Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains

provisions specific to confidentiality.



ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the

following pages.

[X]Aesthetics Resources [ JAgriculture & Forestry [JAir Quality

XBiological Resources [ ]Cultural Resources [ |Energy

[ ]Geology /Soils [ ]Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ JHazards & Hazardous Materials

[ JHydrology/Water Quality [ ]Land Use / Planning [ IMineral Resources

[ INoise [_]Population / Housing [ JPublic Services

[ JRecreation [ ]Transportation [ ]Tribal Cultural Resources

[ ]Utilities / Service Systems [ Jwildfire [ IMandatory Findings of
Significance

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

[] I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made
by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be

prepared.

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

] I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has

been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached

sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects
that remain to be addressed.

] [ find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

OM / Z‘/ ”/ o

Danielfe Visuafio, Senior Planner Date
Inyo County Planning Department




INYO COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
L. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? | X ] ]

No, the site proposed for the 103-foot monopole tower already has utility poles and wires in the immediate vicinity and the
surrounding area is mostly vacant with the exception of a pet cemetery, the Lone Pine Pheasant Club and Lone Pine Fire District
training facility to the north. There are single family dwellings located to the distant north and northeast, however, none exist in the
immediate north, west, south or east of the project location. The site selection took into consideration the challenging terrain, lack of
accessible adjacent utilities, the developed properties and to provide expansion of the overall coverage to the surrounding
communities. There are views of the mountains in all directions, but the tower will not significantly interfere with views from the
surrounding residences. The tower shall be conditioned to have a low finish polish to prevent glare. Therefore, this project will not
have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.

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

No, the proposed tower and antennas will not damage scenic resources as the surrounding terrain is flat desert and it will not block
the view of nearby trees or important rock outcroppings. The tower is a monopole tower. There are no historic buildings in the
general area and the proposed tower and antennas are not located within a state scenic highway.

¢) In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual ] X | ]
character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings?

(Public views are those that are experienced from publicly accessible

vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project

conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic

quality?

No, the site proposed for the 105-foot monopole tower already has utility poles and wires in the immediate vicinity and is the
surrounding area is mostly vacant with the exception of the Lone Pine Pheasant Club. There are views of the mountains in all
directions but the tower will not significantly interfere with views from traffic on the surrounding roads or other public views. This
includes the views from the Pheasant Club which is slightly northwest of the tower. The south, west and northern views of the Sierra
Mountain from the club are not impacted by the tower, and the view of the Inyo Mountains to east are also not impacted by the tower.
Therefore, this project will not have a substantial adverse effect on the existing visual character or quality of the site or surroundings.

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

No, the tower and antennas will not create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime
views. There are five maintenance lights at the bottom of the tower that will only be utilized when needed during maintenance and
have an automatic shutoff. The tower does not require security lighting and does not require any other additional lighting. The tower
will also be conditioned to have a low finish polish to prevent glare.

1. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST 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 Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In
determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer
to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land,
including The Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and forest carbon measurement
methodology Provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:




Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or O | ] X
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?
No, the Project is not located on land designated as Farmland.
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a ] | ] X

Williamson Act contract?
No, the Project is not located on land zoned exclusively for agriculture. Inyo County has no Williamson Act contracts.

¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause | ] J X
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public

Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland

(as defined by Public Resources Code section

4526), or timberland zoned Timberland

Production (as defined by Government Code

section 51104(g))?

No, the Project is not zoned for forest or timberland.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion ] ] ] 4
of forest land to non-forest use?

No, the Project is not located on forestland.

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

No, the Project is not located on Farmland.

IIL. 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:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the | Il D X
applicable air quality plan?

No, the Project consists of a telecommunications tower. There is not an air quality plan for the area in which the Project is proposed.
The Project will be required to follow best management practices for dust control during short-term construction. Once the
construction is complete, dust from the operations will be minimal and primarily from personnel vehicle use.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute O [l (] x
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

No, the Project consists of a telecommunications tower and will not cause a violation of an air quality standard.

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of ] ] O X
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)?

No, the Project consists of a telecommunications tower and will not cause a violation of an air quality standard. No additional
projects within the vicinity of this Project have been identified that are likely to be under construction during the same time period as
this Project that would result in cumulatively significant impacts due to particulate matter.



Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant L] ] Ol X

concentrations?

No, the Project will not expose sensitive receptors to any new substantial pollutant concentrations. The Project site is in a remote and
rural location surrounded by vacant desert terrain. Due to the remote location, construction and operation of the Project will not
impact sensitive receplors.

e) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors)
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? L] ] ] X

No, the Project consists of a telecommunications tower and will not cause objectionable odors.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or ] X ] ]
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?

No, less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. A biological survey was conducted by Trileaf Corporation (Trileaf) biologist
Myr. Manfred Ntowen on July 31, 2024, and a biological report was completed September 24, 2024. Information regarding biological
resources in the project vicinity were obtained through a literature review to document existing conditions of the biological resources.
The literature review included using the following resources: California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB); the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife’s (USFWS) Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC), and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory for
Rare and Endangered Plants. According to the report, the project site is lightly developed located within generally desert land with
fencing, dirt trails, and other facilities for ranching. Mr. Manfred Ntowen performed the biological survey to document the existing
conditions and determine potential impacts to sensitive biological resources based on the current site plans. T} he biological survey
was conducted on foot while making note of biological resources such as plant and wildlife species with special attention paid to any
flora or fauna in the immediate project site area to determine the presence or potential presence of any sensitive species that may
occur on the site. For the biological report completed after the survey, the terms “sensitive” or “special status” species are
considered to be “those plant or wildlife species that are officially listed or proposed for listing under state and/or federal endangered
species acts, considered by the CDFW to be a Species of Special Concern (SSC), considered biologically rare, restricted in
distribution, or declining throughout their range or within the state of California, or are associated with a habitat that is declining in
California at a significant rate.” According to the report, there are several sensitive-special status plants or wildlife with the
potential to occur on the site, but no sensitive or special status species were observed during the survey conducted on July 31, 2024.

For special status plants, while the biologist did not observe any sensitive or special plant species due to the survey occurring outside
the typical blooming period for sensitive plant species, the biologist concluded that one sensitive plant species has the potential to
occur within one mile of the project area. Although the Owens Valley Checkerbloom (Sidalcea covillei) was not identified on the site
during the survey, the proposed project footprint will extend directly into mapped habitat for this species. Since there is potential for
the Owens Valley Checkerbloom to be present on the project site, prior to construction a botanical survey shall be conducted during
the appropriate blooming period to determine the presence or absence of the sensitive plant species Owens Valley Checkerbloom
(Sidalcea covillei). If this species is identified within the proposed Project area and cannot be avoided, necessary permits shall be
obtained before continuing with construction.

For sensitive wildlife species, although the biologist did not observe any sensitive wildlife species during the survey, the biologist
determined that four sensitive wildlife species have the potential to occur at the site. These species are listed as the: Fisher (Pekania
pennanti); California Condor (Gymnogyps californianus); Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus),; and the Monarch Butterfly
(Danaus Plexippus). Additionally, the biologist did not observe on or within the immediate vicinity of the project site and small
mammal burrows. The biologist concluded no portions of the project footprint contain the important habitat suitability elements for
any of the sensitive wildlife species and none are likely to occur and there would be no direct impacts anticipated. As a result, the
biologist has recommended no further action is needed for mitigation with regard to sensitive wildlife species.

As for any nesting birds, the biologist determined the Project site is not located within a principal migratory bird flyway and no nests
or nesting activity was observed during the survey. Although there are no trees that will be removed during construction there are
trees that exist in the vicinity of the Project site that could provide suitable avian nesting habitat. As a result, pursuant to the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, construction activity should be avoided during avian nesting season between February and August. If
construction activity cannot avoid this nesting season, then a qualified biologist shall perform a pre-construction clearance survey to
determine the presence/absence of nesting activity onsite and within the vicinity of the Project. If no activity is observed no further



Less Than

Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporation Impact Impact

action is required. If nesting activity is observed, construction activity may proceed afier the nestlings have fledged. However, if the
facility must be installed in the vicinity of an active nest, then a biological monitor shall be present during all construction activity
during which construction shall be only conducted at the discretion of the monitor to ensure there is no direct or indirect cause of a
nest to fail due to construction.

During the survey, the biologist identified that a portion of the proposed utility route for the Project runs through a mapped wetland
area north of the proposed Project site which could potentially be impacted by the Project. Given this potential impact, prior to
construction a wetland areas and a wetland delineation shall be conducted prior to construction to mitigate any impacts.

The biological report can be found at: htips://www.inyocounty. us/services/planning-department/current-projects

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian U] O] [l X
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 Service?

No, the Project is not located within an aquatic environment according to the biological report.

The biological report can be found at: hitps://www.inyocounty. us/services/planning-department/current-projects

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected O % O O]
wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,

etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

No, although the biological report identified that a portion of the proposed utility route for the Project runs through a mapped
wetland north area of the proposed Project site, prior to construction a wetland areas survey and a wetland delineation shall be

conducted to mitigate any impacits.

The biological report can be found at: hitps://www.inyocounty. us/services/planning-department/current-projects

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native | N O (
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?

No, there is no interference with any native resident or migratory fish, or wildlife species with established native resident corridors.
Nor will the Project impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. None of the impacts were identified.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances ] ] O X
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

No, there are no local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources that pertain to the Project site.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat ] ' | X
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation

Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat

conservation plan?

No, the Project area is not subject to a Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat cons