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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?
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Existing Conditions
The 5-acre Project site slopes toward the southwest from Jackson road across the site. Ground slope
gradients vary within the site: near Jackson Road, slopes are 1.5 horizontal (H) to 1 vertical (V) or
steeper; at the eastern edge of the proposed parking lot, slopes are 3H to 1V to 6H to IV; and in the
vicinity of the proposed WWTP building, slopes are about 4H to IV or flatter. II Elevations across the
site area range from a high of about 5,095 feet above mean sea level (AMSL) near the intersection of the
site access road with Jackson Road, to a low of about 5,015 feet AMSL in the extreme southwest part of
the site.
Soil investigations undertaken for the Project site found silty sand colluvial soils in all of the test borings, extending to weak, weathered rock at depths of about 8 to 28 feet below surface grade (BSG). The
investigation also encountered fill soils comprising loose silty sands in a boring drilled in the vicinity of
the existing leach line trenches in the area of the proposed WWTP building. The fill soils encountered
may be the result of previous grading conducted to achieve relatively flat terraces for installation of the
leach lines.
The Project site is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and no known mapped fault
rupture traces are present on the site. 12 The region as a whole has not experienced a large number of
landslides and the potential for landslide hazards is considered low according to the US Geological Survey report." Existing native or cut slopes exhibiting significant rock fall hazard were not noted on the
proposed WWTP site, nor were potentially expansive clay soils. As previous soil borings conducted on
the Tenaya Lodge property found groundwater at a depth of 25 feet BSG, perched groundwater could
be encountered during construction of the Project - especially during the spring - and dewatering may
be required.

It

Moore Twining Associates, September 2010, Geotechnical and Geologic Hazards Investigation, Pro-

posed Wastewater Treatment Plant at Tenaya Lodge.
12

Moore Twining Associates, September 2010, Geotechnical and Geologic Hazards Investigation, Pro~

posed Wastewater Treatment Plant at Tenaya Lodge. This report is available for review at the Mariposa County
Planning Department, 5100 Bullion Street, Mariposa, CAn Moore Twining Associates, September 2010, Geotechnical and Geologic Hazards Investigation, Pro-

posed Wastewater Treatment Plant at Tenaya Lodge. This report is available for review at the Mariposa County
Planning Department, 5100 Bullion Street, Mariposa, CA-
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A detailed description of the geological and soil conditions of the Project site and its vicinity is included
in Appendix C of this Initial Study.

Discussion
The discussion of environmental impacts and findings below is drawn from the findings and conclusions of a Geotechnical and Geologic Hazards Investigation Report prepared for the proposed Project.
The Geotechnical and Geologic Hazards Investigation Report was prepared by Moore Twining Associates and is available for review at the Mariposa County Planning Department, 5100 Bullion Street,
Mariposa, CA.

a) Would the projed expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk 01 loss, injury
or death involving:
i) Rupture of aknown earthquake fau/, 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 aknown fault?
The Project site is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and no known mapped
fault rupture traces are present on the site. The potentially active Melones fault is the closest active or
potentially active fault, located approximately 8 miles west of the site. Considering the distance between the site and known active or potentially active faults) there would be no impact related to the
potential for fault rupture. (No impact)

ii)

Strong seismic ground shaking?

The Project site is located in a tectonically active region and would be subjected to seismic ground

shaking in the event of an earthquake occurring on regional faults. However, the proposed WWTP
would be designed and built in compliance with the standards of the California Building Code, which
account for the maximum considered earthquake ground motion. With compliance, impacts related
to seismic shaking would be reduced to a [ess-than-significant leveL (Less than Significant)

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
Liquefaction, lateral spreading and seismic settlement are conditions that can occur under seismic

shaking from earthquake events. However, given the relatively shallow depth to weathered rock, the
potential for liquefaction, lateral spreading, and seismic settlement is minimal. Additionally, the proposed WWTP would be designed and built in compliance with the California Building Code, and
therefore impacts from seismic-related ground failure would be reduced to a less than significant leveL
(Less than Significant)
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ivy Landslides, mudslides or other similar hazards?
As described above, the Project site is located in a region where the potential for landslide hazards is
considered low, Given the native slope gradients and soil and rock conditions of the Project site, as

well as the lack of evidence of recent landslide slope movements, the potential for future instability of
the native slopes is also considered low. As loose rock materials exposed in cut slopes should be removed from the face of the slopes as part of slope grading, rock fall hazards associated with cut slopes
would be reduced to the maximum extent practicable. Overall, impacts from landslides, mudslides,
and similar hazards would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
The area around the proposed WWTP would need to be cleared and graded prior to construction.
Topsoil removed would be stockpiled for reuse later in landscape or non-structural areas. A SWPPP
containing erosion control measures as required under the Construction General Permit would be pre·

pared and implemented for the Project. The site would also be graded in compliance with the Mariposa
County Grading and Excavation Ordinance (Title 15, Chapter 15.28, Mariposa County Code), which
contains standards for soil compaction, sediment control during construction, and re·vegetation follow·
iug construction as well as other standards. The Ordinance also contains drainage plan requirements
which ensure that modification to existing drainages are done in such a way as to maintain the function

and capacity of the affected drainage course following construction. Therefore, implementation of the
swppp and compliance with the Mariposa County Grading and Excavation Ordinance would ensure
that impacts related to soil erosion or loss of topsoil would be less than significant. (Less than Signifi·
cant)

c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as aresult of
the project andpotentially result in on- or off-site landslide, laterol spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
As described above, the Project site is located in an area where the risk of landslide hazards and seismically-induced ground failure is considered low. In general, the on-site native and fill soils anticipated to
be encountered during grading are considered geologically stable; however, undocumented fill soils
comprising loose silty sands were encountered in a test boring. These undocumented fill soils appear to

be related to previous grading, and considering the areal extent of the existing leach lines, it is likely that
a significant quantity of undocumented fill soils is located in this area. As the undocumented fill soils
may not have been placed with proper compactive effort or properly keyed and benched into underlying materials, they could be susceptible to settlement, sliding, and surface and!or subsurface erosion.

Therefore, in order to prevent differential settlement, the area around the proposed WWTP would be
excavated and the undocumented fill removed prior to placement of new engineered fill) structures, and

pavements, as described above in Chapter 2 of this Initial Study. Additionally, the Project grading plan
calls for the over-excavation of the WWTP site in order to limit the variations in fill thickness below
structures and reduce the potential for excessive differential settlement. The grading plan would be

47

MARIPOSA
TENAYA

COUNTY

l.ODGE

AMENDED

SITE

FACILITIES

UPGRADE

PLAN/AMENDED

PROJECT

CONDITIONS

NO.

2010-161

GENERAL PLANfSPECIFIC PLAN/ZONING AMENDMENT
EN
IRONMENT.t.,L CHECKLIST p.ND FINDiNGS

NO.

2011-043

prepared by a qualified geotechnical engineer and would conform with applicable local, State, and federal regulations, including Mariposa County Code, OSHA Safety and Health Regulations for Construction (29 CFR part 1926), and Assessor's Regulations. Consequently, the Project would not be located
on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable and impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

d) Would the projea be located on expansive soii creating substantial risks to life or property?
Potentially expansive soils were not encountered either during the investigation of soils on the pro~

posed Project site or in previous soil surveys undertaken on the Tenaya Lodge property. Accordingly,
the potential for damage to buildings) structures, etc. resulting from existing on~site expansive soils is

low and associated impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

Would the projea have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

e)

The proposed Project involves the construction and operation of a WWTP for the Tenaya Lodge property. The proposed WWTP is a tertiaty treatment system which would replace the existing septic tanks
and leach fields which currently serve the cottages. Wastewater from the cottages and the hotel would
be treated in the proposed WWTP so as to separate waste products (sludge) for disposal at Mariposa
County Sanitary Landfill, as described in Chapter 3 of this Initial Study. Recycled water generated in
the treatment process would be used for irrigation or disposed of on·site in the existing disposal system.

As such, septic tanks are not contemplated for the Project and impacts would be less than significant.
(Less than Significant)

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have
asignificant impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan. policy, or regulation of an agency adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of GHGs?
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Existing Conditions
The principal sources of GHG emissions in California are transportation and electric power generation.

Taken together these two sources emit approximately 60 percent of GHGs in the state." Motor vehicle

14

2010.
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emission standards and electrical facility operational emissions, however, are not subject to regulation

by Mariposa County. Mariposa County does not currently have any guidelines or thresholds of signifi.
cance for assessing GHG emissionsY

Discussion
0) Would the project generote greenhouse gas (CHC) emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have asignificont
impact on the environment?
As the proposed WWTP would replace the existing plant and septic tanks at Tenaya Lodge, the Project
would not result in the generation of new GHG emissions associated with maintenance vehicles or employees. Once the replacement WWTP becomes operational, the majority of the treatment process
would be enclosed and the only air pollutants produced would be vety small, almost immeasurable
quantities of hydrogen sulfide and nitrogen." Additionally, initial calculations indicate that the reo
placement WWTP would use about 20 percent less energy than the existing wastewater treatment sys·
terns at Tenaya LodgeY As such, indirect GHG emissions associated with energy use from implementation of the Project are anticipated to be less than under existing conditions.
During the demolition and construction phase of the proposed Project, equipment such as excavators,
cranes, pavers, and trucks to haul debris and deliver materials would be used. Construction equipment
of this nature would emit GHGsj however, given the scope and timeframe of the proposed Project, as-

sociated GHG emissions would be relatively small, localized, and limited to a period of approximately 8
months. Additionally, as discussed above under Section III, Air Quality, Mariposa County is in an air
basin which is in attainment of both federal and State C02 standards and C02 emissions from con·
struction truck traffic would not exceed the threshold of 100 tons per year established by Mariposa
County APCD Rules 419 and 420.
Consequently, both directly and indirectly, the Project's GHG emissions would be less than significant.

(Less than Significant)

b) Would the project conflict with on applicable plan, policy, or regulation af an agency adopted for the purpose of reo
ducing the emissions of CHCs?
As described above, Mariposa County does not have any guidelines or thresholds for assessing GHGs;
however, given the scope and timeframe of the Project, GHG emissions from construction equipment
15

Dave Conway, Deputy Air Pollution Control Officer, Mariposa County Air Pollution Control Dis-

tnct. Personal Communication with DC&E. Friday August 20, 2010.
16

Beth Montanez, Project Engineer, Blair, Church & Flynn. Personal Communication with DC&E, Oc-

tober 20,2010.
17

Mike Gilbert, Senior Project Manager, Delaware North Companies Inc., Personal Communication

with DC&E, October 8, 2010.
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would be relatively small, localized, and limited to a period of about 8 months. Once operational, the
replacement WWTP would emit only very small, almost immeasurable quantities of hydrogen sulfide
and nitrogen, and is anticipated to consume about 20 percent less energy than the existing wastewater
treatment systems at Tenaya Lodge.
As Mariposa County does not have any guidelines or thresholds for assessing GHGs, the proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact. (Less than Significant)

VIII. HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport. use or disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create asignificant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident condrtions involving the release ot hazardous materials 'Into the
environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials, substances or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous material sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 659625 and, as a result, create asignificant hazard to the public or the environment?
e) Expose people or structures to asignificant risk of loss. injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?
D Impair Implementation of or physically intertere wrth an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?
g) For a project within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles ot apublic airport or public use airport, result in a safety hazard for people living or working in the project area?
h) For a project wrthin the vicinity of a private airstrip, resurt in a safety hazard for people
living or working in the project area?
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Existing Conditions
The Project would take place on the Tenaya Lodge property, 2 miles south of Yosemite National Park
in the unincorporated community of Fish Camp, California. The surrounding area is heavily forested
and the Project site is classified as being at High or Very High threat of wildfire on the CalFire Statewide Threat Map.I' In general, the risk of wildfire is high in a large portion of Mariposa County because the County is covered by a combination of grasslands, chaparral, and forests that can become vety
18

CalFire, Statewide Fire Threat Map, http://frap.cdLca.gov/webdataimaps/statewidelfthreat_map.pdf,

accessed on October 5, 2010.
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flammable during dry weather, particularly between June and September, when wind and heat contribute to the fire danger. Mariposa County has developed a countywide Wildfire Hazard Safety Plan,
which includes standards for fire prevention, fuel management, and fire suppression. Additionally, the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CDP), the USDA Forest Service, the Department of Interior National Park Service, and Bureau of Land Management have responsibility for wildland fires within their jurisdictions within Mariposa County. Each agency has developed approaches
and mitigations to address the threat of wildfires.
Mariposa County manages and coordinates emergency response activities in conjunction with the Cali-

fornia State Standardized Emergency Management System (SEMS). Additionally, the County has developed a Draft Evacuation Plan of Mariposa County, which is part of its Draft Emergency Plan (August 2003), and includes initial response operations, extended response operations, and recovery operations, as well as providing guidance for field responders for initial response to emergencies.

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment conducted for the Tenaya Lodge Property in November 2009
involved a site visit to observe locations of stored chemicals, workspace notification procedures, and
secondary containment areas for appropriated materials, as well as follow up discussions with the Lodge
Engineering Department. The Assessment found that hazardous waste materials are not accumulated

on the facility and all hazardous materials are used for their intended purpose until spent. Tenaya
Lodge is an ISO 14001 certified facility and the Lodge maintains a Spill, Prevention, Containment, and
Control Plan (SPCCP) and a Hazardous Materials Management Plan (HMMP). In compliance with the
SPCCP, a response station (absorbent pillows, socks, etc.) has been set up for containment of potential
spills in the hazardous materials storage area, east of the Tenaya Lodge adjacent to the loading dock.
Additionally, the HMMP requires adequately trained personnel to comply with the appropriate operations, monitoring and potential emergency response needed at the site. Currently, six Lodge employees

are 40-hour OSHA Hazardous Waste Operations trained.
The Phase I Environmental Site Assessment revealed no recognized environmental conditions (RECs)
in connection with the Tenaya Lodge property or the Project siteY There are no sites on the State of

California Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List (Cortese List) on the Tenaya Lodge property or in
the surrounding area. The nearest airport to the Project site is Mariposa-Yosemite Airport, located ap-

proximately 22 miles to the west.

19

Vern Bennett, Senior Phase II Supervisor, Moore-Twining Associates, Personal Communication with

DC&E, October 5, 2010.
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Discussion
a) Wauld the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine tronsport, use or
disposal of hazardous materials?
Operation of the replacement WWTP would involve the use of chemicals. The WWTP centrifuge uses
a polymer and sodium hypochlorite would be used to disinfect the effluent and clean the membranes of
the proposed WWTP equipment. These ch~micals would be stored in 55-gallon drums in the WWTP
building. As described above, the Lodge is ISO 14001 certified and maintains both a SPCCP and a
HMMP which establish procedures applicable to the chemicals used. Continued compliance with applicable federal, State, and local regulations would ensure that potential impacts from the routine transport, use, and disposal of hazardous materials associated with the Project would be less than significant.
(Less than Significant)

b) Would the project create a significant hazard ta the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident canditions involving the release afhazardous materials into the environment?
As described above, the Lodge is ISO 14001 certified and maintains both a SPCCP and a HMMP which
establish procedures applicable to the chemicals used. In the event of a spill, the emergency response
and procedures outlined in Section 2.1 of the SPCCP would be implemented. Consequently, the Project would not create significant hazards related to risk of upset or spill of hazardous materials and im

w

pacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)
c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions ar handle hazardous materials, substances ar waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or praposed school?

Wawona Elementary School, located approximately 10 miles north of Fish Camp along State Route 41,
is the closest school to the Project site. Therefore) there would be no impact related to hazardous emis-

sions or the handling of hazardous materials within a "'-mile of a schooL (No impact)

d) Would the project be located on a site which is induded on a list af hazardous moterial sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as 0 resul( create asignificant hazard to the public ar the environment?
As described above, there are no Cortese List sites on the Project site, and therefore no associated risks
to the public or the environment. (No

impact)

e) Would the project expose people or structures to asignificant risk of loss, injury or deoth involving wildland fires?
As described above, the Project site is in a location classified as being at High or Very High threat of
wildflte on the CalFire State-wide Threat Map. However, the proposed Project would not place additional people or structures at risk of damage from wildfires. Compliance with the Mariposa County
Wildfire Safety Hazard Plan would ensure that wildfire risks are mitigated to the maximum extent practicable. In addition, the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF), the USDA Forest Service, the Department of Interior National Park Service, and Bureau of Land Management have
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developed approaches to mitigate the risk of wildfires and emergency response plans for implementation in the event of outbreak. Consequently, the Project would result in a less-than-significant impact
related to wildfires. (Less than Significant)

o

Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?
Continued implementation of the SPCCP and continued compliance with relevant State and local plans

and procedures would enSure that the Project results in a less-than-significant impact with respect to
emergency response and evacuations. (Less than Significant)

g) For aproject within an airport land use plan or, where such aplan has not been adapted, within two miles of apublic
OIiport or public use airport, result in asafety hazard for people living or working in the project area?
The nearest airport is approximately 22 miles to the west. The Project site is not within the safety zone
of an airport and the Project would not result in a safety hazard for people in the vicinity of the Project
site. (No impact)

h) For aproject within the vicinity of aprivate airstrip, result in asafety hazard for people living or working in the project
oreal
The Project site is not located within 2 miles of an airstrip. Therefore, the Project would not result in a
safety hazard for people in the vicinity of the Project site. (No impact)

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interiere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net defiCIT in aquifer volume or a significant lowering of the local groundwater table levell
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount
of runoff in a manner which would result in substantial erosion, siltation or flooding onor off-site?
d) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity at existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems?
e) Provide substantial additional sources at polluted runoff, or otherwise substantially degrade water quality'
Place occupied development within a lOO-year flood hazard area as mapped on a lederal Aood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard del"rneation map?
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:
g) Place within a lOa-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows'
h) Expose people or structures to asignificant risk of loss, iniury or death invoiving flooding,
including flooding as aresult of the failure of alevee or dam?
i) Potentially be inundated by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
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Existing Conditions
The Project site is located on a spur ridge at an elevation of 5,100 feet. The northern portion of the site
drains into Big Creek, while the southern portion of the site, including the location proposed for the
WWTP, drains south into tributaries of Lewis Fork Creek. Soils on the Project site have good permeability and absorb rainfall readily, resulting in relatively low runoff volume. The steeper terrain of the
site, which includes slopes with gradients ranging between 15 and 60 degrees, generates the greatest vol-

ume of stormwater runoff; however, the extensive tree and bush canopy on the site tends to reduce
runoff volume and attenuate the flow rate during the early part of a storm.

The Mariposa County Grading and Excavation ordinance contains provisions governing grading and
excavation that seek to control erosion and ensure adequate drainage.2o Section 15.28.110 stipulates parameters for drainage and terracing, including design of drainage facilities and recommended methods of
erosion control such as check dams, cribbing, or riprap. Section 15.28.120 specifies additional erosion
control measures required to protect the faces of cut and fill slopes against erosion.
Due to the steep terrain, hazards from flooding are generally low in Mariposa County.21 There are no
FEMA-delineated areas of potential flood hazard on or in the vicinity of the Project site." There are no
dams in the vicinity of the Project site which could potentially expose people and structures to risk of

inundation in the event of dam failure. The Project site is served by water drawn from three active onsite wells with a combined maximum capacity of approximately 210,000 gallons per day (gpd).23 Currently, average daily domestic water demand is approximately 58,000 gpd and maximum daily demand

20

Mariposa

County,

Grading and Excavation

Ordinance, http://www.mariposacounty.org/D

ocumentView,aspx?DID=573, accessed on October 6, 2010.
21

Mariposa

County,

County

Wide

General

Plan

(2006),

http://www.mariposacounty.org/

index.aspx?NID=458, accessed on August 18,2010.
22

Federal

Emergency

Management Agency

(FEMA) , http://www.msc.fema.gov/webapp/wcs/

stores/servlet/FemaWelcomeView?storeId = 10001 &catalogld= 1000 l&langld= -1, accessed on August 19, 20 1O.
23
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is about 120,000 gpd. Groundwater quality is monitored through a network of eight monitoring wells
on·site.
The risk of inundation from tsunamis) seiche l or mudflow at the Project site is low. Mariposa County

is located inland and is not subject to the effects of tsunamis. Lake McClure, located 72 miles to the
west of the Project site, is the only large body of water in Mariposa County that could potentially be
affected by seiche, the seismically induced oscillation of a landlocked body of water. The California
Department of Conservation has not completed mapping of landslide hazard areas for Mariposa
County; however, most of the soils in the County have minimal amounts of clay and low shrink-swell
potential and therefore are not generally susceptible to landslides.

Discussion
a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
As described above in Chapter 3 of this Initial Study, a testing plan would be developed to ensure the
replacement WWTP complies with the Wastewater Discharge Requirements of RWQCB Order No.
99-086, which would apply to the Project. A summary of these requirements is show in Table 3-1,
above. AdditionallYl the effects of wastewater on groundwater in the surrounding area would be moni-

tored through a network of eight groundwater wells around the subsurface disposal area. Therefore,
the proposed Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

(Less than Significant)

b) Would the project substantlolly deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be anet deficit in aquifer volume or asignificant lowering of the local groundwater table level?
The capacity of existing groundwater wells is more than sufficient to serve the needs of the Lodge. The
proposed WWTP would use potable water for sinks and toilets in the WWTP building, as well as for
equipment wash down; however 1 this would not represent additional demand over existing quantities as

the proposed WWTP would replace an existing facility on-site. While the Project would create new
areas of impervious surface, the surrounding area, including the heavily forested 48-acre Tenaya Lodge
property and adjacent Sierra National Forest) would remain pervious. As a result, the Project would

not substantially deplete groundwater supplied or interfere with groundwater recharge. (Less than Sig-

nificant)

Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alterotion
of the course of astream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount ofrunoff in amanner which would result in
substantial erosion, siltation or flooding on- or off-site?
c)

The proposed Project would not substantially alter existing drainage patterns. Stormwater and snowmelt from the WWTP building roof and parking lot would drain into the surrounding pervious area
and, ultimately, into tributaries of Lewis Fork Creek. Runoff from the access road would flow into a
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drainage ditch to be provided along one side of the roadway, and then it would follow the natural
drainage pattern of the site, eventually discharging into tributaries of Lewis Fork Creek.
Grading and excavation work would be done in compliance with County Code to ensure adequate

drainage and erosion control. As described in Chapter 3 of this Initial Study, a SWPPP containing erosion control measures as required under the Construction General Permit would be prepared and im~

plemented for the Project. The site would also be graded to prevent erosion that could result from
stormwater and snowmelt runoff flowing over the face of cut and fill slopes. Additionally, after construction is complete, all disturbed areas would be planted with erosion-resistant vegetation suited to

the area. Slopes would be inspected periodically for erosion and repaired immediately if detected.
Therefore) the Project would not result in substantial erosion) siltation or flooding on~ or off-site. Im-

pacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

d) Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems?
The proposed Project involves the construction of a replacement WWTP, an adjacent parking lot, and
an improved access road which would add areas of impervious surface to the site. In total, approxi~
mately 1.8 acres of new impervious surface would be created; however, the new areas of hardscape

would be relatively small and surrounded by larger areas of pervious surface, including the heavily forested 48-acre Tenaya Lodge property and adjacent Sierra National Forest. As described above, a new
drainage ditch would be provided along one side of the access road to accommodate runoff and direct
flows into tributaries of Lewis Fork Creek. Stormwater and snowmelt from the WWTP building and
parking lot would flow into the surrounding areas of pervious surface, draining eventually into tributaries of Lewis Fork Creek. Therefore, the Project would not create or contribute runoff in excess of

stormwater drainage capacity and impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

e) Would the project provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, or otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?
Runoff from the access road and parking lot that would be constructed adjacent to the replacement
WWTP could contain roadway pollutants; however, as the volume of traffic would be low, the level of
pollutants would be negligible and implementation of the SWPPP required under the Construction
General Permit would ensure that there would be a less-than-significant impact on water quality. (Less

than Significant)

56

MARIPOSA
TENAYA LODGE FACILITIES UPGRADE
AMENDED SITE PLAN/AMENDED CONDITiONS NO.
G ENE R ALP LAN f S P E C I Fie P LAN I Z 0 N I N G A'M END MEN T NO.
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND

COUNTY
PROJECT
2010·161
201 1-043
FINDINGS

Would the project place occupied development within a I DO-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Mop or other flood hazard delineation map?

I)

The proposed Project does not involve the construction of housing and there are no FEMA delineated
areas of flood hazard on the Project site. (JIo impact)

g) Would the project place within a IOO-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood flows?
There are no FEMA-delineated areas of potential flood hazard on or in the vicinity of the Project site.

(No impact)

h) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam 7
There are no dams in the vicinity of the Project site which could potentially expose people and structures to risk of inundation in the event of dam failure. The Hendricks Dam, the nearest dam to the
Project site, is located approximately 30 miles to the southwest and is not connected to the Project site
by a watercourse. (No impact)

o

Would the project potentially be inundated byseiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

As described above, the proposed Project site is not at risk of seiche or tsunamis. Although there are
slopes on the Project site, the risk of mudslides is low because vegetation coverage on the slopes is extensive and the soils are not generally susceptible to sliding, Impacts due to inundation from seiche,

tsunami, or mudslides would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

less Than
Significant

X.

LAND USE

Would the proJect:

a) Physically divide an established community?

Potentially
Significant

Impact

With

less

Mitigation
Than
No
Incorporated Significant Impact

0

0

0

III

0

0

III

0

0

0

0

III

b) Conflict wrth 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 avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation of a government agency wrth
jurisdiction over land in ourisdiction) that has been adopted for the purpose at avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect.

Existing Conditions
As described ahove, the Project site is located almost entirely on the Tenaya Lodge property, bounded
by the Sierra National Forest to the south and State Route 41 to the northwest. There are private
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properties on either side of the highway to the north of the Tenaya Lodge property. The Project site
and the Tenaya Lodge property are located in the unincorporated community of Fish Camp, which is
governed by the Fish Camp Town Planning Area Specific Plan.
The Tenaya Lodge property is composed of two adjacent parcels, and Figure 3-4 shows the current Fish
Camp Town Planning Area Specific Plan Land Use Classifications for each parcel. The Project site
straddles the boundary between the two parcels and portions of it lie within each parcel. The eastern
portion of the Project site is developed with the existing hotel wastewater treatment system and Jackson

Road. This portion of the Project site is located on the larger of the two parcels that make up the
Tenaya Lodge/Cottages property, APN 010-410-012. This portion of the Project site, containing the
existing WWTP, is classified Resort Commercial under the Fish Camp Town Planning Area Specific
Plan, which is incorporated into the Mariposa County General Plan. The western portion of the Project is almost entirely covered with tree canopy and contains the existing septic tank and leach field

which serves the Cottages at Tenaya (formerly called the Apple Tree Inn), as well as an unpaved access
road leading off Jackson Road. This portion of the Project site is located on the smaller of the two
Tenaya parcels, APN 010-410-013. The western portion of the Project site is classified Single-Family
Residential (5-acre minimum) under the Specific Plan,

Discussion
a) Would the projed physicaliy divide an established community?
As described above, the Project would take place almost entirely on the Tenaya Lodge property, with a
small portion of the Project site located within the existing easement on National Forest Service lands

along Jackson Road. The project involves construction and operation of a replacement WWTP on the
location of an existing septic tank and leaching field. As such, the Project would not divide an existing
community and there would be no associated impact. (No impact)

b) Would the projed conflid with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with jurisdidion over
the projed (including, but not limited to, the general plan, specific pion, local coastal program or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effed?
The Project proposes changing the Specific Plan Land Use Classification for a 5.02-acre portion of parcel APN-01O-410-013-0 located west of Jackson Road. In order to allow for the construction and operation of a WWTP on this portion of the parcel, the SpecifIc Plan Land Use Classification would be
changed from Single-Family Residential (5-acre minimum) to Resort Commercial.
East of Jackson Road, parcel APN 010-410-013 is currently classified Resort Commercial, and the southern portion of the adjacent parcel on the Tenaya Lodge property (APN 010-410-012), where the hotel is'
located, is also currently classified Resort Commercial. Wastewater treatment facilities serving a resort
commercial project are included as an appurtenant use under Conditional Use Permit approvals and are

an allowed use in the Resort Commercial land use classification. The Mariposa County Board of Su-
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pervisors would need to adopt a Specific Plan amendment for the proposed change in Specific Plan
Land Use Classification in order for the replacement WWTP to be constructed in the proposed location
on parcel APN 010-410-013. The Project includes a General Plan amendment because the Fish Camp
Town Planning Area Specific Plan is included in Volume II of the Mariposa County General Plan and
as such, amending the Specific Plan requires a General Plan amendment. Therefore, with approval of
the proposed Project and adoption of a Specific Plan amendment, impacts related to conflicts with the
established land use plans and policies associated with the proposed Project would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

c) Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation of a government agency with jurisdiction
aver land in (jurisdiction) that has been adopted for the purpose of avoiding Or mitigating an environmental effect?
No such plans exist that would apply to the Project, and therefore there would be no associated impact.

(No impact)

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region or the State, or of a locally-important mineral resource recovery srte delineated on a mineral resource plan, local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan?

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

0

0

0

III

Existing Conditions
Mineral production is not a major contributor to the Mariposa County economy today, although it has

been an integral part of the history of the County and an economic asset in the past." Mineral deposits
in the County are found primarily along the mineralized fault belt known as the "Mother Lode," which
stretches north and northwest from Mariposa through the Central Sierra Mountains. The Project site is
not identified as containing mineral deposits in the County Wide General Plan.
There are currently six operational mines and quarries in Mariposa County.25 The closest to the Project

site is the Fremont and Long Consolidated Mine, located approximately 25 miles to the west.

24

Mariposa County. Final EIR for the County Wide General Plan (2006), http://wv.rw.mariposacDunty.

org/index.aspx?NID=458, accessed on August 19,2010.
25

Mariposa

County,

County

Wide

General

Plan

(2006),

http://www.mariposacDunty.org/

index.aspx?NID=458, accessed on August 18, 2010.
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Discussion
Would the project result In the loss of availability of aknown minerol resource that would be of volue to the region or
the State, or of a locally-important minerol resource recovery site delineated on a mineral resource plan, local general
plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
0)

As described above, the Project site does not contain a General Plan-delineated mineral recovery site

and the proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource. (No

impact).

Less Than
Significant
Potentially

XII. NOISE

Significant

With
less
Mitigation
Than
No
Incorporated Significant Impact

Would the project:
a) Expose people to or generate noise levels in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance. or other applicable standards?

Impact

0

0

III

0

b) Create a substantial temporary, periodic or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in

0

0

III

0

0

III

0

0

0

0

0

III

the project vicinity above levels existing Without the project?

c) Expose people to or generate excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?
d) Expose people living or working in the project area to excessive noise from a public or

private airport?

Existing Conditions
The rural lifestyle found in Mariposa County results in a noise environment which is typically well
below 55 dB(A) CNEL. 26 The Project site is set in heavily forested land on the Tenaya Lodge property,
and the principal source of noise in the vicinity is State Route 41, which runs adjacent to the proposed
location for the replacement WWTP.
The Mariposa County General Plan Noise Element includes the goal of preventing and suppressing
objectionable levels, frequencies, and times durations of noise by controlling noise at its source. 27 The
County has not established numerical thresholds for acceptable levels of construction or operational
nOIse,

26

The sound pressure level in decibels as measured on a sound level meter using the A-weighting filter

network. The A~weighting filter de-emphasizes the very low and very high frequency components of the sound in

a manner similar to the frequency response of the human ear and correlates well with subjective reactions to noise.
Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) refers to the average A-weighted noise level during a 24-hour day,
obtained after addition of 5 decibels in the evening from 7:00 pm to 10:00 pm and after addition of 10 decibels to
sound levels in the night between 10:00 pm and 7:00 am.
27

Mariposa

County,

County

Wide

index.aspx?NID=458, accessed on August 18, 2010.

60

General

Plan

(2006),

http://www.mariposacounty.org/

TENAYA

LODGE

FACILITIES

MARIPOSA

COUNTY

UPGRADE

PROJECT

AMENDED SITE PLAN/AMENDED CONDITIONS
GENERAL PLAN/SPECIFIC PLAN/ZONING AMENDMENT
EN'/IRONMENTAl

CHECKLIST

NO.
NO.

2010-161
2011-04]

AND

FINDINGS

Discussion
a) Would the project expose people to or generote noise levels in excess 01 standards established in the locol general
plan or noise ardinance, ar other applicable standards?
The Project would involve the consolidation of wastewater treatment facilities at Tenaya Lodge and
operation of a replacement WWTP in a new location on the property. As such the Project would not
add any new, permanent sources of noise. Pumps similar to those which would be used in the replacement WWTP are already used on-site in the existing hotel WWTP. A new emergency generator would

be located near the proposed WWTP building; however, the generator would be used for emergency
purposes only and therefore would generate only intermittent noise on relatively rare occasions such as
power outages and test periods.
The nearest noise-sensitive receivers are the Tenaya Cottages located across Jackson Road several hun-

dred feet away from the proposed WWTP and shielded by intervening terrain. Pumps would be located within the proposed WWTP building and therefore pump noise would be inaudible at the nearest
cottages. Noise from the emergency generator would be audible at the cottages when in use; however
this would be for short periods of time when the power is out and during testing periods that would
occur during the day outside of noise sensitive times. Overall, noise resulting from operation of the
Project would be minimal and no adjacent land uses would be impacted. Construction noise is discussed below under criterion C. (Less than Significant)

b) Would the project expose people to or generate excessive groundbome vibration or graundbome noise levels?
The Project would not result in exposure of persons at off-site locations to excessive vibration levels in
either its construction or operational phase. Heavy construction equipment capable of generating sub~

stantial vibration levels (e.g. tracked vehicles) would be used to fill in areas excavated during the removal of existing tanks; however, this activity would take place about 200 to 300 feet away from the
cottages, which are the nearest sensitive receivers, and vibration would not be perceptible at that dis~
tance. Closer to the cottages, jackhammers and trenching equipment would be used for the installation
of pipelines. Perceptible vibration levels generated by this equipment, if any, would be short-term and
intermittent and would not be substantial at nearby receivers. (Less than Significant)

Would the project create a substantial temporary, periodic or permanent increase in ambient noise levels In the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
c)

As described above in the discussion of criterion XILa, the Project would not result in significant operational noise impacts. Construction noise associated with trenching activities and the operation of large
tractors, loaders) dozers, and other heavy construction equipment would cause ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the Project site to rise temporarily during the construction phase of the Project; however, adjacent land uses would not be substantially impacted as a result. Yosemite Mountain Ranch,
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situated in a General Forest zone, is to the west of the Project site) and Sierra National Forest lies to the
south and east. The nearest noise-sensitive receivers are the Tenaya Cottages, located across Jackson

Road several hundred feet away from the proposed WWTP. Intervening terrain would serve as a noise
buffer. AdditionallYl construction contract terms and conditions would be established so as to limit
noise impacts on guests at the hotel and cottages on the Tenaya Property. Further, construction noise
would occur intermittently and impacts would be temporary in nature) ceasing once the project becomes operational. Therefore) impacts from the Project associated with temporary, periodic, or per-

manent increases in ambient noise levels would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

d) Would the project expose people living or working in the projea area to excessive noise from a public or private airport?
The Project site is not in the vicinity of an airstrip. Mariposa-Yosemite Airport, located approximately

22 miles to the west of the Tenaya Lodge property, is the closest airport

to

the Project site. Addition-

ally, the Project does not propose noise-sensitive land uses, and therefore, there would be no impact.

(No impact)

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:
a) Induce substantial unexpected population growth or growth for which inadequate planning has occurred, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses)
or indirectly (for example, through extenSion of roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing units, necessrrating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
cJ Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

less Than
Significant
Potentially
With
less
Significant Mitigation
Than
No
Impact Incorporated Significant Imp,ct

0

0

l1li

0

0

0

0

l1li

0

0

l1li

0

Existing Conditions
In 2001, the population of Mariposa County was estimated at 17,195." Population growth in the
County has been steady since the 1990s, largely as a result of in-migration. The arrival of newly-retired
people is a notable trend in the County, as is the construction of an increasing number of retirement

homes.
Regional tourism is the heart of the Mariposa County economy, and Tenaya Lodge is one of the largest
employers in the County.

28

Mariposa
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index.aspx?NID=458, accessed on August 18, 2010,
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Discussion
a) Would the project induce substantial unexpected populalion growth or growth for which inadequate planning has
occurred, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or ather infrastructure)?
The Project would involve the construction and operation of a replacement WWTP at Tenaya Lodge.
Construction activities are expected to be completed within a period of approximately 8 months and
workers would be drawn from the local labor pool. Operation of the proposed replacement WWTP
would not result in an increase in the number of employees or visitors to the Tenaya Lodge property.

Therefore, the Plan would not induce substantial unexpected population growth and impacts would be
less than significant. (Less than Significant)

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing units, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
The proposed WWTP would be built on the site of the existing septic tanks and leach field serving the
cottages at Tenaya Lodge. As such, no housing units would be displaced and construction of replacement units would not be required. (No impact)
c)

Would the project displace substontial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

As descrihed above, the proposed WWTP would be built on a site partially developed with wastewater
treatment facilities and no housing units would be displaced. Accordingly, no people would be displaced as a result of either construction or operation of the Project. (No impact)

less Than
Significant

Potentially
With
less
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES
Significant Mitigation
Than
No
Impact Incorporated Significant Impact
Would the project:
a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause signif,cant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response

times or other pertormance objectives for any of the public services:
Fire protection?

Police protection?
Schools?

o
o
o

o
o
o

11III
11III

o

o
o
11III
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Existing Conditions
Mariposa County Fire Depanment Company 33, located on the northwest side of the community of

Fish Camp, provides fire protection services for Fish Camp) Wawona, and Yosemite West. The company has two fire engines and also carries Jaws of Life equipment.29 Law Enforcement services are provided by the Mariposa County Sheriff's Office, which operates out of eight facilities, with the main
office and five of the facilities located in the Town of Mariposa." The closest school to the Project site
is Wawona Elementary School, located approximately 10 miles north of Fish Camp along State Route
41.

Discussion
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the canstruction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable seNice ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public seNices:
(ij Fire protection?
The Project would consolidate existing wastewater treatment facilities in a replacement WWTP at
Tenaya Lodge. As such, the Project would not create any new fire risks. The proposed WWTP
building would be built in compliance with the 2008 California Building Code and as described
above in Section VIII of this Initial Study, the Lodge maintains Hazardous Materials Management
Plan (HMMP) which contains safety procedures. Therefore, Project impacts to fire protection services would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

(ii) Police protection?
Operation of the replacement WWTP would not increase the number of employees at Tenaya

Lodge or the number of visitors to the resort. As such operation of the Project would not create
l

new security risks or increase opportunities for crime. Therefore, Project impacts to police protection services would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

(iii) Schools?
Operation of the replacement WWTP would not increase the number of employees at Tenaya
Lodge or bring new residents to Mariposa County. As such, there would be no impact on schools.

(No impact)

29

Mariposa County, Fish Camp Company 33, http://www.mariposacoumy.org/index.aspx?nid=64Z.ac-

cessed on October 22, 2010.
30

Mariposa County Wide General Plan EIR (2006), http://ca-mariposacounty.civicplus.com/

index.aspx?NID=792 accessed on August 18, 2010.
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'IN. PARKS AND RECREATION
Would the project:
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facili·
ties. such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be acceler·
ated'
b) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered park and recreational facilities. or result in the need for new or physICally
altered park and recreational facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts?

less Than
Significant
Potentially
With
less
Significant Mitigation
Than
No
Impact Incorporated Significant Impact

0

0

o

o

III

0

o

Existing Conditions
Yosemite National Park and Sierra and Stanislaus National Forests, in close proximity to the Project
site, offer a wide array of recreational opportunities, including fishing, hunting, camping, hiking, sight~

seeing, horseback riding, skiing, bicycling, or off-highway vehicle (OHV) recreation. Additionally, in
winter cross-country skiing, snowshoeing, and snowmobiling frequently take place on unplowed roads
in Mariposa CountyY Local recreation services are provided by the Mariposa County Park and Rec~
reation Department, which has 60.5 acres of recreation facilities. There are also recreational opportunities available on the Tenaya Lodge property, which offers a variety of amenities on-site including a
swimming pool and mountain bike rental.

Discussion
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?
The Project would consolidate existing wastewater treatment facilities in a replacement WWTP at
Tenaya Lodge. Operation of the replacement WWTP would not attract new residents to Mariposa
County or increase the number of visitors to Tenaya Lodge. As such, it would not increase the use of
parks and recreational facilities in the vicinity of the Project site and impacts would be less than signifi.
cant. (Less than Significant)

b) Would the prajea result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically
altered park and recreational faCilities, or result in the need for new or physically altered park and recreational facilities, the construaion of which could cause significant enviranmental impacts?
The Project would consolidate existing wastewater treatment facilities in a replacement WWTP at
Tenaya Lodge. Operation of the replacement WWTP would not attract new residents to Mariposa
County or increase the number of visitors to Tenaya Lodge. As such, it would not require construction

;\1

Mariposa

County,

County Wide

General

Plan

(2006),

http://www.mariposacounty.org/

index.aspx?NID=458, accessed on August 18, 2010.
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of new or altered parks and recreational facilities. Impacts would be less than significant. (Less than

Significant)

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the prolect:
a) Conflict with an applicable plan. ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness
for the pertonmance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the cir~
culation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?
b) Conflict wrth an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to
level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by
the county congestion management 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 results in substantial safety risks?
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g. sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm equipment)?
e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

less Than
Significant
Potentially
With
less
Significant Mitigation
Than
No
Impact Incorporated Significant Impact

0

0

II1II

0

0

0

II1II

0

0

0

0

II
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0
0
0
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0
0
0

II1II
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Existing Conditions
State Route 41 runs immediately to the northwest of the Project site and provides vehicular access to
the Tenaya Lodge property. State Route 41 originates near Morro Bay, travels through Fresno, Oakhurst, and Fish Camp to its terminus in Yosemite Valley. On average, approximately 1,550 vehicles per
day travel along State Route 41 through Fish Camp, although volumes are nearly double that amount
during the summer months.';2 North of Miami Mountain Road, State Route 41 currently operates at
LOS C or better." Chowchilla Mountain Road, an unpaved roadway running through forest land, can
provide secondary access to the Project site during summer months, connecting the unincorporated
community of Fish Camp with State Route 49 via State Route 41.
There are two entrances to the Project site, both of which lead off State Route 41. The main drive entrance to the site is located closer to Fish Camp, while the second entrance is further to the south, via
Jackson Road. Both roads intersect with State Route 41 and both are unsignalized. The main drive is a
32

Mariposa County (2009), Fish Camp Town Planning Area Specific Plan, http://ca-mariposacoumy.

civicplus.com/index.aspx?NID=452, accessed on August 16,2010.
JJ

Mariposa

County

Wide

General

Plan

civicplus.com/index.aspx?NID=792 accessed on August 18, 2010.

66

EIR

(2006),

http://ca-mariposacounty.

TENAYA
AMENDED
GENERAL

SITE

LODGE

FACILITIES

PLAN/AMENDED

PLANfSPECIFIC

MARIPOSA

COUNTY

UPGRADE

PROJECT

NO.

2010-161
2011·043

CONDITiONS

PLAN/ZONING AMENDMENT NO.
EN
IRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND

FINDINGS

paved road that leads to a multi-level surface parking lot to the west of the hotel as shown on Figure 3-2,
terminating at a service area where deliveries are made. Jackson/Big Sandy road is an unpaved access
road which provides fire and service access.
An analysis of existing traffic conditions conducted at the tWO entrances to the Lodge property indicated that both entrances currently operate at level of service (LOS) B or better, as shown below on
Table 4_3-"

Discussion
0) Would the Project conflict with on applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and nonmotorized travel and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets,
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and moss transit?
The proposed Project would not substantially affect the performance of the circulation system. Operation of the proposed replacement WWTP would not result in an increase in the number of employees
or visitors to the Tenaya Lodge property. As such, operation of the Project would not be expected to
generate additional vehicle trips to and from Tenaya Lodge.
During the construction phase of the Project, the heaviest truck traffic would occur during grading activities, when soil would be transported to and from the site. A total net volume of approximately
9,000 cubic yards is anticipated, which is roughly the equivalent of 600 truck loads, based on a typical
truck capacity of 15 cubic yards. Over the course of two months this would mean approximately 30
one-way truck trips per day, or 3.75 one-way trips per hour. To ensure Project construction traffic is
managed to avoid a significant impact on the circulation system, a Construction Management Plan
would be prepared and submitted to the County prior to commencement of construction activities.
The plan would describe construction phasing, the number and type of vehicles to be used, and the
routes they would follow, as well as the specific methods to be used for management and control of
truck traffic to, from, and within the Project site.
The Project would have a significant impact if it would cause a decline from existing LOS to LOS E on
a State Highway or County intersection. As described above, State Route 41 currently operates at LOS
C or better north of Miami Mountain Road, and both intersections providing access to the Tenaya

34

Level of service (LOS) is a qualitative measure describing operational conditions within a traffic stream.

Level of service assesses conditions in terms of speed and travel time, freedom to maneuver, traffic interruptions,
comfort and convenience, and safety. Six levels of service are defined by letter designations from LOS A to F, with
LOS A representing the best operating conditions, and LOS F the worst. These LOS definitions are widely used in
the field of traffic engineering and are defined in the Transportation Research Board's Highway Capacity ManuaL
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TABLE 4-3 EXISTING TRAFFIC CONDITIONS AT PROJECT SITE ENTRANCES

Friday PM

Saturday Midday

LOS

Delay

LOS

Delay

Southbound Left

A

7.6

A

7.7

'\t:!estbound Approach

B

10.7

B

10.1

Westbound Left

A

7.5

A

7.7

Northbound Approach

A

9.8

A

9.6

Intersection
State Route 41 at },fain Drive Entrance

State Route 41 at Jackson/Big Sandy Rd Entrance

Source; TPG Consultants 2009.

Lodge property and the Project site currently operate at LOS A or LOS B during peak AM and PM
periods. As the addition of approximately four peak hour trips per day would be relatively small in
relation to the existing volume of traffic on State Route 41 and as implementation of the Construction
Management Plan would control the flow of construction traffic) the Project would not result in a sig.
nificant impact on the performance of the circulation system. Overall, impacts would be less than sig~
nificant. (Less than Significant)

b) Would the project conflict with on applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level of
service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county congestion management
agency for designated roads or highways or other standards established by the county congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?
State Route 41 is not identified as a critical roadway in the Mariposa County Regional Transportation
Plan.

Additionally, as discussed above, neither operation or construction of the proposed Project

would generate a substantial increase in traffic or appreciably affect LOS on roadways in the County.
Consequently, the Project would have a less-than-significant impact with respect to congestion man~
agement. (Less than Significant)

c) Would the project Result in achange in air traffic pattern~ including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?
The nearest airport to the project site is Mariposa-Yosemite Airport, located approximately 22 miles to
the west. The Project involves the construction and operation of a replacement WWTP and it does not
have the potential to affect air traffic patterns, either directly or indirectly. (No impact)
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d) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g. sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompotible uses (e.g. farm equipment) 7
The Project does not propose any roadway design features which could pose hazards. As described
above, the Project would involve the widening and resurfacing of the access road leading to the location

of the proposed replacement WWTP. The access road would be built to contemporary design standards
and would comply with any applicable standards in the Mariposa County Road Road Improvement
Policy and the Mariposa County Improvement Standards. Consequently, the Project would not suI:>stantially increase roadway hazards and impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)
e)

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

The access road leading to the proposed WWTP would be designed in compliance with the provisions
of the General Plan, including Goal 9-1 which requires that all development have safe and adequate access. Additionally, compliance with the 2008 California Building Code and its provisions for emergency access would ensure there is a less-than~significant impact on emergency access. (Less than Signifi-

cant)

Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or progroms regarding public tronsi( bicyde, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety ofsuch facilities?

f)

The proposed Project involves construction and operation of a replacement WWTP at the Tenaya
Lodge resort. It would not generate an increase in either population or employment and as such it
would not affect transit ridership or the use of bicycle or pedestrian infrastructure in tbe County. Consequently, tbe Project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities and impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of fhe applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?
b) Require or result in the construction of new water treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?
c) Require or result in the construction of new wastewater treatment facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effeels?
d) Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage facil"ies or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effeels?

less Than
Significant
Potentially
less
With
Significant Mitigation
Than
No
Impact Incorporated Significant Impact

0

0

II1II

0

0

III

0

0

0

0

III

0

0

0

III

0
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Less Than
Significant

Potentially

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:
e) Have insufficient water supplies available to selVe the project from existing and identified

With
Less
Significant Mitigation
Than
No
Impact Incorporated Significant Impact

entitlements and resources?

D

D

11II

D

demand in addition to existing demand as determined by the wastewater treatment pro-

D

D

11II

D

D

D

11II

D

D

D

11II

D

nHave insufficient wastewater treatment capacity available to selVe the project's projected
vider which serves or may serve the project?

g) Not be selVed by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the
buildout of the project's solid waste disposal needs?
h) Comply wrth federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Existing Conditions
As described above, Tenaya Lodge is served by water drawn from four active on-site wells and wastewater is treated in the two existing on~site systems. Because wastewater is treated on-site) the Wastewater

Discharge Requirements of RWQCB Order No. 99-086, summarized in Table 2-1 in the Project De·
scription of this Initial Study, would apply. Solid waste from the proposed project would be disposed
of in the Mariposa County Sanitary Landfill, located approximately 2.2 miles north of Mariposa on
State Route 49. Mariposa County Sanitary Landfill has a permitted capacity of 1,971,000 cubic yards
and an estimated life through 2065."

Discussion
Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Boord?
0)

As the proposed \l(TWTP would dispose of wastewater on-site, the Wastewater Discharge Requirements
of RWQCB Order No. 99-086 would apply. A testing plan would be developed to ensure compliance
with RWQCB requirements and groundwater quality in the vicinity of the proposed WWTP would be
monitored through the existing network of eight monitoring wells. Consequently, the Project would
not violate RWQCB standards and impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

b) Would the project require or result in the construction ofnew water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion af
existing facilities, the construction of which cauld couse significant environmental effects?
The proposed Project would involve the construction and operation of a replacement WWTP for the
Tenaya Lodge resott. As described above, the proposed WWTP would replace the two existing systems
which require upgrade and would provide additional treatment capaciry to accommodate peak wastewa·
ter flows that cannot be adequately treated on-site at the moment. Associated environmental impacts)
35

CalRecycle,

Landfill

Facility

Profile,

http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/Profilesl

Facility/LandFill/LFProfile1.asp?COID =22&FACID=22·AA.000l, accessed on September 29,2010.
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including impacts to biological resources, cultural resources, water quality, and wastewater facilities are
discussed in this Initial Study. As described above, with the incorporation of Mitigation Measures
AQ-l, BIO-l through BlO-4, CUL-!, and NOISE-I, environmental effects would be mitigated to Iessthan-significant levels. (Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated)

c) Would the project require or result in the construction 01 new stormwater drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could couse significant environmental effects?
To accommodate stormwater runoff and snowmelt, a 2-foot wide drainage ditch would be provided
along the outside of the access road leading to the proposed WWTP. Runoff from the roadway would
be directed into the ditch, flowing toward tributaries of Lewis Fork Creek and the natural drainage pattern of the area would be preserved. The drainage ditch would be a relatively minor addition and compliance with applicable building codes would ensure that associated impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

d) Would the project have insufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing and identified entitlements and resources?
As described above in Section IX of this Initial Study, water is supplied from three actives wells on the
Tenaya Lodge property and the capacity of existing groundwater wells is more than sufficient to serve
the needs of the Lodge. The proposed WWTP would use potable water for sinks and toilets in the
WWTP building, as well as for equipment wash down; however, this would not represent additional
demand over existing quantities as the proposed WWTP would replace an existing facility on-site. Consequently, water supply from existing sources on the Tenaya Lodge property would be sufficient to
serve the Project and impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

e) Wauld the project have insufficient wastewater treatment capacity available to serve the project's projected demand
in addition to existing demand as determined by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or mayserve the project?
As described above, the Project would treat wastewater from the Tenaya Lodge property on-site and
would not require treatment by an off~site provider. Construction of the proposed replacement
WWTP would allow for the treatment of 125,000 gallons per day of wastewater, which is sufficient to
accommodate peak daily flows from the Lodge property. (Less than Significant)
f) Would the project not be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the buildout of the
projecrs solid waste disposal needs?

Filtered material and dewatered sludge resulting from the wastewater treatment process would be offhauled and disposed of at Mariposa County Sanitary Landfill. The total estimated volume of material
off-hauled would be approximately 5 cubic yards per week. Mariposa County Sanitary Landfill has
approximately 61 percent of its 1,971,000 cubic yards of permitted capacity remaining and an estimated
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life through 2065. The Project would therefore be served by a landfill with sufficient capacity and impacts would be less than significant. (Less than Significant)

g) Would the project comply with federal, stote. and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste 7?
As described above, filtered material and dewatered sludge resulting from the wastewater treatment
process would be hauled off-site and disposed of at Mariposa County Sanitary LandfilL Storage, transport, and disposal of solid waste would be done in full compliance with applicable federal, State, and
County regulations so as to ensure a less-than-significant impact. (Less than Significant)

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Would the project:

less Than
Significant
Potentially
With
less
Significant Mitigation
No
Than
Impact Incorporated Significant Impact

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the em/lfonment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish Dr wildl.e species. cause a fish Dr wildlife population to
drop below self-sustaining levels. threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of (I rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

O

IIIlI

0

0

0

0

IIIlI

0

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually I',mited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of aproject 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)?

0

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects

0

on human beings, either directly or indlfectly?

0

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quolity of the enviranmen~ substantially reduce the habitat of a
nsh or wildlife species, cause 0 fish or wildlife population to drap below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate aplant
or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range 01 arare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?
The Project would take place almost entirely on the property of Tenaya Lodge, a classic mountain resort set in heavily forested land near Yosemite National Park. The proposed WWTP would be built on
the site of existing septic tanks and leach fields, minimizing the amount of land to be developed. After
construction, the surrounding area would remain densely forested and highly pervious. The natural
drainage pattern would be preserved.
As described above, the Project site contains suitable foraging and denning habitat for Pacific fisher and
suitable and occupied habitat for California spotted owl and northern goshawk. All three species are
listed as California Species of Concern, and the Pacific fisher is also a candidate for listing under FESA.
Mitigation Measures BIO-!, BIO-2, and BIO-3 require that action be taken to identify and protect po-
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tential habitat for these species and implementation of these mitigation measures would ensure that potential impacts to the animals would be mitigated to a less than significant level.
Additionally, migratory birds are known or expected to nest in the vicinity of the Project site; however
implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO·2 would reduce associated impacts to a less than significant
level.
A field survey of the Project site and surrounding area found no historic or cultural resources associated
with the Madera-Sugar Pine Railroad grade, the only historic age structure in the vicinity of the Project
site. Additionally, there are no known Native American cultural resources present on the Project site
or in its vicinity. In the event that unanticipated historic or cultural resources are discovered during
construction of the Project) implementation of Mitigation Measure CUL-l would ensure that it is han·
dled in accordance with federal, State, and local regulations, thereby mitigating potential impacts to a
less than significant level.
Consequently, the Project would not degrade the quality of the environment, reduce or endanger plant,
animal, or fish habitat, or eliminate important cultural resources. Overall) impacts would be less than
significant after implementation of the required Mitigation Measures. (Less than Significant with Mitiga·

tion Incorporater!)

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effeas of a projea are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of post
projects, the effects ofother current projects, and the effects ofprobable future projects)?
The proposed Project would involve the construction and operation of a replacement WWTP on a location at the Tenaya Lodge property already developed with septic tanks and leach fields. The Project
would involve the development of less than 2 additional acres of land and the surrounding area would
remain in its current heavily forested natural state. During the construction phase of the Project, fugitive dust and vehicle exhaust emissions would be generated. Associated impacts, however, would be
localized and limited in duration. Additionally, compliance with the Mariposa County Grading and
Excavation Ordinance would reduce impacts to the maximum extent practicable. Construction traffic
would be controlled through the implementation of the Project Construction Management Plan so as
to avoid a significant impact to the circulation network. Potential impacts to biological and cultural
resources would similarly be limited to the construction phase and mitigated to the maximum extent
practicable by Mitigation Measures BIO-! through BIO-3 and CUL-l. Consequently, the proposed
Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable impact. (Less than Significant with Mitigation

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

The proposed Project involves the construction and operation of a replacement WWTP at Tenaya
Lodge, As described above, the wastewater treatment process would be almost entirely enclosed and
would not generate substantial pollutants, A testing plan would be developed to ensure the replacement
WWTP complies with RWQCB requirements, and the effects of wastewater on groundwater in the
surrounding area would be monitored through a network of eight groundwater wells around the subsurface disposal area,
During the construction phase of the Project, increased ambient noise levels would be generated; how~

ever, effects would be localized and limited in duration, Additionally, given the distance of sensitive
receivers from the sources of construction noise and the intervening terrain significant noise-related
impacts are not anticipated. Therefore, the proposed Project would not cause a substantial adverse ef·

feet on human beings, either directly or indirectly, Impacts would be less than significant, (Less than
Significant)
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5.

ApPLICANT'S AGREEMENT TO MITIGATION

The Project applicant, represented by Michael Gilbert, agrees to tbe following mitigation measures as
required by Section 15070(b)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines and Project plans will be modified to avoid
potential adverse environmental effects of the Project as identified in this study:

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
BIO-l

Any medium or larger (~ 20 inches in diameter) trees selected for removal shall be inspected by a
qualified biologist for potential dens (cavities, entrance holes) suitable for Pacific fisher. Cavities
suitable for fisher will be examined with portable camera probes to determine fisher presence. A
disturbance-free buffer of 300 ft shall be flagged around each occupied den. If a potential den is
not occupied, the tree may be removed under the direction of the qualified biologist.

If avoidance of an occupied den is not possible, the Project Proponent shall coordinate with the
u.s. Fish and Wildlife Service (the Service) and CDFG and take the following steps to passively
remove the fisher outside of the kit-rearing season (1 June to 1 February):
• Occupied trees shall be monitored daily by a qualified biologist for a period of 7 days to determine whether the den has been temporarily vacated.

• Once it has been determined that the den was vacated, the unoccupied den tree shall be removed
same day under the direction of the qualified biologist. If the den remains occupied, the qualified biologist shall monitor the den weekly until it has been determined that the
fisher has vacated the den. Tree removal shall take place immediately following confirmation
that the den has been vacated as noted above.

me

BIO-2

Any construction activities such as tree removal, site grading, etc., occurring on the proposed Project site within the general avian nesting season. between March 1 and August 31, shall require a
pre~construction

survey conducted by a qualified biologist to determine if the construction

activ~

ity violates the provisions of Fish and Game Code, sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513. This pre·
construction survey shall be conducted no more than 14 days prior to the initiation of any demolition/construction activities during the early part of the breeding season (February 1 through
April 30) and no more than 30 days prior to the initiation of these activities during the late part of

the breeding season (May 1 through September 15).

For California spotted owl and northern goshawks, a qualified biologist shall conduct the focused
breeding season surveys within the construction zone and a surrounding 500·foot buffer. If nests
are found during the survey, a SOO-foot disturbance~free buffer shall be established around each
nest in coordination with the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) and demarcated
by fencing or flagging. Where a biological evaluation by a qualified biologist determines that a
nest site would be shielded from planned activities by topographic or other features that would
minimize disturbance, the buffer distance may be reduced.
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For all other bird species, the qualified biologist conducting the focused breeding season survey
shall inspect all potential nest substrates in and immediately adjacent to the impact area for nests.
If an active nest is found close enough to the construction area to be disturbed by these activities,
the biologist, in consultation with CDFG, shall determine the extent of a construction~free buffer
to be established around the nest.

A copy of the results of any survey conducted shall be provided to the Mariposa County Planning
Department together with the evidence that any required mitigation measures have been implemented prior to such construction activity occurring on~site.
BIG-3

Any medium or larger (~ 12-inch diameter) trees or snags selected for removal shall be inspected
by a qualified biologist for presence of foliage-roosting bats (western red bat) and potential dens
(cavities) entrance holes) suitable for other special-status bats (pallid bat and Townsend's big-eared
bat). Cavities suitable as special-status bat rOosts shall be examined for roosting bats llsing a portable camera probe or similar technology. Buildings with potential for supporting special-status
bats (pallid bat and Townsend's big-eared bat) shall be inspected by a qualified biologist for evidence of roosting colonies. If present, roosts (including day and night roosts, hibernacula, and
maternity colonies) and a 300-foot disturbance-free buffer surrounding each roost shall be flagged.

If avoidance is not possible, the roosting bats shall be passively evicted under the direction of a
qualified biologist (as determined by a Memorandum of Understanding with the CDFG). The
qualified biologist shall facilitate the removal of roosting bats outside of the winter hibernation (1
November to 1 March) and maternity roosting (1 March to 31 July) periods through the following means:
• Opening the roosting area to allow airflow through the cavity or building (air flow distur~
bance).
• Wraiting a minimum of one night for roosting bats to respond to air flow disturbance, thereby
allowing bats to leave during nighttime hours when predation risk is relatively low and
chances of finding a new roost is greater than in the daytime.
• Disturbing roosts at dusk just prior to roost removal the same evening to allow bats to escape
during nighttime hours.

CULTURAL RESOURCES
CUL-I

During grading, construction, or any activ~ty that involves ground disturbance necessary to implement project conditions of approval, if any signs of prehistoric, historic, archaeological, or paleontological resources are evident, all work activity within 50 feet of the find shall Stop and the
Mariposa County Planning Department shall be notified immediately. No work shall be done
within 50 feet of the find until the Mariposa County Planning Department, in consultation with a
representative of the American Indian Council of Mariposa County has identified appropriate
mitigation measures to protect the find and those measures have been implemented by the appli~
cant. Protection measures for the site may include, but shall not be limited to, requiring the pro-
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archaeologist who shall conduct neC't'ssary inspections and reo

sl'arch, and who may supervise all funher ground disturbance activities and make any stich rec-

ommendations as necesS<l.ry to ensure compliance with applicable regulations. In addition {O the
Planning Dep:utment 1 the Mariposa County Coroner and the American Indian Council of Mariposa County sh<l:1l he notified should human remains be discovered. Representatives of the
American Indian Council of Maripos.a County shall be requesttd to be on-site. during disturbance
and/or removal of human remains. Should any Native American artifact or human remains be
discovered, a representative of the American Indian Council of Maripos:l County shall be on-site.
to monitor the remainder of the excavation activities.

Approved By:

Date:

,

Michael Gilbert, Sentor roject Manager
Delaware North Companies, Inc.
Representative of the Project Applicant for Tenaya Lodge Facilities Upgrade Project
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The following table summarizes mitigation measures proposed for inclusion in the conditions of

ap~

prova! for the Project and the method for mitigation monitoring.

No.
BIO-I

Mitigation Measure

Any medium or larger (2 20 inches in diameter) trees se·
leeted for removal shall be inspected by a qualified biologist
for potential dens (cavities, entrance holes) suitable for Pa·
cific fisher. Cavities suitable for fisher will be examined
with portable camera probes to determine fisher presence.
A disturbance-free buffer of 300 ft shall be flagged around
each occupied den, If a potential den is not occupied, the
tree may be removed under the direction of the qualified
biologist.

Mitigation Monitoring
This mitigation measure will be
monitored by the Mariposa
County Planning Department
through the project construction
permitting process.

If avoidance of an occupied den is not possible, the Project
Proponent shall coordinate with the U.s, Fish and Wildlife
Service (the Service) and CDFG and take the following
steps to passively remove the fisher outside of the kitrearing season.(1 June to 1 February):
• Occupied trees shall be monitored daily by a qualified
biologist for a period of 7 days to determine whether
the den has been temporarily vacated.

BIO-2

• Once it has been determined that the den was vacated)
the unoccupied den tree shall be removed the same day
under the direction of the qualified biologist. If the den
remains occupied, the qualified biologist shall monitor
the den weekly until it has been determined that the
fisher has vacated the den. Tree removal shall take
place immediately following confirmation that the den
has been vacated as noted above.
Any construction activities such as tree removal) site grading, etc.) occurring on the proposed Project site within the
general avian nesting season) between March 1 and August
31, shall require a pre-construction survey conducted by a
qualified biologist to determine if the construction activity
violates the provisions of Fish and Game Code, sections
3503,3503.5) and 3513. This pre-construction survey shall
be conducted no more than 14 days prior to the initiation

This mitigation measure will be
monitored by the Mariposa
County Planning Department
through the project construction
permitting process.
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Mitigation Monitoring

of any demolition/construction activities during the early
part of the breeding season (March 1 through April 30) and
no more than 30 days prior to the initiation of these activities during the late part of the breeding season (May 1
through August 31).
For California spotted owl and northern goshawks, a quali~
fied biologist shall conduct the focused breeding season
surveys within the construction zone and a surrounding
SOD-foot buffer. If nests are found during the survey, a 500foot disturbance-free buffer shall be established around each
nest in coordination with the California Department of
Fish and Game (CDFG) and demarcated hy fencing or flagging. Where a biological evaluation by a qualified biologist
determines that a nest site would be shielded from planned
activities by topographic or other features that would
minimize disturbance, the buffer distance may be reduced.
For all other bird species, the qualified biologist conducting
the focused breeding season survey shall inspect all potential nest substrates in and immediately adjacent to the impact area for nests. If an active nest is found close enough
to the construction area to be disturbed by these activities,
the biologist, in consultation with CDFG, shall determine
the extent of a construction-free buffer to be established
around the nest.

BIO-3
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A copy of the results of any survey conducted shall be provided to the Mariposa County Planning Department together with the evidence that any required mitigation
measures have been implemented prior to such construction activity occurring on-site,
Any medium or larger (~ 12-inch diameter) trees or snags
selected for removal shall be inspected by a qualified biologist for presence of foliage-roosting bats (western red bat)
and potential dens (cavities, entrance holes) suitable for
other special-status bats (pallid bat and Townsend's bigeared bat). Cavities suitable as special-status bat rOOsts shall
be examined for roosting bats using a portable camera
probe or similar technology. Buildings with potential for
supporting spec.ial~status bats (pallid bat and Townsend's
big-eared bat) shall be inspected by a qualified biologist for
evidence of roosting colonies. If present, roosts (including

This mitigation measure will be
monitored by the Mariposa
County Planning Department
through the project construction
permitting process.
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REPORTING
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Mitigation Monitoring

day and night roosts, hibernacula, and maternity colonies)
and a 300~foot disturbance-free buffer surrounding each
roost shall be flagged.

If avoidance is not possible, the roosting bats shall be passively evicted under the direction of a qualified biologist (as
determined by a Memorandum of Understanding with the
CDFG). Tbe qualified biologist shall facilitate the removal
of roosting bats outside of the winter hibernation (1 November to 1 March) and maternity roosting (1 March to 31
July) periods through the following mean"
• Opening the roosting area to allow airflow through the
cavity or building (air flow disturbance).
• Waiting a minimum of one night for roosting bats to
respond to air flow disturbance, thereby allowing bats
to leave during nighttime hours when predation risk is
relatively low and chances of finding a new roost is
greater than in the daytime.
• Disturbing roosts at dusk just prior to roost removal
the same evening to allow bats to escape during night~
time hours.
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CUL-l

During grading, construction, or any activity that involves
ground disturbance necessary to implement project conditions
of approval, if any signs of prehistoric, histOric, archaeological,
or paleontological resources are evident, all work activ.ity within
50 feet of the find shall stop and the Mariposa County Planning
Department shall be notified immediately. No work shall be
done within 50 feet of the find until the Mariposa County Planning Department, in consultation with a representative of the
American Indian Council of Mariposa County has identified
appropriate mitigation measures to protect the find and those
measures have been implemented by the applicant, Protection
measures for the site may include, but shall not be limited to,
requiring the project applicant to hire a qualified archaeologist
who shall conduct necessary inspections and research, and who
may supervise all further ground disturbance activities and make
any such recommendations as necessary to ensure compliance
with applicable regulations, In addition to the Planning De~
partment, the Mariposa County Coroner and the American
Indian Council of Mariposa County shall be notified should
human remains be discovered, Representatives of the American
Indian Council of Mariposa County shall be requested to be onsite during disturbance and!or removal of human remains.
Should any Native American artifact or human remains be dis~
covered, a representative of the American Indian Council of
Mariposa County shall be on-site to monitor the remainder of
the excavation activities,

This mitigation measure will be
monitored by the Mariposa
County Planning Department
through the project construction
permitting process,
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7

REPORT PREPARERS

This report was prepared by consultants with guidance from lead agency staff, as listed below:

A. Lead Consultant
Design, Community & Environment

1625 Shattuck Avenue, Suite 300
Berkeley, CA 94709
Phone: 510-848-3815
Fax: 510-848-4315

B. Subconsultants

Air Quality
Illingworth & Rodkin, Inc.
505 Petaluma Blvd. south
Petaluma, CA 94952
Phone: 707-766-7700
Fax: 707-766-7790

Biological Resources
H.T. Harvey & Associates
7815 N. Palm Avenue Suite 310
Fresno, CA 93711
Phone: 559.476.3160
Fax: 559.476.3170

Cultural Resources
ECORP Consulting, Inc.
2525 Warren Drive
Rocklin, California 95677
Phone: 916-782-9100
Fax: 916-782-9134
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Geology and Soils
Moore Twining Associates, Inc.

2527 Fresno Street,
Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: 559-268-7021
Fax: 559-268-7126

Noise
Illingworth & Rodkin, Inc.
505 Petaluma Blvd. south
Petaluma, CA 94952
Phone: 707·766-7700
Fax: 707-766-7790

Utilities and Service Systems
Blair, Church & Flynn
Consulting Engineers
451 Clovis Avenue, Suite 200
Clovis, CA 93612
Phone: 559-326-1400
Fax: 559-326-1500

C. Initial Study Managers and Reviewers
Mariposa County Planning Department
Damon Golubics - Senior Planner
Skip Strathearn - Senior Planner
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Mariposa County Resource Conservation District

Sierra Telephone
Brian Mattos, Fish Camp Planning Advisory Committee
CalTrans District Office 6
Mariposa County Health Department
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region
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Damon Gofubics

--------- -----_._..- --_.

From:

Alman, Dawn· Mariposa, CA [Dawn.Afman@ca.usda.govj

Sent:

Monday, December 06, 20101:46 PM

To:

Damon Golubics

Cc:

hubert@sti.net

Subject:

Comments to 2010-161

__ __._--_._---

Attachments: Alman, Dawn - Mariposa, CA.vcl

..

RECEIVED
DEC 0 6 2010
Mariposa County Planning Dept.

Hi Mr. Golubics,
The Mariposa County Resource Conservation District Corrunents are as follows:
1. This project should be conditioned to follow the Mariposa County Grading ordinance
Chap 15-28.120 sec. a, b, & c. All disturbed soils after construction and improvements
should be seeded with 20-25 pounds per acre and covered with weed free hay or rice
straw to protect against rain drop impact sheet/rill erosion. Seeding should be done
during November-December to ensure moisture for germination or otherwise irrigated in
during the dry months.
Mike Hubert Director of the MCRCD
Dawn Afman
District Conservationist
Mariposa County LPO
PO Box 746
•
5009 Fairgrounds Road
Mariposa, CA 95338
office: 209 966-3431
fax: 209742-7508

12/6/2010

1 0' 1

SIERRA TELEPHONE

RECEIVED

December 6,2010

DEC 1 02010
Mariposa County Planning Department
Damon Golubics
Post Office Box 2039
Mariposa, California 95338

Mariposa Gounty Planning Dapt.

Planner: Damon Golubics
File #: Amended Site Plan 2010-161;
Conditional Use Permit to Allow a Waste Water Treatment Plant
Applicant: Delaware North Companies

We have reviewed the amended site plan to allow Delaware North Companies to
construct a waste water treatment plant on APN 010-410-013, which will be serving both
APN's 010-410-012 & 013.
As the construction plans are proposed, the waste water treatment plant would be built
and excavation would occur in an area where we have existing fiber optic cable. We will
need to relocate our cable prior to the start of construction of the proposed waste water
treatment plant. In order to begin our relocation, we will need to obtain a new easement
from Delaware North Companies to circumvent their proposed project area. We will be
contacting the Project Manager, Michael Gilbert, to arrange for obtaining this easement
and to engineer the relocation of our fiber plant.
We have no objections to this proposed parcel split as long as we are granted the
requested telephone easement and our fiber cable is safely rerouted.

tn.Si"1h~h: 1/

MarcMc~a~

Outside Plant Engineering Supervisor

MM/ss

POST

OFFICE

Box 219

...

OAKHUJlST,

~- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

CAllFORNIA 93644-0219 ..

TElEPHON(

www.sierratelephone.com

559-683-4611

;;

FACSIMILE

559.6U3.6913

Damon Goilibics
From:
"lent:
>:
,jubject:

Brian & Lynn Mattos [blmattos@sti.net]
Tuesday, December 14,20105:50 PM
Damon Golubics
Request for Comments: Amended Site Plan 2010-161

Thank you for requesting comments on Amended Site Plan 2010-161. The proposed project
sounds like a great way to deal with the stinky existing plant in the middle of the newly
combined properties and another opportunity for Delaware North Companies to expand their
water reduction and recycling programs, which have already decreased their well pumping in
Fish Camp by more than four million gallons.

I have not seen the proposed mitigation measures to reduce potentially significant impacts
to local wildlife, but I believe that those can mostly be scheduling construction

activities to avoid sensitive life stages, especially for the migrating species. Thanks
for considering all of Fish Camp's residents!
Brian Mattos
7621 Forest Drive Box 221
Fish Camp, CA 93623
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Damon Golubics
From:

Jennifer Bryan-Sanchez Uennifer_bryan-sanchez@dot.ca.gov]

Sent:

Wednesday, December 15, 2010 10:29 AM

To:

Damon Golubics

Cc:

Michael Navarro

SUbject:

RE: Amended Site Plan 2010-161, CUP 241 (Tenaya WWTP)

Attachments: ASP 2010-161 FOR CUP 241.pdf
Good Morn ing Mr. Golubics,
Regarding Amended Site Plan 2010-161 for the Conditional Use Permit 241, Tenaya Cottages (WWTP),
Caltrans has "No Comment". For you records and convenience, I have attached to this email a copy of
the cover sheet with Caltrans' "No Comment". Thank you for the opportunity to review this project. I look
forward to reviewing future projects for you.

Thanks,
Jennifer Bryan-Sanchez
Associate Transportation Planner
CalTrans District Office 6
1352 W. Olive Ave.
Fresno, CA. 93728
(559)488-7307
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MARIPOSA PLANNING
COUNTY OF MARlPOSA
5100 BULLION STREET' POST OFFICE BOX 2039
MARIPOSA. CALlFORNIA 95338-2039

,-.

",'-

L: .;-.-:

209.741.209·742·1250' FA:\ 209.742 5014

Kris Schenk. Director
k':chenk:l£;'mllriposacounl> .org

Damon Golubics, Senior Planner
dgo1ub jcS(~ imariposacounty.org

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
Date:

November 30, 2010

Application Type j Rle#: Amended Site Plan 2010-161

Applicant: Delaware North Companies
Site Address: 1122 Highway 41, Fish Camp, CA 93623

Dear Reviewing Agency.
Mariposa Planning thanks you for your continued participation to creating quality developments in Mariposa County. We
value your comme~ts and hope for your continued participation in a planning process meant to inform applicants of your
concerns and reqUirements. No doubt, this early Involvement eliminates or minimizes problems that would otherwise
arise. Once again, we request your comments and encourage them to be submitted to our office In writing by December
20, 2010. If during this time you find a need foradditionalinforrnation, then contact the assigned project planner by this
date so that we can acquire the information for you. State law places a deadline on such requests. so please do notmiss
your opportunity.
AssiQ;ned Project Planner: Damon Golubics 209-742-J250dgolubics@mmiposacounty.org
PrOJect.Descriotlon:
The Mariposa County Planning Departl11enthas received an application lor Amended Conditions from Delaware North,
applicant t(lAmend the site plan and conditions of approval fOTConditi,malUsePerTl11t241 (Tenal'aCottages;Tonnerly
Apple Tree Innlto allow for the construction of a wastewatertreatl1lentplanlonthesite. The treatment plant ",ouJd serve
both the Tenal'a Lodge and the Tenaya Cottages, and would have a capacityof 125.000 gallons per day. Theptant would
consist of four 50.000 gallon underground storagefuitks,a treatmentplantbuiJdingofapptoxil1lately 5225 sq. ft. and 27
feet high, a 400 sq. fLheadworks structure, and a 7,000 sq.Tt.parking facility with 8 spaces An8:inchdiameter sewer
mainrrom the lodge .51te 10 the new treatment plant and a 6"inch recycled waterline to transmlt water back 10 the
leachfie1dsystel1l at the lodge sitewauidbe lIlstalJedalongJacksonR?ad. The existmg septic system consisungoftwo
33)00 gallon septic tanks and mull1pleleach Imesat the TenayaCottages slte, and theexlstmg wastewater tTeatmemplant
at the Tenaya Lodge site vmuld be removed.•• The parcel on which the new treatment plant would be located (the Tenaya
Cottages site) is 11.66acre5 in size The new treatment plant ,,"auld be located on a portion of the site that isin theSmgle
Family ReSIdential is-acre minimum) land use classificatIOn. A total area of approximately 1.8 acres would be required
for the replacement wastewater treatment plant and associated structures The APN for the parcei is 01 Q..4 10-013. The
APN forthe adjacent Tenaya Lodge parcel is 010-4JO-OI2.
A cultural resources study was prepa:red fortheprojed site and there were no significant resources found. A biological
reoources study of the site was conducted and it found potentially significant impacts to Pacific fisher, California spotted
owls and northel1l goshawks, special status bats, and nesting birds. Mitigation measures are proposed to reduce these
potentially sigmfJcant impacts to less than significant levels. These -issues v,rjlJ be discussed in the Initial Study thai ''''ill
be prepared for the project.

-

•

CaJiforni2 Jill} requires the Count)' 10 only approve projeCtS when potemiaJJy sIgnificant ImpaCts have been mitigated, This is
accomplisht:d through the conditions of approval that your agency recommends Mariposa Planning operates under the assumption
.hal agencies have \'aluable comments tha1 define and specify required project standards. We also understand that agencies have
multiple dUlles and priorities, and that upon occasion., aD agency ma)/ not comment by the deadline. even though it may have issues
\;:i1h the project. Unformnately, Mariposa Planning has both statumry and ordillance deadlines fOT processing applications. V'h, are
violating State law and local code ifv,'e do Daimeet our deadlines. Stanne requires your timely response, and failure to comment may
preclude your imposition of requirements later. Our preference is for some type of communication-even an e~mail-that states "no
comment," so that we knov: you have at least reviewed the proposed application and we kno\1li you have no issues. Failure to provide
clny comments prior to deadlines imposed by state law' means that we may h(!ve to move forward with the project to the Planning
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"Commission Level" Proj ect Review Benchmark Meetings
Date

MeetinQs
Agency Comments! Draft Conditions Due - (not attended by applicant or agent)

Project Applicant and Agent

Revision Date: April 23, 2004
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Applicant and Agent introduces the project to Staff

cc:
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