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CITY OF BISHOP

CITY COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA

City Council Chambers - 301 West Line Street - Bishop, California

NOTICES TO THE PUBLIC

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting please
contact the City Clerk at 760-873-5863. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting. (28CFR 13.102-35.104 ADA Title II)

Any writing that is a public record that relates to an agenda item for open session distributed less than 72 hours prior to the
meeting will be available for public inspection at City Hall, 377 West Line Street, Bishop, California during normal business
hours. Government Code § 54957.5(b)(1). Copies will also be provided at the appropriate meeting,

Members of the public desiring to speak on a matter appearing on the agenda should ask the Mayor for the opportunity to be

heard when the item comes up for Council consideration. NOTE: Comments for all agenda items are limited to a speaking time
of three minutes.

TUESDAY, MAY 28, 2013
7:00 P.M.

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENT — NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC: This time is set aside to receive public comment on matters not
calendared on the agenda. When recognized by the Mayor, please state your name and address for the record and please limit your
comments to three minutes. Under California law the City Council is prohibited from generally discussing or taking action on
items not included in the agenda; however, the City Council may briefly respond to comments or questions from members of the

public. Therefore, the City Council will listen to all public comment but will not generally discuss the matter or take action on
it.

DEPARTMENT HEAD REPORTS
Updates on department activities will be given by the Department Heads
A. Fire Chief Ray Seguine
B. Police Chief Chris Carter
C. Public Works Director/City Engineer Dave Grah
D. City Administrator/Community Services Director Keith Caldwell

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE UPDATE — Executive Director Tawni Thomson

CONSENT CALENDAR — NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC: All matters under the Consent Calendar are considered
routine by the City and will be acted on by one motion.

(1)
FOR APPROVAL/FILING
Minutes (a) Study Session — May 13, 2013
{b) Council Meeting — May 13, 2013
Reports (c) Personnel Status Change Report



FOR INFORMATION/FILING

Agendas (d) Planning Commission Agenda — May 29, 2013

Minutes (e) Water and Sewer Commission Minutes — March 12, 2013
Reports (f) Fire Department Activity Log — April 2013

PUBLIC HEARINGS / ACTION

)

3)

@

®)

SALVATION ARMY CHURCH AND STORE ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW - A public hearing will be
held to hear and consider public input on the Initial Study and draft Negative Declaration prepared for a
conditional use permit for the Salvation Army Church and Store.

SALVATION ARMY CHURCH AND STORE INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION -
Consideration to adopt the Initial Study and Negative Declaration prepared for a conditional use permit for the
Salvation Army Church and Store — Planning Department.

POSITIVE PRESSURE WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW — A
public hearing will be held to hear and consider public input on the Initial Study and draft Negative Declaration
prepared for a Positive Pressure Water System Improvement Project

POSITIVE PRESSURE WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT PROJECT INITIAL STUDY AND
NEGATIVE DECLARATION - Consideration to adopt the Initial Study and Negative Declaration prepared for
a Positive Pressure Water System Improvement Project — Public Works Department.

NEW BUSINESS

(6)

(M

(3)

&)

(10)

(1)

(12)

PLANNING COMMISSION - Consideration to make an appointment to the Flanning Commission to fill the
scheduled vacancy expiring June 22, 2013 — Administration.

REQUEST TO WAIVE HIRING FREEZE - Consideration to approve waiving the hiring freeze to fill
the vacant position of Part-Time Office Assistant in the Finance Department — Finance Department.

REQUEST TO ADVERTISE FOR BIDS FOR THE POSITIVE PRESSURE WATER SYSTEM
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT - Consideration to approve the advertisement for bids for the Positive Pressure
Water System Improvement Project — Public Works Department.

REQUEST TO TERMINATE WILLDAN CONTRACT FOR 2013 WATER AND SEWER RATE STUDY -
Consideration to approve the termination of the consuitant contract with Willdan for the 2013 Water and Sewer
Rate Study — Public Works Department.

REQUEST TO APPROVE CONTRACT WITH SUSTAINABLE RESOURCE ENGINEERING FOR THE
2013 WATER AND SEWER RATE STUDY - Consideration to approve the consultant contract with
Sustainable Resource Engineering for the 2013 Water and Sewer Rate Study — Public Works Department,

REQUEST TO AMEND THE CONTRACT WITH NOLTE FOR THE SNEDEN STREET IMPROVEMENTS
PROJECT - Consideration to approve contract Change Order 4 to street delivery services contract with Nolte
authorizing a $100,195 total expenditure for design — Public Works Department.

REQUEST TO ADVERTISE FOR BIDS FOR THE EMERGENCY WATER MAIN REPAIR PARTS -
Consideration to approve the advertisement for bids to purchase emergency water main repair parts — Public
Works Department.



(13) REQUEST TO ENTER INTO A MUTUAL AID AGREEMENT WITH INYQO COUNTY SHERIFF’S
DEPARTMENT - Consideration to approve the Interagency Assistance Mutual Aid Agreement between the
Inyo County Sheriff’s Department/County of Inyo and City of Bishop Police Department/City of Bishop —
Police Department,

(14) AUDITOR AGREEMENT - Council consideration to approve the Technical Support and Labor Report
Agreements for Fiscal Year 2012/2013 with Larry Bain, CPA — Finance Department

(15) REVIEW OF BUDGETS FOR FISCAL YEARS 2012/2013 AND 2013/2014 — Consideration to approve the
budget review for fiscal years 2012/2013 and 2013/2014 - Finance Department.

COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

ADJOURNMENT

Monday, June 10, 2013 — 4:00 p.m. Study Session / 7:00 p.m. Regular Meeting — Council Chambers
Friday, June 14, 2013 - 9:00 a.m. Council Retreat — Executive Conference Room

Monday, June 24, 2013 - 4:00 p.m. Study Session / 7:00 p.m. Regular Meeting — Council Chambers
Monday, July 8, 2013 — 4:00 p.m. Study Session / 7:00 p.m. Regular Meeting — Council Chambers
Monday, July 22, 2013 — 4:00 p.m. Study Session/ 7:00 p.m. Regular Meeting — Council Chambers



CITY OF BISHOP

STUDY SESSION AGENDA

Council Chambers - 301 West Line Street - Bishop, California

NOTICES TO THE PUBLIC

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting please
contact the City Clerk at 760-873-5863. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting. (28CFR 13.102-35.104 ADA Title 1)

Any writing that is a public record that relates to an agenda item for open session distributed less than 72 hours prior to the
meeting will be available for public inspection at City Hall, 377 West Line Street, Bishop, California during normal business
hours. Government Code § 54957.5(h)(1). Copies will also be provided at the appropriate meeting.

Members of the public desiring to speak on a matter appearing on the agenda should ask the Mayor for the opportunity to
be heard when the item comes up for Council consideration. NOTE: Comments for all agenda items are limited to a
speaking time of three minutes.

TUESDAY, MAY 28, 2013
4:00 p.m.

CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENT - NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC: This time is set aside to receive public comment on matters not
calendared on the agenda. When recognized by the Mayor, please state your name and address for the record
and please limit your comments to three minutes. Under California law the City Council is prohibited from
generally discussing or taking action on items not included in the agenda; however, the City Council may briefly
respond to comments or questions from members of the public. Therefore, the City Council will listen to all public
comment but will not generally discuss the matter or take action on it.

SCHEDULED DISCUSSION

i. Current 7:00 p.m. agenda items
2. Future agenda items

3. Department Head Reports

DISCUSSION

Councilmember David Stottlemyre
Councilmember Pat Gardner
Councilmember Keith Glidewell
Mayor Pro Tem Jim Ellis

Mayor Laura Smith

A e G

ADIOURNMENT — To City Council meeting scheduled at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambaers.



AGENDA PLANNING FOR UPCOMING MEETINGS

MON - JUNE 10, 2013 MEETINGS

4:00 PM

e CLOSED SESSION - PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION pursuant to Government
Code § 54957 - City Attorney

s CLOSED SESSION

7:00 PM

* Presentation — Recognize Howard Holland for designing the Bishop Seal artwork that was
adopted as the City of Bishop Seal on April 10, 1972 - original artwork framed and to be
displayed in a prominent place in City Hall

* Presentation of Quarterly Citizen Award

e Miss City of Bishop and Miss Teen City of Bishop Quarterly Reports

e Update by Supervisor Jeff Griffiths

¢ Public Hearing and First Reading/Introduction of proposed zoning amendment ordinance
relating to cottage food operations — Planning (G.Schley)

¢ Public Hearing and First Reading/Introduction OR Second Reading/Adoption ~ Ordinance to
modify language to Municipal Code 2.36.030 and 2.36.050 — Appointing City Administrator
as Director of Emergency Services — Administration (K.Caldwell)

* Proposed ordinance/resolution — council salaries and benefits — Administration/City
Attorney (K.Caldwell/P.Tracy)

e Consideration to approve contract with Bristlecone Media to create a City of Bishop
promotional video = Community Services (K.Caldwell)

e Approval to release a man hole survey RFP — Public Works (D. Grah)

e Approve payment for ESCSD for monitoring well #8 — Public Works (D.Grah)

e Award Fowler Street Water Line Construction Contract — Public Works (D.Grah)

» Approval to hire Public Works Intern — Public Works {D.Grah)

* Approval of Sludge Transfer Work Order — Public Works (D.Grah)

» Approval of Positive Pressure Improvement Project Work Order — Public Works {D.Grah)

e CLOSED SESSION

FRI - JUNE 14, 2013 - RETREAT
9:00 AM
¢ Strategic Planning

MON, JUNE 24, 2013 MEETINGS

4:00 PM

e CLOSED SESSION

7:00 PM

o CANCELLED - Chamber of Commerce Update (T.Thomson not available)

e Update by Supervisor Jeff Griffiths

¢ Inyo County Lease Agreement for office space in City Hall (consent)

e Public Hearing — Mammoth Lakes Housing (MLH) to report on the progress of the activities
of the 2009 General Allocation of the State CDBG program and to provide an opportunity for
interested parties to comment on the performance to date — MLH (Jennifer Halferty)

5/23/2013 9:00 AM




s Second Reading/Adoption of proposed zoning amendment ordinance relating to cottage
food operations
¢ CLOSED SESSION

MON —JULY 8, 2013 MEETINGS
4:00 PM

2:00 PM

MON, JULY 22, 2013 MEETINGS
4:00 PM

[ ]

7:00 PM

e Chamber of Commerce Update

e Update by Supervisor Jeff Griffiths

MON, AUGUST 12, 2013 MEETINGS

4:00 PM

Selection of Quarterly Citizen Award to be presented September Sth

7:00 PM

Northern Inyo Hospital Quarterly Update — (Angie Aukee and/or Cheryl Underhill)
e Approval Man Hole Survey Contract

¢ Approval of a Digester Cleaning Contact

MON - AUGUST 26, 2013 MEETINGS
4:00 PM

7:00 PM

s Chamber of Commerce Update

s Update by Supervisor Jeff Griffiths

MON, SEPTEMBER 9, 2013 MEETINGS

4:00 PM

L ]

7:00 PM

e Presentation of Quarterly Citizen Award

Miss City of Bishop and Miss Teen City of Bishop Quarterly Reports
Water and Sewer Commission rate recommendations

Chamber of Commerce Update

Grant SCE easements — Wye Road

5/23/2013 9:00 AM



MON — SEPTEMBER 23, 2013 MEETINGS
4:00 PM

L

7:00 PM

e Chamber of Commerce Update

e Update by Supervisor Jeff Griffiths

TUES, OCTOBER 15, 2013 MEETINGS
4:00PM

7:00 PM
» Approve Water and Sewer Rate hearing notices

MON - OCTOBER 28, 2013 MEETINGS
4:00 PM

L ]

7:00 PM

e Chamber of Commerce Update

s Update by Supervisor Jeff Griffiths

TUES, NOVEMBER 12, 2013 MEETINGS

4:00 PM

e Selection of Quarterly Citizen Award to be presented December 9

7:00 PM

e Chamber of Commerce Update

* Northern Inyo Hospital Quarterly Update — (Angie Aukee and/or Cheryl Underhill}

MON, NOVEMBER 25, 2013 MEETINGS
4:00 PM

7:00 PM

s Update by Supervisor Jeff Griffiths

MON, DECEMBER 9, 2013 MEETINGS

4:00 PM

L

7:00 PM

Presentation of Quarterly Citizen Award

Miss City of Bishop and Miss Teen City of Bishop Quarterly Reports
Chamber of Commerce Update

Public Hearing - water and sewer rates

Reorganization — Selection of Mayor and Mayor Pro Tem

Review of Mayoral Appointments

5/23/2013 9:00 AM



CALLTC ORDER

COUNCIL PRESENT

COUNCIL ABSENT

OTHERS PRESENT

PUBLIC COMMENT

SCHEDULED DISCUSSION

1. Quarterly Citizen Award

2. Set Date for Department

Head Evaluations

3. Council Retreat —
Strategic Planning

4. Rural Fire Board/City

Council Rules and
Procedures

5. Current 7:00 p.m. agenda
items

Study Session May 13, 2013

CITY OF BISHOP
CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION MINUTES
MAY 13, 2013

Mayor Smith called the meeting to order at 4:01 p.m. in the City
Council Chambers at 301 West Line Street, Bishop, California.

Council Members David Stottlemyre, Pat Gardner,
Keith Glidewell

Mayor Pro Tem Jim Ellis

Mavor Laura Smith

None

Keith Caldwell, City Administrator/Community Services Director
Robin Picken, Assistant City Clerk

Peter Tracy, City Attorney

Cheryl Solesbee, Assistant Finance Director

Ray Seguine, Fire Chief

Chris Carter, Police Chief

David Grah, Public Works Director/City Engineer

The Mayor announced the public comment period. No public
comments were provided.

Discussion was held on the following Study Session agenda
items:

The selection of the next Quarterly Citizen Award was made for
presentation at the June 10" Council meeting.

The date of June 10, 2013 was set for Department Head
evaluations.

The Council Retreat is scheduled for Friday, June 14 at 9:00 AM
in the Executive Conference Room.

Fire Chief Seguine reviewed the history between the Rural Fire
Board and the City of Bishop. He also reported that he is
currently working on a policy manual for the City of Bishop Fire
Department/Bishop Rural Fire District employees and their
volunteers.

Discussion was held on the upcoming agenda items for the
evening meeting. Questions were answered by staff as needed.

| a



6. Future agenda items

7. Department Head

Reports

COUNCIL DISCUSSION

CLOSED SESSION

RECONVENED TO OPEN

SESSION

ADJCURNMENT

The list of future agenda items was reviewed. Councilmember
Stottlemyre requested that the same labor report and charts be
prepared by auditor Larry Bain for an upcoming meeting for
discussion. Mayor Smith requested that a local citizen be
recognized sometime in the future for unsolicited community
service. Councilmember Glidewell requested that continued
discussion on the City's finances be discussed at a future retreat
or meeting.

Reports were given as appropriate.

Council Members had no committee reports, community
announcements and/or comments or inquiries for staff.

At 5:13 p.m. the Council recessed to closed session as agendized:

PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION pursuant to
Government Code § 54957 - City Attorney

At 5:30 p.m. the meeting was convened to open session. The
City Administrator reported that no action was taken in closed
session and no announcement was made.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:31 p.m. to the regular meeting
scheduled at 7:00 p.m.

LAURA SMITH, MAYOR

ATTEST: Keith Caldwell, City Clerk

By:

Robin Picken, Assistant City Clerk

Study Session May 13, 2013



CALL TO ORDER

INVOCATION

COUNCIL PRESENT

COUNCIL ABSENT

OTHERS PRESENT

PUBLIC COMMENT

May 13, 2013

CITY OF BISHOP

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

MAY 13, 2013

Mayor Smith called the meeting of the Bishop City Council
to order at 7:00 p.m. in the City Council Chambers, 301
West Line Street, Bishop, California.

The invocation was given by Pastor Kelly Larson of the
Bishop Creek Community Church followed by the Pledge of
Allegiance led by Councilmember Glidewell.

Councilmembers David Stottlemyre, Pat Gardner,
Keith Glidewell

Mayor Pro Tem Jim Ellis

Mayor Laura Smith

None

Keith Caldwell, City Administrator/Community Services
Director

Robin Picken, Assistant City Clerk

Cheryl Solesbee, Assistant Finance Director

Peter Tracy, City Attorney

Ray Seguine, Fire Chief

Chris Carter, Police Chief

David Grah, Public Works Director

Gary Schiey, Public Services Officer

The Mayor announced the public comment period.

On behalf of the Rodeo Association Chuck Kilpatrick
thanked Bishop Mule Days Executive Board President Dana
Crom and all of their volunteers for helping to make the
California High Schoo! State Rodeo Finals a success.

High Sierra Energy Foundation Chair Rick Phelps presented
Counci! with a flyer announcing their recycling program on
old refrigerators and freezers scheduled on May 18" for all
Eastern Sierra Customers.

Florine Trainer of Caltrans, along with April Eagan and
Karen Kong of the County of Inyo presented Council with a
flyer announcing their “Bike to Work Week Challenge”
scheduled for the week of May 13-17, 2013 and asked that
other organizations participate and join the challenge. They
reviewed the many benefits of biking to and from work and
asked that others get involved. Awards are scheduled for
Friday, May 17 at 12 noon at the Bishop City Park.

| b



RECOGNITION
(D

PROCLAMATION
@)

NORTHERN INYO HOSPITAL
(NIH) QUARTERLY UPDATE

DEPARTMENT HEAD
REPORTS

CONSENT CALENDAR
3)

Motion/Stottlemyre

May 13, 2013

California Highway Patrol (CHP) Captain Andrea Witmer
announced that May 15" is National Peace Officers
Memorial Day and May 12-18, 2013 is Nationa! Police
Week. National Police Week pays special recognition to
those law enforcement officers who have lost their lives in
the line of duty for the safety and protection of others. She
also handed out a copy of ZENITH 1200 (a CHP
publication) to Council for their information.

No further public comments were provided.

Counci! recognized 9 year-old Zonata “Zoey” Brown for her
outstanding accomplishments.

Bishop Mule Days Executive Board President Dana Crom
announced that the Bishop Mule Days Celebration is
honoring our Country’s Military Families as this year’s
Grand Marshall and therefore is requesting that Council join
in this year’s tribute by adopting a proclamation honoring
these Military Families.

The Council read proclamations honoring Military Families
and offered its sincere appreciation and gratitude to our
Military Families for their strength, unwavering
commitment, selfless sacrifices, and unconditional support of
our Nation’s service men and women.

Northern Inyo Hospital Community Development,
Marketing & Grant Writing Director Angie Aukee gave an
update on several programs going on at the hospital:
1) Construction Project-Phase III; 2) Closure of the Family
Health Center; 3) Chief Executive Officer Recruitment; 4)
Daisy Award Program.

Reports from Administration, Community Services, Fire,
Police, and Public Works were given on the departments’
activities including upcoming and ongoing projects.

A motion was made by Councilmember Stottlemyre and
passed 5-0 to approve the Consent Calendar as presented:

FOR APPROVAL AND FILING

(a) Study Session — April 22, 2013

(b) Council Meeting — April 22, 2013

{c) Personne} Status Change Report

(d) Request to surplus found property — Log # BPD-142-13

(¢) Standard Agreement with the 18" District Agricultural
Association/Eastern Sierra Tri-County Fairgrounds for
the Fire Department Destruction Derby on September 1,
2013

() Investment Portfolio — March 2013

(g) Warrant Register April 2013



PUBLIC HEARING

PROPOSED ORDINANCE
RELATING TO THE
DIRECTOR OF EMERGENCY
SERVICES

(4)

Motion/Stottlemyre

NEW BUSINESS

PROPOSED ORDINANCE
RELATING TO THE
DIRECTOR OF EMERGENCY
SERVICES

&)

RESOLUTION NO. 13-07

6)
Motion/Gardner

CITY COUNCIL SALARIES
AND BENEFITS

)

BID AWARD
Purchase of Carpet for the Clarke
Wing Hallway of City Hall

8

May 13, 2013

The Mayor opened a public hearing to hear and consider
public comment on the proposed ordinance relating to the
Director of Emergency Services. No public comment was
received during the public hearing.

Councilmember Stottlemyre made a motion to close the
public hearing. Motion passed 5-0.

Council asked that staff review Chapter 2.36 Emergency
Organizations and Services of the Municipal Code in its
entirety for any other changes needed to be in compliance
with the National Incident Management System (NIMS). If
there are other proposed changes, this proposed ordinance is
to be revised to include those changes. If there are no new
changes, Council will consider approving the second
reading/adoption of the proposed ordinance as presented, by
title only. No action taken.

On a motion by Councilmember Gardner, the Council voted
5-0 to adopt Resolution No. 13-07 by title only,
“RESOLUTION NO. 13-07 - A RESOLUTION QOF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BISHOP, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING THE COUNTY OF INYO
TO SUBMIT ON THE CITY'S BEHALF AN
APPLICATION FOR THE 2013/2014 USED OIL
PAYMENT PROGRAM 47 and to submit the letter of
authorization in order to allow Inyo County to continue with
the City and County portions of the used oil recycling
program.

A lengthy discussion ensued regarding City Council salaries
and benefits. With the understanding that all changes in City
Council salaries and benefits will not take effect until afier
the November 2014 election, Council agreed to change the
City Council’s future salary from $300/month to
$550/month. Council also agreed to discontinue future
retirement medical benefits and to pay their portion of the
City’s medical costs as do the City employees. Council
asked staff to bring this item back with a report on its impact
on the City’s future budget. No action taken.

City Administrator Caldwell reported that one bid was
received for the purchase of carpet for the Clarke Wing
Hallway of City Hall. The only bid submitted and received
on time was from Carpet For Your Home: $11,503.07 to
remove and replace carpet in hallway with carpet tiles, If
determined that a sub-floor is needed: $1,500.00 to take up
the existing sub-floor and disposal, and $4,000.00 for new
sub-floor and installation.



Motion/Ellis

AUDIT SERVICES

9)
Motion/Stoitlemyre

BUDGET
ADJUSTMENTS/TRANSFERS
(10)

Motion/Gardner

SET INTERVIEW
COMMITTEE
Planning Commission

(11)

STREET CLOSURES -
MULE DAYS PARADE
(12)

Motion/Glidewell

STREET CLOSURES -
2013 BISHOP UNION HIGH
SCHOOL GRADUATION
(13)

Motion/Glidewell

AMEND MAD DOGS STREET
VENDOR PERMIT

(14)

Motion/Stottlemyre

DECLARE CITY STREET
SWEEPER AS SURPLUS
(15)

Motion/Stottlemyre

2014 HOUSING ELEMENT
UPDATE AND GENERAL
PLAN UPDATE
COORDINATION

(16)

Motion/Gardner

May 13,2013

Mayor Pro Tem Ellis made a motion to award the bid to
Carpet For Your Home to remove the current carpet and the
purchase and installation of the upgraded carpet squares and
authorize the expenditure of up to $11,503.07; and
authorizing up to an additional $5,500.00 if determined that a
sub-floor is needed. Motion passed 5-0.

Councilmember Stottlemyre made a motion to approve the
professional services contract and to authorize the firm of
Larry Bain, CPA to conduct the attached list of audits for
fiscal year 2012-2013 pursuant to the costs presented.
Motion passed 5-0.

Councilmember Gardner made a motion to approve the
budget adjustments and transfers for Fiscal Year 2012-2013
through April 30, 2013 as presented. Motion passed 5-0.

The upcoming term expiration on the Planning Commission
has been advertised according to City procedures. The
incumbent, Frank Crom, gave notification that he will not be
seeking reappointment. It was determined that Mayor Pro
Tem Ellis and Councilmember Glidewell will serve on the
interview committee,

Councilmember Glidewell made a motion to approve the
street closures related to the Mule Days Parade. Motion
passed 5-0.

Councilmember Glidewell made a motion to approve the
closure of North Fowler Street between Church Street and
West Pine Street and Academy Avenue between North
Fowler and Hammond Street for the 2013 Bishop Union
High Schoo! Graduation. Motion passed 5-0.

Councilmember Stottlemyre made a motion to approve
amending itemn 6a of the Mad Dogs of Bishop Street Vendor
Permit for Calendar Year 2013. Motion passed 5-0.

Councilmember Stottlemyre made a motion to declare the
older street sweeper (1993 Johnston V3SPP) as surplus and
approve the disposal in a manner that is determined to be in
the best interest of the city. Motion passed 5-0.

Councilmember Gardner made a motion to continue the
current agreement with Bauer Environmental Services to
reflect the new scope and fees associated with the 2014-2019
General Plan Update; Funds are not to exceed $29,400.
Motion passed 5-0.



COUNCIL REPORTS Council Members reported on committee meetings and
announced upcoming community events.

ADJOURNMENT Mayor Smith adjourned the meeting at 9:05 p.m. to the Study
Session scheduled for Tuesday, May 28, 2013 at 4:00 p.m. in
the City Council Chambers.

LAURA SMITH, MAYOR

Attest: Keith Caldwell, City Clerk

By: L
Robin Picken, Assistant City Clerk

May 13, 2013 5



TO: CITY COUNCIL
FROM:

SUBJECT:

DATE: MAY 28, 2013

AGENDA ITEM NO.

| ¢

KEITH CALDWELL, CITY ADMINISTRATOR st—

CONSENT CALENDAR - PERSONNEL STATUS CHANGE REPORT

The following personnel item has been submitted for action at this meeting:

COMMUNITY SERVICES

(A)

(B)

&

(D)

(E)

(F)

Life Guard |

Part-Time - $9.00/per hour
Seasonal

HIRE: Brett Goson

Life Guard |

Part-Time - $9.00/per hour
Seasonal

HIRE: George Evan Meneses

Life Guard |

Part-Time - $9.00/per hour
Seasonal

HIRE: Jonathan Turner

Life Guard |

Part-Time - $9.00/per hour
Seasonal

HIRE: Quinn Quesenberry

Life Guard | / WSI |

Part-Time - $9.00 per hour / $11.00 per hour

Seasonal
HIRE: Kevin Sprague

Life Guard |

Part-Time - $9.00/per hour
Seasonal

REHIRE: Ginger Perez

EFFECTIVE DATE

4/9/2013

4/9/2013

4/9/2013

4/9/2013

4/9/2013

4/9/2013



(G) Life Guard Il 4/9/2013
Part-Time - $10/per hour
Seasonal
REHIRE: Andres Sanchez

(H) Life Guard Il 4/9/2013
Part-Time - $10/per hour
Seasonal
REHIRE: Casey Kolthoff

(1) Life Guard Il 4/9/2013
Part-Time - $10/per hour
Seasonal
REHIRE: Russell Scott Maddock

()) Life Guard |, Il, 1l 4/9/2013
Part-Time - $9.00, $10.00, $11.00/per hour
Seasonal
REHIRE: Josh Cash

(K) Life Guard Il / WSI | 4/9/2013
Part-Time - $10 per hour / $11 per hour
Seasonal
REHIRE: Dana Wilcher

(L) Life Guard Il / WSI Il 4/9/2013
Part-Time - $10 per hour / $12 per hour
Seasonal
REHIRE: Taylor Stoll

(M) Manager Il 4/9/2013
Part-Time - $13.00/per hour
Seasonal
REHIRE: Ashley Carole Lee

(N) Life Guard I, I, 1ll 4/15/2013
Part-Time - $9.00, $10.00, $11.00/per hour
Seasonal
HIRE: Katrina Biehl

(O) Life Guard I, 11, 11 4/15/2013
Part-Time - $9.00, $10.00, $11.00/per hour
Seasonal
HIRE: Laura M. Rossy



(P)

(Q)

(R)

(5)

()

(V)

(V)

Softball Official 4/24/2013
Part-Time - $30/per game

Seasonal

REHIRE: William Maorris

Softball Official 4/29/2013
Part-Time - $30.00/per game

Seasonal

HIRE: Brad Balint

Life Guard I, II, Il 5/1/2013
Part-Time - $9.00, $10.00, $11.00/per hour

Seasonal

HIRE: Elizabeth Betty-Jo Whitman

Park Helper |, Il, Il 5/3/2013
Part-Time - $11.00, $12.00, $13.00
Seasonal

REHIRE: Chuck Karnatz

WSI I to WS NI 5/13/2013
Part-Time - $12/per hour to $13/per hour

Seasonal

REHIRE: Aaron Puls

WSI Il te WSI Ili/Manager | 5/13/2013
Part-Time - $12/per hour to $13/per hour

Seasonal

REHIRE: Trevor Hein

Park Helper I, II, Ill 5/23/2013
Part-Time - §11, $12, $13/per hour

Seasonal

REHIRE: Arden Wagoner



City of Bishop

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA

City Council Chambers — 301 West Line Street
Bishop, Californin 93514

DATE:
May 29, 2013
7:00 P.M.
NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need
special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the City
Clerk (760) 873-5863. Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will
enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility
to this meeting. (28 CFR 35. 102-35.104 ADA Title II).
Any writing that is a public record that relates to an agenda item for open session
distributed less than 72 hours prior to the meeting will be available for public
inspection at City Hall, 377 West Line Street, Bishop, California.
CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENT: NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC: This time is set aside to receive
public comment on matters not calendared on the agenda.

CORRESPONDENCE:

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

(1) Minutes of the Planning Commission meeting held on April 30, 2013 subject for
approval.

PUBLIC HEARING

(2) Request for a Conditional Use Permit to set aside the minimum parking requirements
at 106 Maclver Street which is located in a C-1 (General Commercial zone).

(3) Proposed amendment of Zoning Ordinance - Cottage Food Operation

NEW BUSINESS

4 Request for a Conditional Use Permit to set aside the minimum parking requirements
at 106 Maclver Street which is located in a C-1 (General Commercial zone).

(5) Proposed amendment of Zoning Ordinance — Cottage Food Operation



STAFF AND COMMISSION REPORTS

ADJOURNMENT: The next regularly scheduled meeting of the Planning Commission
will be June 25, 2013 at 7:00 P.M. in the Bishop City Council Chambers, 301 West
Line Street, Bishop.



CITY OF BISHOP

377 West Line Street - Bishop, California 93514
Post Office Box 1236 - Bishop, California 93515
760-873-8458 publicworks@ca-bishop.us
www.ca-bishop.us

Minutes

Water and Sewer Commission
12 March 2013

(1)  Call to Order
Chairman Pecsi called the meeting to order at 7:00 P.M.

2) Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Chairman Pecsi.

3) Roll Call
Commissioners Present:
Mathieu, Pecsi, Cross, Martin and Bhakta

Commissioners Absent:
None

Others Present:
David Grah, Public Works Director
Michele Thomas, Public Works Secretary

(4)  Public Comment

Ken Sample, owner of Inyo Shell located at 1290 North Main Street, commented on the rate
increase to service stations that took place during the last rate study. It seems to him that the
sewer rates for service stations increased by 555%. Sample also stated that he owns gas stations
in other cities in California and the City of Bishop’s fees are the highest. Sample is interested in
getting involved with the upcoming rate study. Cross explained that the rates are based on the
overall usage for the City of Bishop. The industry standard is to then divvy things up into a
percentage bases. The percentage bases and the overall cost the city occurs is how we come up
with the actual dollar amount to charge each category. The dollar amount won’t be the same in
every city, but the fraction of the overall amount that each category pays will reflect throughout
the different cities. Sample feels there are more variables to charging service stations than by
island count alone. Sample also feels that the study should have looked at fast food
establishments to charge for usage in the same way they are charging service stations if
excessive restroom usage is the main factor. Grah recommended that Mr. Sample and he along
with Willdan, the consultant for the current rate study, conduct a teleconference to discuss the
concerns brought up this evening. Thomas will also notify Mr. Sample when each Water Sewer
Commission meeting takes place so he may attend.
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(5) Correspondence
Letter from Dave Grah to Jan Clover dated 15 January 2013.

(6) Approval of the Minutes

Vice Chairman Cross moved to approve the minutes of the 08 January 2013 meeting as written
and motion carried.

(7)  Reorganization — Election of Officers

Chairman Pecsi turned the nominations over to the Dave Grah, Public Works Director. A call
for nominations for the position of chairman was made. Commissioner Bhakta nominated Joe
Pecsi for a second year term. No further nominations were received. Roll call was taken to close
the nominations for chairman and passed unanimously.

A roll call vote was taken for the re-election of Pecsi for Chairman. Ayes: Bhakta, Martin,
Mathieu, Cross, and Pecsi. Joe Pecsi will serve a second one-year term as Chairman.

Re-elected Chairman Pecsi opened nominations for the position of Vice-Chairman and
Commissioner Pecsi nominated Forrest Cross for a second year term. No further nominations

were received. Roll call was taken to close the nominations for vice chairman and passed
unanimously.

A roll call vote was taken for the re-election of Cross for Vice-Chairman. Ayes: Bhakta, Martin,
Mathieu, Cross, and Pecsi. Forrest Cross will serve a second one-year term as Vice-Chairman.

(8) Rate Study

Grah stated that the rate study is starting to move along. Grah had a teleconference on Friday, 8
March with Willdan. Willdan is slightly behind according to the planned schedule. Grah
doesn’t feel there will be any issues with them catching up. The commission should be
expecting a draft recommendation from the consultant at their May meeting. Grah will share
with the commission information as it comes in from now until the May meeting. The idea is for
the commission to review the draft report recommendations and ask for any revisions. The
revisions will be presented at the July commission meeting and the commission will review and
make any final changes at that time. The commission will then make their recommendations to
the City Council in September. The council will then consider the recommendations and
approve notices for public hearings set for October. The rate hearing will take place in
December for any rate adjustments going into place in July 2014,

Pecsi asked if there will be an opportunity for the general public to meet with the consultants.
Grah stated that there is nothing proposed in the schedule for an additional public meeting
besides the regular Water Sewer Commission meetings and City Council meetings. Pecsi feels it
would be beneficial to plan a meeting, like the meetings that take place when a new street project
is proposed, where the public can make comments and voice their opinion to the consultant
without having to address the commission. Pecsi added that this gives the public an opportunity
to discuss their concerns at the beginning of the rate study process when it is easier to make
changes rather than wait until the public hearings at the end of the year after the study has been
completed. Cross reminded the commission about the last rate study and the lack of public
involvement. Cross doesn’t think a separate meeting is necessary. Grah said that staff will do
their best in advertising the upcoming commission meetings in hopes for more public
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involvement. Pecsi asked if it would be more feasible to have an open public meeting in the
evening prior to the start of the 14 May Water Sewer Commission meeting, Cross agreed that it
would be better than scheduling a separate meeting date. Martin asked at what point are users
notified of the proposed new rates. Grah explained that at the end of the process Proposition 218
takes place and notices are sent out. Grah added that staff does its part to notify the public of
upcoming commission and council meetings when the rate study will be discussed.

The commission agreed to hold a meet-and-greet with the consultant in the evening of 14 May
prior to the regularly scheduled commission meeting. Staff will send out letters to all users and
property owners inviting them to the meeting with the consultant along with news releases for
the local media.

(9)  Meter Readings

With warmer weather coming to Bishop, water use will rise. Mr. Sample commented on the
comparison between Giggle Springs Gas Station and Our Water Works Car Wash and why the
gas station uses as much water as the car wash. Grah stated that when the car wash was
originally developed, they were to recycle their water although there is no indication this is being
done. Mr. Sample commented that Giggle Springs has an ice machine that uses a lot of water.
Bhakta added that Giggle Springs washes down their parking area every night. It was noted that
Mr. Sample’s gas station is not one of the businesses 'with a meter. Meters are for informational
purposes only.

(10)  Cash balances and revenue and expenditures update

The final payment for the screen will have an impact on the sewer balance. The Grit agreement
was also approved for $120,000. The water balance is up and there are couple projects to be
completed soon. One of the projects is the Clarke Street Water Line project and the other is the
Storage Tank project.

(11)  Public Works reports January and February

Bhakta asked which business on the 600 block of North Main Street had a plugged sewer with
large volumes of grease. Grah believes it was caused by Schat’s Bakkery or possibly Jack’s
Restaurant. Staff will find out which business caused this and get back to the commission. Pecsi
asked if a letter was sent to the business and Grah stated he is currently in the process of drafting
letters to restaurants with grease issues.

(12)  Staff and Commission reports _
Thomas brought up ideas for the rate study concerning rates billed to single family and other
facilities. It would be useful for these category’s amounts to end in whole dollars if possible.

Grah also added that this could be beneficial with avoiding error and limiting staff time tracking
down errors.

Grah updated the commission on projects. The Headworks concrete work is complete and the
screen is installed and in operation. The screen is causing more back up than anticipated which
will impact the trunk project. The manufacture specifications stated to expect about a 3/10th foot
elevation drop from above the screen to below the screen. We are experiencing close to a foot
which has an impact of the flow coming into the plant. The Trunk Line project will raise the

trunk and make it steeper than originally anticipated. The Headworks project total cost is
$380,000.
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At last night’s City Council meeting, the council approved the purchase of the Grit Equipment.
This is the final work on the Headworks project which should be done in three months.

The preliminary design for the Trunk Line project is underway. With the screen impacting the
design of the trunk and now with the trunk needing to be higher, it may conflict with Eastern
Sierra Community Services District (ESCSD) line where we cross. We won’t be able to get
under the line anymore and going over the top puts us up into the bottom of the canal. This
project will take some thought to get by ESCSD’s line. The environmental and final design for
the project still needs to be completed and hopefully by this summer will be ready for

construction. Although it could be delayed until funding is available, which could be fall or
later.

The next big sewer project will be project to automate the sludge transfer process. Automation
will allow us to do the transfer more continuously which will improve the treatment and ensure
the city will stay within the limits of our permit with Lahontan. There may be significant cost
savings for the project over what had been estimated previously.

The Tank project is in design with the plans and specifications coming together. Hope to
construct this fall when water usage is down.

There has been no recent news on the proposed breweries coming to the city.

ESCSD is an important partner of the City of Bishop. The district handles sewerage collection
and treatment for the Bishop area outside of the city. Unfortunately, the relationship has been
rough at times over the years. Recently, staff has been working very well with the district on
installation of an additional monitoring well at the plants. We are also working on updating the

agreement we have between them to better reflect actual practices and to allow for more in the
future.

Cross asked if the proposed monitoring is related to groundwater nitrate issues. Grah says he
doesn’t see a nitrate issue but the district has identified one. We are anxious to work with the
district on the issue. We have been improving our treatment process with the installation of
baffles. The district is trying to understand ground water patterns in the area. We are working
with the district to add the monitoring wells to aid in this understanding.

Cross asked about previous discussion regarding solar installation at the sewer plant. Grah said
that he would like to meet with Mammoth Community Water District (MCWD), including
Cross, to get a clear idea of the analysis MCWD did on their project. Cross stated that MCWD is
generating 100% of their power consumed over the year.

Bhakta asked staff to send out letters to all hotel owners with a swimming asking them to dispose
of pool water into the sewer system and not out into the street.

Mathieu addressed Mr. Sample explaining that rates have increased dramatically in the past years
because the city had never raised rates in prior years. Because of the lack of rate increases, the
systems have begun to deteriorate. Grah added that from the last rate study, the need for future
capital replacement is down because of all the work that has been done in recent years.
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Items to be Discussed at the Meeting of 14 May 2013:
e Rate Study
o Meter readings
¢ Public Works reports for March and April
e (Cash balance and revenue and expenditures update on water and sewer reserves

(13) Adjournment
Chairman Pecsi adjourned the meeting at 8:12 P.M. The next regularly scheduled meeting will
be Tuesday, 14 May 2013 at 7:00 P.M. in the City Council Chambers.

Wtshide Showso)

Michele Thomas, Secretary
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BISHOP FIRE DEPARTMENT \ _p

ACTIVITY LOG
April, 2013
DATE RunID # ACTIVITY City District Contract Other
2-Apr Training/Live Fire, Aerial Work and Live Fire Attack 12 12
3-Apr 13-0304064 Outside Rubbish Fire, 596 North Third Street 19
3-Apr Departmental Meeting 14 13
5-Apr 13-0504065 Outside Rubbish Fire, Rear of 85 Wanuba Lane 18
5-Apr 13-0504066 Unauthorized Burning, 191 So. Pa Ha Lane 18
6-Apr 13-0604067 Electrical Fire, 649 No. Main St. Back Alley Bowling Alley 18
10-Apr Work Night 11 il
11-Apr 13-1104068 Police Assist, Lost Person, Hwy 6 @ River 19
12-Apr 13-1204069 Vehicle vs Tree, 1000 Block of So. Barlow Lane 22
12-Apr 13-1204070 Fire Alarm Activation, Unintentional, Northern Inyo Hospital 16
12-Apr 13-1204071 Rescue, White Mountain Ranch Rd. Mono Co. Mutual Aid 17
14-Apr 13-1414072 Brush Fire, Rear of 179 North Barlow Lane 15
16-Apr Training/Drill, Drafting from Cistern (Wilkerson) 8 0
17-Apr Departmental Meeting 12 11
20-Apr 13-2004073 Unauthorized Burning, Vacant Lot 501 Hanby St. 12
22-Apr 13-2204074 Vehicle Trailer, TC. Highway 395 South of Collins Rd 18
24-Apr Work Night 11 11
26-Apr 13-2604075 Vehicle TC, Top of Grade Hwy 395 12
27-Apr 13-2704076 Vehicle TC, Front of 2275 North Sierra Hwy 18
29-Apr 13-2904077 Vehicle TC, Front of 369 East Pine Street 16
29-Apr 13-2904078 Grass Fire Rear of City Park 12
30-Apr 13-3004079 Fire Alarm Act, Water Flow Malfunction, 151 Pioneer Ln 11
30-Apr 13-3004080 Unauthorized Burning, Rear of 489 Short Street 16
30-Apr Training/Drill, Vehicle Extrication Tools & Techniques 11 11
17
Total Responding Personnel Totals Calls

City 199 8

District 188 3

Contract 51 3

Other 47 3

17



AGENDA ITEM NO.

2

TO: CITY COUNCIL

FROM: KEITH CALDWELL, CITY ADMINISTRATOR IQC_,

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING — SALVATION ARMY CHURCH AND STORE
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

DATE: MAY 28, 2013

Attachments:

e Public Hearing Notice
* Included under Item #3 - Initial Study and Negative Declaration

BACKGROUND/SUMMARY
A public hearing will be held to hear and accept public input on the Initial Study and draft

Negative Declaration prepared for a conditional use permit for the Salvation Army Church
and Store.

Action on the Initial Study and Negative Declaration is scheduled under Public
Hearings/Action - Item #3.

RECOMMENDATION
Hold the public hearing.




NOTICE OF PREPARATION
AND
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that in keeping with CEQA an Initial Study has been
completed and a Negative Declaration has been prepared for a Conditional Use Permit to
allow the applicant the Salvation Army to construct a 9,000 sq. ft. church / store facility
and set aside the minimum parking requirements for the facility at 106 Maclver Street
which is located in an C-1 district.

The Initial Study may be inspected in the Public Works Department at 377 West Line
Street, Bishop, or the City of Bishop internet site at www.ca-bishop.us and will be
considered by the City Council of the City of Bishop on Tuesday, May 28, 2013 at 7:00
P.M. in the Bishop City Council Chambers, 301 West Line Street, Bishop, California.

The City of Bishop will hold a Public Hearing on May 28, 2013 at 7:00 P.M. to hear and
consider citizen input on the above mentioned project.

ANY persons wishing to comment are invited to attend, or send comments to the City
Council, P.O. Box 1236, Bishop, CA to be received on or before the end of the review
period, which will be May 28, 2013.

if you challenge the findings, determination or decision made on the Initial Study in
court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the
Public Hearing, or in written correspondence delivered to the City Council at, or prior to,
the Public Hearing.

IR: 04/25/2013(Publish one time)



AGENDA ITEM NO.

D

TO: CITY COUNCIL
FROM: KEITH CALDWELL, CITY ADMINISTRATOR  [(SC
SUBJECT: Initial Study and Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact -

Salvation Army Church and Store

DATE: May 28, 2013
Attachments:
e Staff Memo
e Initial Study and Draft Negative Declaration
e Environmental Information Form
e Project Plans

BACKGROUND/SUMMARY

Pubtic Services Officer Schley has provided an overview of the project. The Initial Study and
draft Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact indicates no significant cumulative
impacts, or substantial adverse impacts on human beings, fish, wildlife, sensitive species or
cultural resources.

RECOMMENDATION
Council consideration, after holding a public hearing, to approve the adoption of the Initial

Study and Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact for the proposed Salvation Army
Church and Store.




Memorandum

May 20, 2013

To: Keith Caldwell, City Administrator {3

From: Gary Schley, Public Services Officer)Jé

Subject: Salvation Army / Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact
Project Title: Environmental Review / Salvation Army Church and Store

Project Proponent: Salvation Army
Major Don Bowman
621 W. Line Street
Bishop, CA 93514

Background: An Environmental Initial Study was completed for a proposed
9000 square foot Salvation Army church and store which will be located at 106
Maclver Street, Bishop. The Initial Study Draft Negative Declaration was
advertised for public review and comment.

The entire record of information provided in this Initial Study indicates that
there would be no significant cumulative impacts, or substantial adverse impacts
on human beings, or substantial adverse impacts on fish or wildlife or sensitive
species or cultural resources. The Salvation Army church and store project draft
ND may be adopted and implemented by the City of Bishop without significant
impacts to the environment.

Recommendation: Review the Initial Study and Draft Negative Declaration for
the request of a Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact.

Attachments: Initial Study and Draft Negative Declaration



CITY OF BISHOP

377 West Line Strect - Bishop, California 93511
I. O. Box 1236 - Bishop, California 93515
City Hall 760-873-5863 Public Works 760-873-8 158
IFax 760-873-1873

Draft Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact

Date: April 23, 2013

Subject: Draft Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact
Project Title: Environmental Review/Salvation Army Church and Store

Project Proponent: Salvation Army
Major Don Bowman
621 W. Line Street
Bishop, CA 93514

Project Location: 106 Maclver Street
Bishop, CA

Project Description: The Applicant is seeking approval for a 9000 square foot church / store facility
with 46 paved parking spaces on a .74 acre site located at 106 Maclver Street, Bishop. The proposed
structure is a steel pre-fabricated structure with facades to enhance the aesthetic appearance, The facility
will include areas for Chapel worship, Salvation Army Thrift Store and supplementary uses for
administrative and social service offices, meeting rooms, classrooms, and kitchen and storage areas for
the facility.
Proposed Findings: The Initial Study finds that the proposed project would not have a significant
adverse impact on the environment for the following reasons:
¢ The information provided in this Initial Study indicates that there would be no significant
cumulative impacts, or substantial adverse impacts on human beings, or substantial adverse
impacts on fish or wildlife or sensitive species or cultural resources. No significant adverse
impacts are foreseen, and no mitigation measures are required.

The City of Bishop has determined that the project could not have a significant effect on the environment,
and a Negative Declaration will be prepared. This Initial Study has been prepared to generally describe
the proposed project and solicit input from agencies and the public regarding the scope of the proposed
project.

The review period for this Draft Negative Declaration expires: May 28, 2013.

VAL e Y (’L?\\QDR

Keith Caldwell, Director of Planning Date




City of Bishop

Environmental Checklist Form

B Project title: Environmental Review/ Salvation Army Clurch and Store

2. Lead agency name and address: City of Bishop
377 W. Line Street
Bishop, Ca 93514

3. Contact person and phone number: Keith Caldwell 760/873-5863

4 Project location: 106 Maciver Street
Bishop, CA 93514
(APN 08-120-20)

5.  Project sponsor's name and address: Salvation Army
Major Don Bowman
621 WV. Line St.
Bishop, CA 93514

6. General plan designation: General Commercial and 7. Zoning C-1
Retait
8. Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases of the

project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation. Attach additional
sheets if necessary.) The Applicant is seeking approval for a 9000 square foot church / store facility with
46 paved parking spaces on a .74 acre site located at 106 Maclver Street, Bishop. The proposed
structure is a steel pre-fabricated structure with facades to enhance the aesthetic appearance. The
Sacility will include areas for Chapel worship, Salvation Army Thrift Store and supplementary uses for
administrative and social service offices, meeting rooms, classrooms, and a kitchen and storage areas

Jor the facility.

0. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings: The proposed project and
adjacent properties are within a C-1 zoning district (General Commercial and Retail District). The
settings vary from restaurams to the west, a large retail/professional facility to the south, a trailer park
across Maclver St. to the north and a senior citizen mamufactured home park to the east.

envcheck.wpd-12/30/98 -1-



10.  Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.) Building Permit, BUHS and BUES Development Fees

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Agriculture Resources Air Quality
Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology /Soils
Hazards & Hazardous Hydrology / Water Quality Land Use / Planning
Materials
Mineral Resources Noise Population / Housing
Public Services Recreation Transportation/Traffic
Utilities / Service Systems Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

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

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

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets.
An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that
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remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,

because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or

mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signature Keith Caldwell — Director of Planning Date

Signature

Issues:

I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:

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

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

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

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

(a-d) The project as proposed will have the
potential to obscure views of residences;
however, even a hvo-story residence would

obscure some views of the outdoors. Approval

of the praposed praject would not have a

substantial adverse effect on any scenic vista or

substantially damage any scenic resources in

envcheck. wpd-12/30/98
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Potentially Significant Less Than Less Than
Impact Significant with Significant
Mitigation Impact
Incorporation

Impact



Potentially Significant Less Than
Impact Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation
the area. The project is an infill development
that will not significantly impact the scenic
resources. The project as praposed with
aesthetic fucade and shielded downward
lighting will not create a significant source of
day or nighttime glare that will affect the view
in the area, or degrade the visual character or
quality of the site and the surrounding area,
therefore, will have a less than significant
impact on aesthetics.

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

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

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

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

(a-c) The proposed project site and
surrounding sites are a non-agricultural use.

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

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

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute

envcheck.wpd-12/30/98 -4-
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No
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Potentially Significant Less Than Less Than No
Tmpact Significant with Significant Impact
Mitigation Impact
Incorporation
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

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

d} Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

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

(a-e) The proposed praject does not conflict
with any applicable air guality plans, create
noticeable and objectionable odors or create air
quality impacts to sensitive receplors (local
residents), therefore, has no impact.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the
project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either Y
directly or through habitat modifications, on any

species identified as a candidate, sensilive, or

special status species in local or regional plans,

policies, or regulations, or by the California

Depariment of Fish and Game or U.S, Fish and

Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans,
policies, regulations or by the Califomia
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and
Wildlife Service?

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally ¢
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of

the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited

to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through

direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption,

or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
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migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

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

{(a-¢) The propesed project site is a developed
area located within the City of Bishop. There
are no undeveloped natural resources such as
rivers and natural habitat arcas for native
plants and wildlife in the project area. The
proposed project site within the City limits is
developed with no wetland area to be disturbed
by human activity; thus, it is not likely to
contain biologically sensitive species. The
proposed project along with main structure has
no foresceable or anticipated impacts to
adopted conservation plans or biological
resources. No fmpact

V. CULTURAL RESQURCES -- Would the
project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in
'15064.57

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to '15064.5?

¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or sile or unique
geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

(a-d)There are no state or federally
registered/recognized cultural resources within
the project area. There are no known
archeological resources, unigue
paleontological resources, or geological
Seatures known to exist on the site. Therefore,
no foreseeable or anticipated impacts to
cultural resources exist. If during grading any

envcheck. wpd-12/30/98
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evidence of cultural resources is uncovered,
then all activities within the immediate area
shall cease until an archeologist,
paleontologist, local tribal representative or
other specialist can assess and remediate the
site. No Impact

V1. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the
project:

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

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

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on-
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or
property?

¢) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of septic tanks or altemative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of waste water?

(a-e) According to Alguist-Priolo Special
Studies Zones, SW % Bishop Quadrangle

envcheck. wpd-12/30/98
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Official Map there are no known or existing
Sault lines within the project area, The
development of the site will require some
grading and soil compaction. As per the City's
requirement the project will require precise
grading plans to be reviewed and approved by
the City Engineer before grading can
comnence. No impact

(ii) The project site is in a Seisniic Zone 4 Area
and seismic ground shaking is always a
possibility at some point in the future.
Although, seismic ground shaking is possible,
but ground failure and liguefaction are not
normal or typical. The proposed project will be
required to comply with the City of Bishops
development regulations of Building and Safety
Codes. The Applicant would also need 1o
conmply with State Building Codes and State
Development Standards. The project site is
developed and has no record of expansive
soils. The City of Bishop will continuie to
provide wastewater treatment for this project
site with no need for septic or other disposal
system. Anticipated geological and soif impacts
are expected to be less than significant.

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS -- Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard 1o the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials?

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

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

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

¢) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
airsirip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area?

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

h) Expose people or structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

(a,b)There are no foreseeable impacts to the
environment or the public pertaining to
hazards or hazardous materials associated
with the operations of this project.

{c-) As propased, the project will not affect the
exisiing or proposed schools, airstrips, or
people working in the project area. The
proposed project will not impair the
implementation of any adopted emergency
response or evacuation plan. There are no
identifiable significant risks associated with the
urbanized residences intermixed with wildland
fires.

Viil. HYDROLOGY AND WATER
QUALITY -- Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g., the production
rale of pre-existing nearby wells would dropto a

envcheck.wpd-12/30/98 -9-
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Impact Significant with
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level which would not support existing land uses
or planned uses for which permits have been

granted)

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

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on- or off-site?

) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

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

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

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

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

{a+) Violation of any waste discharge or water
quality requirements is not anticipated, The
project will not alter any drainage patiern,
course of a streant or river or cause any
substantial erosion or increase the amount of
surface runoff creating flooding on or off site.
The project will not alter the existing drainage
paitern but the site does have the potential to
add poliuted runoff, Best Management
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Impact Significant with
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Practices will be implemented during and after
construction to minimize runoff. An oil/water
separator that serves an adjacent site and
designed 1o serve this site will be utilized to
clean surface runoff pollutants prior to
discharge into the stormwater drainage system.
The project site is not in a designated
fleadplain as identified by FEMA nor is it
subject to seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. The
developer will be reguired to subntit for
approval to the City Engineer a comprehensive
grading and drainage plan prior to issuance of
grading and building permits. There are no
foresecable or anticipated hydrology or water
quality impacts. No Impact

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the
project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project {including, bui not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of aveiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

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

(a-c) The proposed Salvation Army project is
consistent with the needs of an established
comntunity. Since the proposed project will be
located in an area that is currently urbanized,
it will not reduce the amount of usable open
space, conflict with any conservation plan or
physically divide an established comnunity. No
Impacts to Land-Use Planning

X.MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the
project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
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Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact



Potentizlly Significant Less Than
Impact Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

region and the residents of the state?

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

{a-b) There are no mineral resources of local,
regional, or statewide value that have been
identified in the project area. Therefore, there
are no foreseeable or anticipated impacis to
existing mineral resources. No Impacts to
Mineral Resources

X1. NOISE -- Would the project result in:

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

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

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

d) A substantial lemporary or periodic increase
in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

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

{a-)The proposed project will be required to
comply with the City of Bishop’s noise
standards (Section 8.12) as would any other
praject. There are no predictable or
anticipated noise impacts from this proposed
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project that would be generated either indoors
or outdoors. No substantial permanent
increase in ambient noise level is anticipated
Jrom this project. This proposed project should
ot expose persons or gencrate excessive
ground borne vibration or ground borne noise
levels. As designed the proposed project will
not affect the existing or proposed schools,
airstrips, or people working in the project area.
Short-term noisc levels may increase during
grading and construction activities associated
with the development of the project. However,
this phase of the project is relatively short in
length and conducted during the daytinie hours
when the majority of people are awake or at
work. No Impact

XI1. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would
the project:

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

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

c) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

{a-c)There are no other foresecable or
anticipated impacts to population or housing.

The project will not induce growth directly or
indirectly. No Impact

X1, PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
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physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the
public services:

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

{(a) The proposed project wonld not result in
the need for new or alter any government
Jacilities. Since the proposed project is located
within the City boundavries, it will not reduce
the amowitt of usable open space in any city
park. There is no anticipated need for
additional public services above the levels
established. No Impacts

XIV. RECREATION --

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?

b} Does the project include recreational facilities
or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?
(a-b) The proposed project will not change the
established land use pattern or cause a
population growth in the area or the City.
There are no foresecable or anticipated
impacts to existing parks or recreation
Sfacilities. No Impact

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would
the project:

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

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a
level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels ora
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)?

¢) Result in inadequate emergency access?
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative transportation
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

(a-e, g) The proposed project will not cause a
substantial increase in normal traffic to the
existing traffic load and have no conflict with
alternative transportation programs,

The proposed project will not change any
established circulation patterns in the area or
the City. The construction phase of the project
would produce limited traffic increases to the
project site; bt the increase would not be
considered a  significant  impact. Once
construction ceases, traffic patterns would
return to normal with very little additional
increase in traffic load from current levels.
There may be some increase in traffic
generated by the proposed facility during
special events i.c., worship services, funerals,
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wedding, There are no foresceable or
anticipated transportation or traffic related
impacts from this proposed project, therefore,
will have a less than significant impact on
traffic conditions.

() The proposed project will at times need to
provide both on and off-site parking for the
church or special events. The supporting
parking analysis finds and recommendations
conclude that only on the worse case scenario
would the demand exceed the supply. In that
case the overflow would be required to park on
the street and adjacent private parking areas.
The project proponent has provided signed
memorandum of understanding with adjacent
properties  for overflow parking, which
mitigates the facility parking capacity. Less
than Significant Impact

XVI, UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater (reatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?

b} Require or result in the construction of new
waler or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

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

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

€) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve
the projects projected demand in addition to the
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providers existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the projects
solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

{a-g} There is no anticipaied need for
additional utilitics and service systems above
the levels already established. Existing
drainage will not be affected by the proposed
Sacility, but the increase in storm water should
be designed to be filtered onsite before entering
storm drain system. Best Management
Practices will be required and no substantial
amount of storm water will be generated
downstream. The project will comply with all
federal, state and local statutes and regulation
related to solid waste. No Impact

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE --

a) Does the project have the polential to degrade
the quality of the environmenk, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important examples
of the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively

considerable" means that the incremental effects
of a project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects
of probable futute projects)?

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

(a-c) The proposed project is not anticipated to
result in any conclusive, associated or cumulatively,
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adverse environmental effects. The proposed project
does not have any significant environmental effects,
which will cause substandial adverse effecis on
human beings either directly or indirectiy. No
Impact
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Updated October 2005

City of Bishop

Environmental Information Form
(To be completed by applicant)

Date Filed JO—227 /2

General Information

1. Name and address of developer or project sponsor:

Jasors (BRFY 1203 w Bidsocesr BIVD | idsarmstan - 73555

2. Name and address of property owner, if different:

775 Satbaton fon--

3. Project address and asscsg/or parcel number:

SOl s v S7 -

4. Name, address and telephone number of person to be contacted concerning this project:
(303 W Ridjeer=é BIvD

llﬂsoﬂ LUFEw  7bo 408 2039 RdscessT on 93555

5. List known permits and other public approvals required for this project, including those
required by City, regional, slate and federal agencies:

B (dis ?—ﬁm:i" Mew  Gorstruchigr

6. Existing zone district:

yae —C - [ 2ot

7. Present use of site:

Lret  Jo7

8. Proposed use of site:

NMew  Ploeh  Bos Salns

Bishop Environmental Information Form Page 1 of 4



Updated October 2005

Project Description

8. Size of site in acres or square feet:

%’ s Acre av jj 2(23‘{ )f”«;gh

[d

10. Number of stories:

7

1. Amount of existing off-street parking:

7

12. Proposed project schedule:

soon AS Fessib/C
13. Associated projects:

Mew  Chotbh Bwl [dn_

l .
14. Anticipated project stages or incremental development if not to be built all at once:

A/ BT pasll

15. Number of proposed residential units, sizes, sale prices or rents, and types of households:

Lo E”
16. Type and square feet including loading facilities for proposed commercial:

Z0 =g FF

17. Type, employment per shift, square feet including loading facilities for proposed industrial:

KON E,.fdus‘llrt Al

18. Major function, employment per shift, occupancy, square feet including loading facilities,
and co f\ mmunity /nef' its provided by prgject fosl;proposed institutional:

v ¢ tvo i) o - 35 é..valot[-e-!_t; o e

e .ahi:-.u"l'",a/ Jeewn AM--'-‘ ~ — 9;0‘”" f‘SH@‘:-

19. If the project involves a variance, conditional use or rezoning application, state this and
indicate clearly why the application is required.

VAV = /Z"" ?M/dc&?

Bishop Environmental Information Form Page2of 4
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Are the following items applicable to the project or its effects? Discuss below all items marked
"Yes" and attach additional sheets as necessary.

Yes % 20. Change in existing features of any streams, lakes or hills, or contours.
No 21. Change in scenic views or vistas from existing residential areas or public

lands or roads. See S wp el ewenvtaf Qhedf

Yes Q.\ 22. Change in pattern, scale or character of general area of project.

Yes Qb  23. Produce a significant amount of solid waste or litter.

Yes % 24, Change in dust, ash, smoke, fumes or odors in vicinity.

Yes @ 25. Change in lake, stream or ground water quality or quantity, or alteration

. of existing drainage patterns.

Yes 26. Change in existing noise or vibration levels in the vicinity.

Yes % 27. Site on filled land or on slope of 10% or more.

Yes (@b 28. Use of disposal of potentially hazardous materials, such as toxic
substances, flammables or explosives.

Yes @9 29. Change in demand for municipal services (police, fire, water, sewage for
example).

Yes @ 30. Increased fossil fuel consumption {electricity, oil, natural gas for
example).

Yes % 31. Relationship to a larger project or series of projects.

Environmental Setting

32. On a separate sheet describe the project site as it exists before the project, including
information on topography, soil stability, plants and animals, and any cultural, historical or
scenic aspects. Describe any existing structures on the site, and the use of the structures. Attach

photographs of the site. S PP Z.@w\ A AR < h oo

33. On a separate sheet describe the surrounding properties, including information on plants and
animals and any cultural, historical or scenic aspects. Indicate the type of land use (residential,
commercial, etc.), intensity of land use (one-family, apartment house, shops, department stores,
etc.) and scale of development, (height, frontage, set-back, rear yard, etc.). Attach photographs
of the vicinity. Snapshots or Polaroid photos will be accepted.

S’ u.—c'\}n !«‘L A ._;,-_;._,‘4’ /Lfe S /Z“‘-' “11_—
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CERTIFICATION: I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached
exhibits present the data and information required for this initial evaluation to the best of my
ability, and that the facts, statements, and information presented are true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and belief.

22
ignature 7 Date
Lé_rm/ W Bz
Name
This Section For City Use
Filing Fee:

Receipt/application number:

Accepted for processing (signature and date):

Staff action:

Planning Commission Action:

Remarks

Bishop Environmental Information Form Page 4 of 4



21.

32.

33.

Environmental Review - Supplemental Sheet

Page 30f 4

From the Mobil Home Park on the East there will be 90 lineal feet of obstructed view of the
back side of the Chinese Restaurant and the Pizza Factory and the lower mountains to the

Waest.

The site is fiat and level, on stable soil. There are no known native or endangered plants or
animals on the site and no notable historic, cultural, or scenic aspects known. There are no
existing structures on the property. {(attached photos)

On the North side of Maclver St. is a two story commercial office building, a single family
resldence with office, and 2 Mobil Home Park (photos)

To the East there Is a 5 foot concrete or block wall and a Mobil Home Park (photos)

On the South side there is a single level Office/Business building and the former K Mart
store and parking lot. (photos)

To the West are parking lots (from Yaney street to Maclver street) and the backside of 4
restaurants (Taco Bell / Imperial Gourmet Chinese / Pizza Factory / KFC) all facing West on
N. Main Street—HW 395. (photos)
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Surrounding property looking East-Northeast
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Surrounding property looking East
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Surrounding property looking North
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Surrounding property looking Southeast




Surrounding property looking South




Surrounding property looking Southwest



Surrounding property looking West



Surrounding property looking West-Northwest




Surrounding property looking North-Northwest
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ccorom REaLESTED BY IIIIIIIHIIIIIIIIIII LI

INY0, County Recorder

INYO-B
NYO-HONO TITLE COMPANY - WARY A ROPER Co Recorder Office
AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL THIS DEED AND, UNLESS DOC—- 201 @—@@00852-00
QTHERWISE SHOWN BELOW, MAIL TAX STATEMENT TO: Acet  5O-INYO-MOND TITLE €
Fr-idav. APR B2, 2010 IB 38:20
THE SALVATION ARMY S5 Db soesimeiamc 81206
GOLDEN STATE DIVISION '
832 FOLSOM STREET Ttl Pd 3522@9 Nbr-%00077452

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107-1123 ' DMO/RL/1-2

ESCROW NO. 51976 TITLE ORDER NO. 51976

Al IS5 LINE FOR RECORDER'

GRANT DEED

THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(S) DECLARE(S)
DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX IS $605.00
UNINCORPORATED AREA
PROPERTY I} NO. 08-120-20
(X) COMPUTED ON FULL VALUE OF INTEREST OR PROPERTY CONVEYED, AND

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, RECEIPT OF WHICH IS HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGED,

LAURA GLEASON

HEREBY GRANT(S) TO

THE SALVATION ARMY , A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION

THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED REAL PROPERTY IN THE COUNTY OF INYOD, STATE OF CALIFORNIA;
LEGAL DESCRIPTION ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF

DATED: __FEBRUARY 17, 2010

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF N7
On FC\D 'l'-]: S0AD before me; URA GLE

Aﬂﬁhﬂ.&hﬁﬁzﬂ_—muw public
personally appea:red I QL ANCa ( ; !ea S LA

who proved fo n!a on the basis of satisfaclory evidence to be the person(s)
whose name(s) isfare subscibed to the within instrument and acknowledged 'y m
to me that helshelthey executed the same in hismerfthelr authorized Oricrie 1) NOTARY PUBLIC - CALIFORNLA
capacity{les), and that by hisherftheir signature(s) on the instrument the . INYQ COUNTY

person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed

the instrument

| cerlify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of
California that the foregoing paragraph is true and corect.

WITNESS my hand and official seal
saGNAWREmﬂ@%

CHRISTINE CORTEZ
COMM. # 1687901




. 20100000852
51976
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 6, TOWNSHIP 7
SOUTH, RANGE 33 EAST, MT. DIABLO MERIDIAN, IN THE CITY OF BISHOP, COUNTY OF INYO, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT A BOAT SPIKE WITH TAG L.S. 3462, AS SHOWN ON PARCEL MAP 214, RECORDED IiN PARCEL
MAP BOOK 3, PAGE 11, IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF SAID COUNTY, MONUMENTING THE
INTERSECTION OF THE EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF U.S. HIGHWAY 395 (80 FEET WIDE) AND THE CENTERLINE
OF MACIVER STREET; THENCE NORTH 89°11'10" EAST, 251.41 FEET ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE TRUE
FOINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 89°11'10" EAST, 169.78 FEET ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO
THE NORTHERLY PROLONGATION OF THE WESTERLY LINE OF THE LAND DESCRIBED AS PARCEL 1, OF EXHIBIT
A, RECORDED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS DOCUMENT 82-4186, iN SAID RECORDER'S OFFICE; THENCE SOUTH
00°32'10" EAST, 244.60 FEET ALONG SAID PARCEL 1 TO THE NORTHERNMOST CORNER OF THE LAND
DESCRIBED IN DEED TO BISHOP PARTNERSHIP, A CALIFORNIA GENERAL PARTNERSHIP, RECORDED IN
OFFICIAL RECORDS DOCUMENT 86-2678, IN SAID RECORDER'S OFFICE, AND SHOWN ON PARCEL MAP NO. 259,
RECORDED N PARCEL MAP BOOK 3, PAGE 86, IN SAID RECORDER'S OFFICE; THENCE SOUTH 89°27'25" WEST,
122.97 FEET ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LAND DESCRIBED IN DOCUMENT 86-2678; THENCE NORTH
00°06'50" WEST, 89.03 FEET PARALLEL WITH SAID RIGHT OF WAY ; THENCE SOUTH 89°11'10" WEST, 48.61 FEET
PARALLEL WITH SAID MACIVER STREET; THENCE NORTH 00°06'50" WEST, 155.01 FEET PARALLEL WITH SAID
RIGHT OF WAY TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPT ALL WATER AND WATER RIGHTS, WHETHER SURFACE, SUBSURFACE, OR OF ANY OTHER KIND, AND
ALL WATER AND WATER RIGHTS APPURTENANT OR IN ANYWISE INCIDENT TO THE REAL PROPERTY HEREIN
DESCRIBED, OR USED THEREON, OR IN CONNECTION THEREWITH, TOGETHER WITH THE RIGHT TO DEVELOP,
TAKE, TRANSPORT, CONTROL, REGULATE, AND USE ALL SUCH WATER,

ALSO EXCEPT ALL OIL, GAS, PETROLEUM, OR OTHER MINERAL. OR HYDROCARBON SUBSTANCES IN AND
UNDER SAID LAND, WITHOUT THE RIGHT TO ENTER UFPON THE SURFACE OF SAID LAND FOR SUCH USE, AS
RESERVED BY THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES IN DEED RECORDED JANUARY 14, 1995, AS INSTRUMENT NO. 95 0038,
OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.
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PROJECT PLANS

AVAILABLE FOR VIEWING
CITY OF BISHOP
CITY HALL
377 W. LINE ST.
BISHOP, CA 93514
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AGENDA ITEM NO.

1'_)1_

TO: CITY COUNCIL
FROM: KEITH CALDWELL, CITY ADMINISTRATOR \<SC-/
SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING — POSITIVE PRESSURE WATER SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT

PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
DATE: MAY 28, 2013

Attachments:
e Public Hearing Notice
e Included under Item #5 - Initial Study and Negative Declaration

BACKGROUND/SUMMARY
A public hearing will be held to hear and accept public input on the Initial Study and draft
Negative Declaration prepared for a Positive Pressure Water System Improvement Project.

Action on the Initial Study and Negative Declaration is scheduled under Public
Hearings/Action - ltem #5.

RECOMMENDATION
Hold the public hearing.




NOTICE OF PREPARATION
AND
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that in keeping with CEQA an Initial Study has been
completed and a Negative Declaration has been prepared for the proposed City of Bishop
Positive Pressure Water System Improvement Project.

The Initial Study may be inspected in the Public Works Department at 377 West Line
Street, Bishop, or the City of Bishop Internet site at http://www.ca-
bishop.us/PublicWorks/Planning/ND-PositivePressureWaterSystemlmprovementsProject.pdf,
and will be considered by the City Council of the City of Bishop on Tuesday, May 28,
2013 at 7:00 P.M. in the Bishop City Council Chambers, 301 West Line Street, Bishop,
California.

The City of Bishop will hold a Public Hearing on May 28, 2013 at 7:00 P.M. to hear and
consider citizen input on the above mentioned project.

ANY persons wishing to comment are invited to attend, or send comments to the City
Council, P.O. Box 1236, Bishop, CA 93515 to be received on or before the end of the
review period, which will be May 13, 2013.

If you challenge the findings, determination or decision made on the Initial Study in
court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the
Public Hearing, or in written correspondence delivered to the City Council at, or prior to,
the Public Hearing,




AGENDA ITEM NO.

5

TO: CITY COUNCIL
FROM: KEITH CALDWELL, CITY ADMINISTRATOR KS’(_
SUBIJECT: tnitial Study and Negative Declaration for the Positive Pressure Water

System Improvement Project

DATE: May 28, 2013

Attachments:
e Staff Memo
e Comment Letter — California Department of Transportation
e |nitial Study and Draft Negative Declaration

BACKGROUND/SUMMARY
Director Grah has provided an overview of the project.

After further updates to the original City of Bishop Water Master Plan, the current scope of
the project relates to correcting a contamination concern in the area of the existing storage
tank and the main water well, Well 4.

The proposed solution is an addition of a small water tank at Well 4 and a control valve at
the existing storage tank. These additions would maintain positive pressure on the line
between the existing storage tank and Well 4, eliminating the contamination concern.

RECOMMENDATION

Council consideration, after holding a public hearing, to approve the adoption of the Initial
Study and Negative Declaration for the Positive Pressure Water System Improvement
Project.
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To: Keith Caldwell, City Administrator w

From: David Grah, Director of Public Works

Subject: Positive Pressure Water System Improvements (Tank) Project Hearing and ND
Date: 15 May 2013

Previous: 22 February 2011, 8 November 2011, 30 December 2011, 1 June 2012,
3 December 2012

Funding: Water capital improvement funds

General:
A public hearing can be held and a determination or finding can be made for the Negative
Declaration (ND) for the Positive Pressure Water System Improvements project.

Background:

The Positive Pressure Water System Improvements project was and is sometimes also known as
the Water Storage Tank project. Since the emphasis of the project is now maintaining positive
pressure rather than constructing additional water storage capacity, the name of the project has
been changed to more accurately reflect the work that is included.

The project was originally planned to construct additional storage capacity in accordance with
the 2008 City of Bishop Water Master Plan. In the early stages of the project it was determined
additional storage capacity was not needed. As a result, the addition of water storage to the
system, in the form of a new large water tank, was dropped from the project scope.

The scope still included correcting a contamination concern in the area of the existing storage
tank and the main water well, Well 4. The best solution to this concern was the addition of a
small water tank at Well 4 and the addition of a Supervisory and Data Acquisition (SCADA)
controlled valve at the existing storage tank. These additions will allow us to maintain positive
pressure on the line between the existing storage tank and Well 4, eliminating the contamination
concern.

The attached ND and Initial Study (IS) for the project were released for public comment 11 April
2013 with comments due 13 May 2013. On 14 May 2013, the attached comment letter (dated
today) was received. Response to the comments are as follows:

l. There should be Caltrans Encroachment Permits covering the access points to the existing
storage tank and Well 4 from West Line Street (Highway 168): The access points will not be
affected by the project in any way. As a separate effort, Public Works will pursue these
permits.

Positive Pressure Improvements (Tank) Project Hearing and ND Page 1 of 2



2. Work on the Caltrans right of way should be covered by a Caltrans Encroachment Permit:
No work is anticipated on the Caltrans right of way.

No changes are needed to the ND and IS to address these comments.
Recommendation:

It is recommended that the City Council hold the public hearing and adopt the Negative
Declaration for the Positive Pressure Water System Improvements project.

Positive Pressure Improvements (Tank) Project Hearing and ND Page 2 of 2



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 2

500 SOUTH MAIN STREET

BISHOP, CA 93514

PHONE (872-0785 Flex your power!
FAX (760) 872-0754 Be energy efficient!
TTY 711 (760) 872-0785

www.dot.co.gov

May 15, 2013

David Grah, PE File: 09-Iny-168-15.5,15.9
City of Bishop ND

377 West Line Street . SCH #: 2013041048
Bishop, California 93514

Dear Mr. Grah:
Positive Pressure System Improvement Project — Negative Declaration (ND)
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 9 appreciates the opportunity to

comment on the ND for the proposed water improvement project for the City. We have the
following commeénts:

o We find no record of encroachment permits for the State Route 168 accesses at postmile
(pm) 15.5 (City) and pm 15.9 (Department of Water and Power). Please contact Mark
Reistetter at (760) 872-0674 or mark.reistetter@dot.ca.gov to obtain encroachment permits

reflecting the City’s usage of these access points.

e Any traffic control items (i.e. signs, etc.) merited within Caitrans’ right-of-way could also be
covered under the encroachment permit process.

We value our cooperative working relationship concerning any project-related State highway
impacts. You may contact me at (760) 872-0785, with any questions.

Sincerely,
GAYLE J. ROSANDER
IGR/CEQA Coordinator

c¢: State Clearinghouse
Mark Reistetter

“Calirans improves mobility across California"
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The City of Bishop Departiment of Public Works has completed an assessment of the
pro