




































































































































































HELENDALE COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
DRAFT- INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

This form and the descriptive information in the application package constitute the contents of Initial Study 
pursuant to Helendale CSD Guidelines and Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 
PROJECT LABEL: 
 

APN: 0466-181-26 & 0466-181-43   
APPLICANT: Helendale Community Services District USGS Quad: Helendale 

COMMUNITY: Helendale, California T, R, Section: T: 8N R: 4W Section: 19&20     
LOCATION: 15425 Wild Road and 28685 Helendale Road - 

North of Smithson Road, South of the logical 
extension of Crouch Road, East of Smithson 
Road, and West of Helendale Road  

Lat./Long. 
Thomas Bros.: 

34.461300/-117.194092 
Page 3936, grid: A1 
San Bernardino County 

PROJECT NO: N/A Planning Area: Helendale Community Services 
District (Helendale CSD or 
HCSD) 

STAFF: Kimberly Cox, General Manager Land Use Zoning: Rural Living (RL) 
REP('S): Altec Land Planning Address  15428 Wild Road and 

28685 Helendale Road 
PROPOSAL: This proposal projects includes the expansion of 

an existing wastewater treatment facility.  

Overlays: Not Applicable 

 

PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION: 
 

Lead agency: Helendale Community Services District 
 26540 Vista Road, Suite B 
 Helendale, CA 92342 

Contact person: Kimberly Cox, General Manager 
Phone No: (760) 951-0006   

 kcox@helendalecsd.org   
Project Sponsor: Altec Land Planning 

 c/o Ginger Coleman, MPA 
c/o Randy Coleman, AICP, PE, QSD/P, CWB 
19531 Highway 18 

 Apple Valley, CA  92307 
Phone No: (760) 242-9917 

  

ENVIRONMENTAL/EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS: 
 
Helendale Community Service District (CSD) currently owns 128.44± acres (Net) acres of property North of 
Smithson Road, South of the logical extension of Crouch Road, East of Smithson Road, and West of 
Helendale Road (15425 Wild Road and 28685 Helendale Road). Exhibit 1 Regional Location identifies 
Helendale within southern California. Exhibit 2 Project Vicinity and Exhibit 3 Project Site shows the site close 
up, and Exhibit 4 Photographs shows existing conditions at the site and in the vicinity.  
 
The topography of the site is relatively level, descending gradually from north to the south at a slope of one 
percent (1%) overall. The highest point on the site is approximately 2,450 feet above mean sea level (MSL) at 
the northwesterly corner, and the lowest point is approximately 2,403 feet MSL at the southeasterly boundary 
of the site. The northern portion (72.87 acres of APN 0466-181-43-0000) is the original waste water treatment 
plant (WWTP) facility and part of the original Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the 
early 1970s. The WWTP facility is located within the northwestern corner of the property, with the eastern and 
southern portions being used for agricultural cultivation and two retention ponds for effluent purposes and, if 
needed, stormwater runoff during larger storm events (yellow area on following graphic).  

The WWTP expansion area as delineated within the Title 22 Engineering Report & Farm Management Plan, 
Helendale Wastewater Treatment Plant and Community Park (December 2010) is to allow additional areas for 
wastewater effluent for percolation purposes (bluish area on following graphic), which is the basic purpose of 
this CEQA Initial Study, along with the existing and proposed expansion of the WWTP.  The portion of the 
southern half (55.57± acres of APN 0466-181-25-0000 per Lot Line Adjustment) as delineated on the following 
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graphic has been used for agricultural uses (original 80 acres) since the early 1950s.  The original 80 acres, in 
later years several homes, a racetrack, and other related uses were added. This overall site presently has an 
equipment storage and maintenance yard for the HCSD, two sports fields, a residential 4-plex, and a portion of 
the occasionally used racetrack. The northeast sector of the original 80 acres, being east and north of the 
contiguous bluish areas is not a part of this project and was separated with a Lot Line Adjustment. 
 
The Helendale CSD has ownership and total control of the remaining portions of the Site (non-bluish areas) 
and because of this ownership control, it is considered to provide an adequate buffer for any project related 
issues or other issues of environmental concern for potential sensitive receptors.     
 
The Site is highly disturbed from past uses (for at least 65+ years) and existing development with scattered 
invasive grasses and weeds on the vacant portions of the site. No native vegetation remains on-site. 
 
Helendale is an unincorporated community in San Bernardino County. The Helendale CSD provides water and 
wastewater services, parks and recreation services, and graffiti abatement directly to the community. The CSD 
provides solid waste disposal via contract with Burrtec. The County of San Bernardino provides law 
enforcement and fire department services.  
 
Elementary, middle and charter schools are provided by the Helendale School District. High school is provided 
by the Victor Valley Union High School District. 
 
The County of San Bernardino is presently starting work on the General Plan Update process and in the 
beginning stages of preparing the Helendale Community Plan to set community priorities for actions, 
investments and public policies for future development. As of November, 2016, the Plan proposes changing 
the land use for the project site and the parcel to the south owned by Helendale CSD from Rural Living (RL) to 
Institutional (IN). This zone change aligns with the Helendale CSD’s existing and proposed use. 
  
 

 
 

Yellow area is existing Sod Farm and is the historical Waste Water Treatment Plant (Circa 1971) 
 

The Bluish Area is the “Proposed New Use Area” Expansion that is the purpose of the CEQA Initial 
Study, along with the existing and proposed expansion of the Waste Water Treatment Plant (WWTP) 

(yellowish area and WWTP facility) and remaining uses are considered outside the Project Area 
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Table 1 – Land Use and Zoning 

 

AREA EXISTING LAND USE ZONE/OVERLAY DISTRICT 

Site 
Wastewater treatment facility with fields and retention basins, 
HCSD facilities with fallow agricultural and racetrack  

Rural Living (RL) 

North Vacant Rural Living (RL) 

South 
HCSD Park facilities with Dog park, agricultural facilities with 
horse/animal keeping and 4 residential units 

Rural Living (RL) 

East 
Vacant, fallow agricultural cultivation, Sports fields, residential 
4-plex, HCSD facilities and Solar facility  

Rural Living (RL) 

West Vacant Desert and fallow agricultural area Rural Living (RL) 

 
PROPOSED PROJECT: 
 

Project Description 
 
The existing and proposed expansion of the WWTP and expansion area as delineated within the Title 22 
Engineering Report & Farm Management Plan, Helendale Wastewater Treatment Plant and Community Park 
(December 2010) is to allow additional areas for wastewater effluent for percolation purposes, which is the 
purpose of this CEQA Initial Study.   
 
The WWTP expansion area is a portion (bluish area on previous graphic) of the southern portion (55.57± acres 
of APN 0466-181-25-0000) and has been used for agricultural uses since before at least the 1950s; in later 
years’ several homes, a racetrack, and other related uses were added.  
 
The Helendale CSD has ownership and total control of the remaining portions of the Site (non-bluish areas) 
and because of this ownership control, it is considered to provide an adequate buffer for any project related 
issues or other issues of environmental concern for potential sensitive receptors.     
 
This project would expand the existing waste water treatment facility to include additional historical agricultural 
cultivation area (circa 1952 as an alfalfa ranch and more recently a thoroughbred racehorse facility circa 
1980’s) on existing unused portions of the site to use increased amounts of reclaimed water as it is generated 
from the WTTP. All current uses will remain unchanged (See above graphic depiction).  
 
Traffic Generation 
No additional traffic generation will be created by this project because no additional staffing will be necessary. 
 
Permits and Approvals 
The applicant may be required to obtain the following permits and/or approvals from the agencies identified 
herein:  
 

 Mitigated Negative Declaration, Site Plans and Conditional Use Permits (San Bernardino County) 

 Grading Permits (San Bernardino County) 

 Notice of Intent, Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan and Monitoring Plan (State Water Resources 
Control Board – Lahontan Region) 
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EVALUATION FORMAT 

 
This initial study is prepared in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to 
Public Resources Code Section 21000, et seq. and the State CEQA Guidelines (California Code of 
Regulations Section 15000, et seq.). Specifically, the preparation of an Initial Study is guided by Section 15063 
of the State CEQA Guidelines. This format of the study is presented as follows. The project is evaluated based 
upon its effect on seventeen (17) major categories of environmental factors. Each factor is reviewed by 
responding to a series of questions regarding the impact of the project on each element of the overall factor. 
The Initial Study Checklist provides a formatted analysis that provides a determination of the effect of the 
project on the factor and its elements. The effect of the project is categorized into one of the following four 
categories of possible determinations: 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant Impact 

Less than Significant              
with Mitigation Incorporated 

Less than Significant No Impact 

 
 
Substantiation is then provided to justify each determination. One of the four following conclusions is then 
provided as a summary of the analysis for each of the major environmental factors.  
 
1. No Impact:  No impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are required. 

 
2. Less than Significant:  No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and no mitigation 

measures are required. 
 

3. Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated:  Possible significant adverse impacts have 
been identified or anticipated and the following mitigation measures are required as a condition of project 
approval to reduce these impacts to a level below significant. The required mitigation measures are: (List 
of mitigation measures) 
 

4. Potentially Significant Impact:  Significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated. An 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required to evaluate these impacts, which are (List of the impacts 
requiring analysis within the EIR). 

 
At the end of the analysis, the required mitigation measures are restated and categorized as being either 
self- monitoring or as requiring a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 
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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 and Forestry Resources  Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Geology / Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Hazards & Hazardous Materials  Hydrology / Water Quality  

 Land Use/ Planning  Mineral Resources  Noise 

 Population / Housing   Public Services   Recreation  

 Transportation / Traffic   Utilities / Service Systems  
Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

 
DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)  
 
On the basis of this initial evaluation, the following finding is made: 
 

 
The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION shall be prepared. 

 
Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there shall 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 shall be prepared. 

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

 

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

 

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: prepared by Ginger E. Coleman, MPA  Date 
 
 

  

Signature: prepared by Randolph J. Coleman, AICP, PE, QSD/P  Date 
 
 

  

Signature: Kimberly Cox, General Manager  Date 
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Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

 

No 
Impact 

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? 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 (Check  if project is located within the view-shed of any Scenic Route listed in the General 
Plan): 

 
Environmental Setting 

 
The proposed project is not located within a Scenic Corridor, as designated by the Scenic Corridor 
Overlay District of the County of San Bernardino General Plan, or the California Scenic Highway 
Mapping System. The Site is within the Helendale CSD. The proposed project is the expansion of 
agricultural cultivation area at an existing wastewater treatment facility, and is consistent with the visual 
character of other surrounding developments in the area (See Table 5 – Surrounding Uses below). 

Table 2 – Surrounding Uses 

AREA EXISTING LAND USE 

Site 
Wastewater treatment facility, agricultural field, retention basins, fallow 
agricultural fields and occasionally used racetrack,  

North Vacant and fallow agricultural field 

South Dog park, horse/animal keeping, 4 residential units, and vacant 

East 
Vacant, Sports fields, CSD maintenance facilities, residential 4-plex, 
fallow agricultural fields and Solar facility 

West Fallow alfalfa fields & Vacant 

No structures are proposed as part of the project; therefore, architectural compatibility is not 
necessary. 

 
Substantiation 

I a) No Impact. The project will have no impact on scenic vistas. Existing uses on the site provide 
wastewater treatment and recreational opportunities to the greater Helendale and Silver Lakes 
communities. The proposed project is the expansion of existing agricultural to allow for the use of 
increasing reclaimed water. It serves an area that is predominantly residential, with some commercial, 
two recreational lakes, a 27-hole golf course, and various other amenities. No buildings or other 
structures are proposed as part of the project. 
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I b) No Impact. The proposed project will not substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway. No protected 
trees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings are located on or in close proximity to the project site, 
which has been disturbed since at least the early 1950s by agricultural use, and the early 1970s by the 
wastewater treatment facility. The project is not located or within proximity to a scenic highway. 
 

I c) No Impact. The proposed project will not substantially degrade the existing visual character of the site 
and its surroundings. The existing wastewater treatment facility includes an agricultural cultivation area 
for the use of reclaimed water. This project seeks to expand the agricultural cultivation area to provide 
additional area for the use of reclaimed water. Since this area has been used for agricultural uses 
since at least the early 1950, and the site is currently being used for a variety of community park and 
recreation facilities and a wastewater treatment facility, this expansion will not substantially degrade 
the existing visual character of the site and its surroundings.  
 

I d) No Impact. The proposed project does not include new lighting in the area; therefore it will not 
adversely affect day or nighttime views. 
 

 
Mitigation Measures 

 
NONE - The project expands to an historical agricultural cultivation area for the wastewater treatment 
facility for the greater Helendale and Silver Lakes Communities and will have no impact on aesthetics. 
Therefore, no Mitigation Measures are required. 
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Issues 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

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

    

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

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), 
timberland (as defined in Public Resources Code section 
4526) or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined 
by Government Code section 51104(g))?     

      
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to 

non-forest use?     
      

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

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 (Check  if project is located in the Important Farmlands Overlay): 

  
Environmental Setting 

A portion of the existing wastewater treatment facility located on the northern 72.87± acre parcel is 
designated as Farmland of Statewide Importance, as mapped by the State of California, and is 
currently used for restricted agricultural cultivation associated with the HCSD WWTP. The proposed 
project seeks to expand cultivation on this site, along with the southern 55.57± acre parcel in order 
to allow for the use of additional reclaimed water from the wastewater treatment facility. No 
structures or additional staff are proposed. 

 
Substantiation 
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 II a) 

Less Than Significant. A portion of the northern 72.87± acres parcel is designated as Farmland of 
Statewide Importance, as mapped by the State of California, and is currently used for agricultural 
cultivation. The proposed project seeks to expand on this site along with the southern 55.57± parcel, 
so that additional agricultural cultivation is available for use of reclaimed wastewater from the HCSD 
WWTP facility. Therefore, the project’s impact to designated farmland will be to potentially increase 
the amount of farmland, thus being a positive impact and is considered less than significant.  

II b) 
No Impact. The subject property and surrounding area is zoned for Rural Living, which is a residential 
zoning district. In addition, the County of San Bernardino is in the beginning stages of preparing the 
General Plan Update and Helendale Community Plan.  As of November 2016, the Plan proposed 
changing the land use for the project site to Institutional (IN), which aligns with the current and 
proposed future use. Therefore, there will be no impact to agricultural zoning on the subject property or 
surrounding area. There are no Williamson Act contracts in the area. Therefore, there is no impact. 

II c) 
No Impact. The subject property is not zoned for forest land or timberland, and the project does not 
propose re-zoning. Therefore, there is no impact to forest land. 

II d) 
No Impact. The subject property is not forest land. Therefore, there is no impact to forest land. 

II e) 
No Impact. A portion of the northern 72.87± acre parcel is designated as Farmland of Statewide 
Importance, as mapped by the State of California, and is currently used for agricultural cultivation. 
The proposed project seeks to expand on this site along with the southern 55.57± parcel, so that 
additional agricultural cultivation will be available for use of reclaimed water from the wastewater 
treatment facility. Therefore, the project will not convert farmland to non-agricultural use and is 
considered to have no impact. 

 
Mitigation Measures 

 
NONE - No significant impacts are identified or anticipated. Therefore, no mitigation measures are 
required.  

 
 

 
ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

III. 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 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)? 
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d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
      

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

SUBSTANTIATION (Discuss conformity with the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District and any Air 
Quality Management Plan, if applicable): 

 
Environmental Setting  

 
The project is located in the Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB), which is under the jurisdiction of the 
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD). All development within the MDAB is 
subject to the MDAQMD’s 2009 Air Quality Attainment Plan adopted January 25, 2010. However, the 
proposed project does not include development of structures, but instead will expand the existing 
agricultural cultivation area so that increases in reclaimed water from the wastewater treatment facility 
may be used on a historical agricultural area. 

Air Quality Management Plan Consistency 

A consistency determination plays an essential role in local agency project review by linking local 
planning and unique individual projects to the air quality plans. It fulfills the CEQA goal of fully 
informing local agency decision-makers of the environmental costs of the project under consideration 
at a stage early enough to ensure that air quality concerns are addressed. Only new or amended 
General Plan elements, Specific Plans, and significantly unique projects need to undergo a 
consistency review due to the air quality plan strategy being based on projections for local General 
Plans. 

This project does not require a general plan amendment or specific plan, and is not a significantly 
unique project. Therefore, a consistency finding is not required. 

 
Substantiation 

III a) 
Less than Significant. The proposed project does not conflict with or obstruct implementation of 
any applicable air quality plan. The project is within the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) for 
the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District for applicable federal and state air quality 
standards, and will comply with MDAQMD Rules 402 and 403. Additionally, the Project provides a 
legally allowable land use and has reduced emissions over those of a residential development.  

Since the Project satisfies both of the two aforementioned criteria for determining consistency, 
Project Impacts will be less than significant.  

III b) 
Less than significant. The proposed project would not violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. No significant project construction will be 
created thereby eliminating any temporary air pollutant emissions. Impacts associated with fugitive 
dust (PM10 and PM2.5) and exhaust emissions from agricultural cultivation vehicles will be minimal. 
Therefore, the project will not contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violate. 

III c) Less than Significant. Operational emissions include emissions from electricity consumption 

(energy sources), vehicle trips (mobile sources), and area sources, including agricultural 
equipment and architectural coating emissions as structures are repainted over the life of a project. 
The majority of operational emissions of this project are associated with the use of agricultural 
cultivation equipment, since all other emission exist under the current use. A portion of the 
property is already being used for agricultural cultivation, and the increase in area used for 
cultivation will have a less than significant impact on emissions.  
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III d) Less than Significant. The potential impact of project-generated air pollutant emissions at 

sensitive receptor locations has been considered. Sensitive receptors can include uses such as 
long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, and retirement homes. Residences, schools, 
playgrounds, childcare centers, and athletic facilities can also be considered as sensitive 
receptors. Potential sensitive receptors in the project vicinity include existing residences and 
schools that may be near the project site. An existing 4-plex is to the east of the Site, an additional 
4 residences located along the southern boundary of the Site and several residences located 
approximately 1,500 feet east and to the southwest is the Silver Lakes community from the project 
Site. These eastern residences are located on Rural Living (RL) zoned properties which allow for 
homes on minimum of 2.5 acres, and allow for a variety of agricultural uses. The low density 
allowed by the RL Zone District reduces impacts and the existing houses at the southwest corner 
of the Site buffer the Silver Lakes community from the project to less than significant. 

 
III e) Less than Significant. Potential odor sources associated with the proposed project may result from 

agricultural cultivation equipment exhaust. A portion of the property is already being used for 
agricultural cultivation, and the increase in area used for cultivation will have a less than significant 
impact on odors. 

 Mitigation Measures 

 No significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated from this project. However, the 
project will be subject to air quality regulations of the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District 
(MDAQMD), notably the nuisance and dust control regulations of MDAQMD, which are included as 
mitigation measures. 

III.b. The project shall comply with Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District’s Rule 402, 
“Nuisance”. 

III.b. The project shall comply with Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District’s Rule 403, “Fugitive 
Dust”. 

 
   

ISSUES 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project:     

 
a) 

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

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

      
b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 

other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, and regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means? 
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d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native 

resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established 
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the 
use of native wildlife nursery sites? 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
      

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

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      

f) 
 

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

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 (Check if project is located in the Biological Resources Overlay or contains habitat for 
any species listed in the California Natural Diversity Database ): 

 
Environmental Setting 

 
The proposed project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility to increase the 
area of agricultural cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water. The 
WWTP facility is part of the original Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the 
early 1970s. The southern 55.57± acres have been used for agricultural uses since at least the early 
1950s; in later years’ several homes, a racetrack, and other related uses were added. This site 
presently has fallow agricultural fields and an occasionally used racetrack and other agricultural 
oriented uses. The northern 72.87± acres were developed with a wastewater treatment facility in the 
early 1970s to specifically serve the Silver Lakes community. The plant is located within the 
northwestern corner of the property, with the eastern and southern portions being used for 
agricultural cultivation and two retention ponds for effluent and can capture stormwater runoff, if 
needed. The site is highly disturbed from past uses and development, with scattered invasive 
grasses and weeds on the vacant portion of the site. No native vegetation remains onsite. 

 
Substantiation 

IV a) 
Less than significant. The project site has no habitat or nesting resources remaining for any 
species identified as a candidate, sensitive or special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS). The properties surrounding the project are a mix of commercial and 
residential uses on large parcels, as well as vacant parcels covered in sparse native vegetation. 
Impacts are considered less than significant because of this historical and continuous ground 
disturbance.  

IV b) No Impact. This proposed project is located over 3,800 feet northwest from the Mojave River, which 
is the nearest riparian area, and will not have an effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife Service. Historical agricultural cultivation 
from at least the early 1950s has removed the native vegetation which would be used for foraging 
and nesting. This project will expand the existing agricultural cultivation onto property with no native 
habitat due to long-term historical agricultural uses. Therefore, there will be no impact. 

IV c) No Impact. This project will have no impact 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 
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direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means, because there are no identified 
wetlands or streambeds are located on or in the vicinity of the project site. 

IV d) No Impact. This project will have no impact on the movement of any native resident or migratory 
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native 
wildlife nursery sites, because there are no such corridors or nursery sites within the proposed 
project site. Surrounding properties are developed with historical agricultural areas, commercial and 
residential uses on large lots, and vacant parcels with sparse native vegetation abut open desert 
areas. In addition, historical agricultural cultivation (from at least the early 1950s) has destroyed any 
wildlife corridors that may have existed. 

IV e) Less than significant. There are no local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources that 
are applicable to the proposed project site, due to historic disturbance of the site by agricultural uses 
from at least the early 1950, and development of the Silver Lakes community in the last 1960’s and 
early 1970s. The site is located within the Biotic Resources Overlay District of the San Bernardino 
County General Plan. However, the proposed development of the proposed project would not 
conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biotic resources because of the historical 
disturbance to the proposed project site. 

IV f) No Impact. The project area is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. 
There would be no take of critical habitat and, therefore, no land use conflict with existing 
management plans would occur. 

 Mitigation Measures 

 
The site has been disturbed by agricultural uses from at least the early 1950, and development of 
the Silver Lakes community in the late 1960’s and early 1970s. The project is not anticipated to have 
any impact; however, the mitigation measures below will ensure no impacts to nesting birds, 
Burrowing Owls or Desert Tortoise occur. 

IV. a A survey by the Project Wildlife Biologist (Randolph Coleman, Certified Wildlife Biologist, Certified 
Arborist) shall be required for burrowing owls and nesting birds if earth moving activities do not 
begin prior to February 1, 2017, or if there is a lapse of construction activities for 30 continuous 
working days thereafter.  

IV. a If Tortoises are observed on the Site in the future, all earth moving activities shall cease immediately 
and the Project Wildlife Biologist (Randolph Coleman, Certified Wildlife Biologist, Certified Arborist) 
shall be contacted for consultation with USFWS and CDFW to discuss potential mitigation 
measures, if necessary. 

 
 

 ISSUES Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project     

      
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

historical resource as defined in §15064.5? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
      

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5? 
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c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource 

or site or unique geologic feature? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
      

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 (Check if the project is located in the Cultural  or Paleontological  Resources 
overlays or cite results of cultural resource review): 

 Environmental Setting 
 

The proposed project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility to increase the 
area of agricultural cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water. The 
site is part of the Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the early 1970s. The 
southern 55.57± acres have been used for agricultural uses since at least the early 1950s; in later 
years’ several homes, a racetrack, and other related uses were added. This site presently has 
fallow agricultural areas and an occasionally used racetrack. The northern 72.87± acres were 
developed with a wastewater treatment facility in the early 1970s to serve the Silver Lakes 
community. The plant is located within the northwestern corner of the property, with the eastern 
and southern portions being used for agricultural cultivation and two retention ponds to capture 
stormwater runoff. The site is highly disturbed from past uses and development, with scattered 
invasive grasses and weeds on the vacant portion of the site.  

 Substantiation 

V a) Less Than Significant. The Site is over 3,800 feet from the Mojave River, with no significant 
natural drainage courses and is not located along the historical Mojave Trail used by Local Indian 
tribes for trade routes from the Colorado River area tribes to Coastal Indian tribes and then 
subsequently used by pioneers and essentially wagon trail pioneers after the Civil War era.  

Therefore, continued agricultural uses of the subject property is not expected to result in any 
adverse impacts to historical or archaeological resources. However, a mitigation measure has been 
included should historical or archaeological resources be encountered during any 
construction/earth moving activities. 

V b) Less than Significant. This project will not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of an archeological resource, because no known resources have been identified on the site during 
previous earth moving activities for agricultural uses or development of the Silver Lakes 
community. However, a mitigation measure has been included should archaeological resources be 
encountered during construction. 

V c) 
Less than Significant. This project is not expected to directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature, because the proposed project site is 
100% disturbed. However, a mitigation measure has been included should paleontological 
resources be encountered during construction. 

V d) Less than Significant. It is not anticipated that this project would disturb any human remains, 
including those interred outside of formal cemeteries, because no such burials grounds are known 
to exist on this project site, and none have been encountered during prior earth moving activities. 
However, a mitigation measure has been included should human remains be encountered during 
construction. A Native American representative shall also be consulted if the remains are 
determined to be of potential Native American origin pursuant to Section 15064.5(e) of the CEQA 
Guidelines. 

 
Mitigation Measures 
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V.1. All earthmoving work in the immediate vicinity shall cease and County Coroner shall be contacted 
pursuant to State Health and Safety Code §7050.5 if human remains are encountered. If the 
remains are determined to be Native American, the State Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAHC) shall be contacted to determine the Most Likely Descendant (MLD). The MLD shall be 
contacted to make a determination regarding disposition of the remains. Work shall not resume 
until such time as the site has been cleared by the County Coroner or qualified archaeologist or 
Tribal representative. 

V.2. In the event, that Tribal cultural resources are discovered during the project earth moving activities, 
all work in the immediate vicinity of the find shall cease and a qualified archaeologist and 
appropriate local Tribe or Band shall assess the significance of such resources and shall meet and 
confer regarding the mitigation for such resources. If the owner and the Tribe or Band cannot agree 
on the significance or the mitigation for such resources, these issues shall be presented to the 
Helendale CSD General Manager for decision. The Helendale CSD shall make the determination 
based on the provisions of CEQA with respect to archaeological resources and shall take into 
account the religious beliefs, customs and practices of the Tribe or Band. 

V.3. If significant Tribal cultural resources are discovered, for which a Treatment Plan must be prepared, 
the developer or qualified archaeologist shall contact the appropriate Tribe or Band for 
collaboration on Plan development. 

V.4. If requested by a Tribe or Band, the developer or the qualified archaeologist shall, in good faith, 
consult with Tribal representatives on the discovery and its disposition (e.g. avoidance, 
preservation, return of artifacts to tribe, etc.). 

V.5. In the event that fossils are discovered during the project development/construction, all work in the 
immediate vicinity of the find shall cease and a qualified paleontologist shall be hired to assess the 
find. Work on the overall project may continue during this assessment period. 

 
 

  
ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

VI. 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: 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

      
 i. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 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 
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potentially result in on or off site landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

      
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 181-B of 

the California Building Code (2013) creating substantial risks 
to life or property? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 

septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 (Check  if project is located in the Geologic Hazards Overlay District): 

 Environmental Setting 

 The proposed project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility to increase the 
area of agricultural cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water. The 
WWTP site is part of the Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the early 
1970s. The southern 55.57± acres have been used for agricultural uses since at least the early 
1950s; in later years’ several homes, a racetrack, and other related uses were added. The northern 
72.87± acres were developed with a wastewater treatment facility in the early 1970s to serve the 
Silver Lakes community. The plant is located within the northwestern corner of the property, with 
the eastern and southern portions being used for agricultural cultivation and two retention ponds to 
capture stormwater runoff. The site is highly disturbed from past uses and development, with 
scattered invasive grasses and weeds on the vacant portion of the site. 

 Substantiation 

VI a) i)  Less than Significant. The project site is not within an Earthquake Fault Zone according to the 
California Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and Seismic Hazard Maps from the California 
Department of Conservation (See Exhibit 7). However, USGS Fault Maps (Exhibit 8) identify the 
nearest faults as shown below. 

 

Fault Location 

Helendale-South Lockhart fault zone Approximately bisects the northeast corner of 
the project in a southeast to northwest direction 

Blake Ranch Fault 10 miles west 

Mirage Valley fault zone 12 miles southwest 

Kramer Hills fault zone 12 miles northwest 

Lenwood-Lockhart fault zone 22 miles east 

Harper fault zone 22 miles northerly 

The project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility to increase the area of 
agricultural cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water. It will involve 
no new structures or staffing. Therefore, the impact due to rupture will be less than significant. 
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ii)  Less than Significant. The subject site is within an area that could be subject to strong 
earthquakes due to its proximity to faults as identified above. However, the project involves no new 
structures or staffing, therefore, the impact due to ground shaking will be less than significant. 

iii) Less than Significant.  Liquefaction is the loss of soil strength as a result of an increase in 
pore water pressure due to dynamic earthquake loading. Conditions for liquefaction to occur 
generally include relatively high water table (within 40 feet of the ground surface), low relative 
densities of the saturated soils, and a susceptibility of the soil to liquefy based on grain size. 
Research indicates that the groundwater varies from more than and less than a depth of 40', 
the soil sequence is predominantly in a relatively dense state, hence the potential for on-site 
liquefaction is considered less than significant. 

iv) No Impact. The proposed project would not have any risks associated with landslides. 
Landslides are the downslope movement of geologic materials. The stability of slopes is related to 
a variety of factors, including the slope's steepness, the strength of geologic materials, and the 
characteristics of bedding planes, joints, faults, vegetation, surface water, and groundwater 
conditions. The project area is relatively flat terrain where landslides do not occur; therefore, 
impacts are considered less than significant with respect to seismic-related (or other) landslide 
hazards.  

VI b) Less Than Significant. The project will not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil, 
because the site has minimal slopes and lower stormwater velocities. The proposed project is the 
expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility to increase the area of agricultural cultivation 
to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water on a historical (1950s era) 
agricultural area.  

VI c) 
Less Than Significant. The subject property is not located in an area that is geologically 
unstable or would become unstable as a result of the project. As mentioned above, it is 
unlikely that a landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse would occur 
onsite or in the project vicinity. Seismically induced lateral spreading involves lateral movement 
of soils due to ground shaking. Lateral spreading is demonstrated by near vertical cracks 
with predominantly horizontal movement of the soil mass involved. The topography of the 
site being near level; therefore, the potential for seismically induced lateral spreading 
should be considered less than significant. 

VI d) No Impact. The project site is not located in an area that has been identified by the County 
Building and Safety Geologist as having the potential for expansive soils. There is not impact. 

VI e) No Impact. The project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility to increase the 
area of agricultural cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water. It will 
involve no new structures or staffing. Therefore, no septic system or alternative wastewater 
disposal system will be necessary and there will be no impact. 

 Mitigation Measures 

 No mitigation measures are proposed because impacts are less than significant.  

 
  

Issues 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

VII GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS - Would the project:     
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a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

    

      
b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an 

agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases? 

    

 :     

 Environmental Setting 

The proposed project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility to increase the 
area of agricultural cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water. The 
site is part of the Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the early 1970s. The 
southern 55.57± acres have been used for agricultural uses since at least the early 1950s; in later 
years’ several homes, a racetrack, and other related uses were added. The WWTP facility is located 
within the northwestern corner of the property, with the eastern and southern portions being used for 
agricultural cultivation and two retention ponds for effluent purposes and potential stormwater runoff. 
The site is highly disturbed from past uses and development, with scattered invasive grasses and 
weeds on the vacant portions of the site.  

No construction is proposed to occur on the site, so no construction emissions will occur. 
Operational greenhouse gas emission increases will be minimal since reclaimed water from the 
wastewater treatment facility is already being used to water agricultural crops on the property, and 
no additional staff will be hired. 

 Substantiation 

VII a) Less than Significant. The proposed project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment 
facility to increase the area of agricultural cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of 
reclaimed water. While Greenhouse Gas emission will be increased by the additional time 
necessary for equipment to run, this is an agricultural oriented project that absorbs CO2 and 
produces O2 as a by-product.  Therefore, the project will have a less than significant impact. 

VII b) Less than Significant. The proposed project is not anticipated to conflict with any applicable plan, 
policy or regulation of an agency adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases. The project is an agricultural oriented project that absorbs CO2 and produces O2 as a by-
product, and is determined to have a less than significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG 
emissions and therefore has no proposed mitigation. 

 Mitigation 

 No mitigation measures are proposed because impacts are less than significant. 

 
 

  
ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the 
project: 

    

 
a) 

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

through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions 
involving the release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
      
c) 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 
hazard to the public or the environment? 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
      
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the project area? 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
      
f) 
 

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, 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? 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

      

 Environmental Setting 

 The proposed project is the expansion of an existing wastewater treatment facility to increase the 
area of agricultural cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water. The 
site is part of the Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the early 1970s. The 
southern 55.57± acres have been used for agricultural uses since at least the early 1950s; in later 
years’ several homes, a racetrack, and other related uses were added. The WWTP facility is 
located within the northwestern corner of the property, with the eastern and southern portions being 
used for agricultural cultivation and two retention ponds for effluent and potentially to capture 
stormwater runoff. The site is highly disturbed from past uses and development, with scattered 
invasive grasses and weeds on the vacant portion of the site.  

Small quantities of fertilizer, pesticides, and equipment fuel, oil, etc. are already used on site for 
routine cultivation and vehicle maintenance, and are not anticipated to be increased. 

ALTEC Land Planning has completed two (2) Phase 1 Environmental Assessments in conjunction 
with the last two sales of this site, specifically for the acquisition by the Helendale CSD and a prior 
sale and no issues of concern were concluded for this Site. 

 Substantiation 
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VII a) Less Than Significant. The project includes the expansion of an existing agricultural cultivation 
use, which currently uses fertilizer, pesticides, and equipment fuel, oil, etc. These materials may be 
transported to or used on site. However, disposal will occur through acceptable means. In addition, 
the site contains a wastewater treatment facility, equipment storage and maintenance yard, all of 
which may also use and store small amounts of fertilizers, pesticides, fuels, oils, etc. 

The amount of materials that may be used onsite will not be in sufficient quantifies so as to pose a 
threat to humans or cause a foreseeable chemical release into the environment. The use and 
handling of hazardous materials during operation activities would occur in accordance with 
applicable Federal, State and local laws including California Occupational Health and Safety 
Administration (Cal OSHA) requirements. Impacts will be less than significant. 

VIII b) Less than Significant. The project includes the expansion of an existing agricultural cultivation 
use, which currently uses fertilizer, pesticides, and equipment fuel, oil, etc. These materials may be 
transported to or used on Site. However, disposal will occur through acceptable means. In addition, 
the site contains a wastewater treatment facility, equipment storage and maintenance yard, two 
sports fields, and a residential 4-plex, all of which may also use and store small amounts of 
fertilizers, pesticides, fuels, oils, etc. 

The amount of materials that may be used onsite will not be in sufficient quantifies so as to pose a 
threat to humans or cause a foreseeable chemical release into the environment. The use and 
handling of hazardous materials during operation activities would occur in accordance with 
applicable Federal, State and local laws including California Occupational Health and Safety 
Administration (Cal OSHA) requirements. Impacts will be less than significant. 

VIII c) No Impact. No schools are located within one-quarter mile of the project. The nearest school is 
Helendale Elementary School located approximately 1.34 miles from the proposed site. There will 
be no hazardous materials-related impacts to schools. 

VIII d) No Impact. The subject property is not included on a list compiled pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65962.3. The proposed project will not create a significant hazard to the public or 
environment.  

VIII e) No Impact. Southern California Logistics Airport (SCLA) is located approximately 10 miles 
southwest of the project. The subject site is not located within the boundaries of the airport’s land 
use compatibility plan. The project will not result in safety hazards for people living or working in the 
area.  

VIII f) No Impact. The proposed project is not located within the vicinity of an active private airstrip; 
therefore, it would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area.  

VIII g) No Impact. The project will not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan, because the project has adequate 
access from two or more directions via Helendale Road and Wild Road. 

VIII h) Less than Significant. The project will not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving wildland fires. The wildlands adjacent to the site to the west and north 
contain relatively sparse fuel loads which are inadequate to support a wildland fire of any 
magnitude. Therefore, the potential to expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury 
or death is less than significant.  

 Mitigation Measures 
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 No significant adverse impacts have been identified or anticipated and no mitigation measures are 
required to reduce impacts to a level below significant.  

 
  

ISSUES 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project:     

      
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
      
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 

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

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

      
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or 

area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream 
or river, in a manner that 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 that would result in flooding on- or off-site? 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
      
e) Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the 

capacity of existing or planned storm water 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 structure that 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 of a levee or dam? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?     

 

 (Check  if project is located in the Flood Hazard Overlay District): 

 
Environmental Setting 



APN: 0466-181-26 & -43 Initial Study Page 22 of 57 
ALTEC Land Planning 
February 2017 

 

 
 

 
The Helendale CSD provides domestic water to the project area. Their primary source of fresh 
water is groundwater extracted by wells. The project site contains a wastewater treatment facility 
operated by the Helendale CSD, which implements all requirements of the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board – Lahontan Region. This disposal of reclaimed water from the treatment facility is 
accomplished by utilizing it for agricultural crops currently located on site which is a long-term 
historical alfalfa ranch (circa 1950s). This project proposes to expand the area on which agricultural 
crops grow in order to utilize additional reclaimed water as quantities increase.  

The project site is located directly south and 0.5 miles east of blueline streams which carry 
stormwater to the Mojave River located east of the site. (See Exhibits 5 and 6) The project site and 
areas surrounding it are subject to San Bernardino County requirements relating to flood control, 
and the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) to protect surface water from 
pollution. 

Expansion of the WWTP to include additional areas of agricultural cultivation will not increase the 
amount of impermeable surfaces on the site, nor increase on-site storm flows. Stormwaters 
draining through the site of the WWTP will continue to be collected in two existing retention basins 
on-site for percolation into the groundwater system and the expansion area will continue to 
percolate in the same manner.  

Overall, project related impacts are anticipated to be less than significant. 

 
Substantiation 

IX a) 
No Impact. The project will not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements. The current project utilizes reclaimed water from the wastewater treatment facility 
for agricultural cultivation; the proposed project is an expansion of the agricultural area. All 
reclaimed water complies with Federal, State and local standards, therefore, there is no impact. 

IX b) No Impact. The project will not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with 
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the 
local groundwater table level. The current project utilizes reclaimed water from the wastewater 
treatment facility for agricultural cultivation; the proposed project is an expansion of the agricultural 
area as increases in reclaimed water allow. Therefore, there is no impact. 

IX c) Less Than Significant. The project will not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on-site or off-site. The project does not propose any 
substantial alteration to a drainage pattern. There is no stream or river on the project site, and the 
stream located directly north of the site will not be altered as part of this project. The existing site 
contains two retention basins to capture stormwater runoff, no addition impervious surfaces will be 
added as a result of this project; therefore, impacts to the existing drainage patterns will be less 
than significant.  

IX d) 
Less Than Significant. The project will not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 
site or area, including the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on-site or off-site. The project does not propose any 
substantial alteration to a drainage pattern. There is no stream or river on the project site, and the 
stream located directly north of the site will not be altered as part of this project. The existing site 
contains two retention basins for wastewater treatment plant effluent and to capture stormwater 
runoff, no addition impervious surfaces will be added as a result of this project; therefore, impacts 
to the existing drainage patterns will be less than significant. 
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IXI e) Less Than Significant. The project will not create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed 
the capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff. The existing site contains two retention basins for wastewater treatment 
plant effluent and to capture stormwater runoff, no addition impervious surfaces will be added as a 
result of this project; therefore, impacts to the existing drainage patterns will be less than 
significant. 

IX f) Less Than Significant. The proposed project would not otherwise substantially degrade water 
quality. The current project utilizes reclaimed water from the wastewater treatment facility for 
agricultural cultivation; the proposed project is an expansion of the agricultural area. All reclaimed 
water complies with Federal, State and local standards, therefore, any potential impacts will be 
less than significant. 

IX g) No Impact. The project will not 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, because the subject property is not mapped as occurring within a flood hazard zone.  

IX h) No Impact. The project will not place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would 
impede or redirect flood flows, because the site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area 
and no structures are proposed as part of the project. Therefore, there is no impact. 

IX i) No Impact. The project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or 
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam, because the 
project site is not within any identified path of a potential inundation flow that might result in the 
event of a dam or levee failure or that might occur from a river, stream, lake or sheet flow situation. 
This project is not located in the inundation area along the Mojave River. There is no impact. 

IX j) No Impact. The project will not be impacted by inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow, 
because the project is not adjacent to any body of water that has the potential of seiche or tsunami 
nor is the project site in the path of any potential mudflow. There is no impact. 

 Mitigation Measures 

 The proposed project has no significant impacts related to off-site and on-site hydrology and/or 
stormwater quality. No mitigation measures are proposed. 

 

  
ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

X. 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, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, 
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the 
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
      

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

 The project is located on 128.44± acres of Rural Living (RL) zoned property. The proposed project is 
the expansion of existing agricultural cultivation to increase the area of under cultivation to allow for 
the use of increased production area for reclaimed water. The WWTP site is part of the Silver Lakes 
community which was developed and opened in the early 1970s. The southern 55.57± acres 
presently have fallow agricultural uses and a portion of the occasionally used racetrack. The 
northern 72.87± acres were developed with a wastewater treatment facility in the early 1970s to 
serve the Silver Lakes community. The plant is located within the northwestern corner of the 
property, with the eastern and southern portions being used for agricultural cultivation and two 
retention ponds for effluent and potentially capture stormwater runoff.  

The County of San Bernardino is in the early stages of developing the General Plan Update and the 
Helendale Community Plan, and proposes to rezone the two parcels of this project to Institutional 
(IN) which will continue to allow the current and proposed uses.  

 Substantiation 

X a) No Impact. The proposed project will not physically divide an established community. It is the 
expansion of area under agricultural cultivation which presently is occurring. Therefore, there is no 
impact. 

X b) No Impact. The project will not conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an 
agency with jurisdiction over the project because the current and proposed projects are consistent 
with all applicable land use policies and regulations of the County of San Bernardino Development 
Code and General Plan. There is no impact. 

X c) No Impact. The proposed project does not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plans or 
natural community conservation plans because no such conservation plan exists in the area. 

 
Mitigation Measures 

 
No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated, and therefore no mitigation measures 
are required.  

 
  

ISSUES 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project:      

      
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 

that would be of value to the region 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? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 (Check  if project is located within the Mineral Resource Zone Overlay): 
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 Environmental Review 

 The project is located on 128.44± acres of Rural Living (RL) zoned property. The proposed project is 
the expansion of existing HCSD WWTP and fallow agricultural cultivation to increase the area of 
under cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water.  

 Substantiation 

XI a) No Impact. The project will not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that will 
be of value to the region and the residents of the state, because there are no identified important 
mineral resources on the project site and the site is not within a Mineral Resource Zone Overlay. 
Additionally, mineral extraction would be incompatible with existing and planned land uses in the 
area.  

XI b) No Impact. The project will not 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, because there 
are no identified locally important mineral resources on the project site. The underlying soils in the 
area could be recovered, but the project site has already been developed with a mix of uses 
providing services to the residents of the Silver Lakes community. As such, the area has not been 
identified as a locally important mineral resource, and the project will have no impact. 

 
Mitigation Measures 

 
No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and therefore no mitigation measures are 
required. 

 
 
 

  
ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

XII. NOISE - Would the project:     

      
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 ground 

borne vibration or ground borne noise levels? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
      
c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in 

the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
      
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise 

levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the 
project? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 

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

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
      



APN: 0466-181-26 & -43 Initial Study Page 26 of 57 
ALTEC Land Planning 
February 2017 

 

 
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? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 (Check if the project is located in the Noise Hazard Overlay District  or is subject to 
severe noise levels according to the General Plan Noise Element ): 

 Environmental Setting 

 The project is located on 128.44± acres of Rural Living (RL) zoned property. Surrounding properties 
are also zoned RL. The proposed project is the expansion of existing agricultural cultivation to 
increase the area of under cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed 
water. The site is part of the Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the early 
1970s. The southern 55.57± acres presently have fallow agricultural uses and the occasionally used 
racetrack. The northern 72.87± acres were developed with a wastewater treatment facility in the 
early 1970s to serve the Silver Lakes community. The plant is located within the northwestern corner 
of the property, with the eastern and southern portions being used for agricultural cultivation and two 
retention ponds for wastewater treatment plant effluent and to capture stormwater runoff.  

The County of San Bernardino is in the early stages of developing the Helendale Community Plan, 
and proposes to rezone the two parcels of this project to Institutional (IN) which will continue to allow 
the current and proposed uses with surrounding properties remaining RL. 

 Substantiation 

XII a) Less Than Significant. No structures will be constructed as part of this project; therefore, 
construction noise is not an impact. The expansion of the agricultural cultivation area may increase 
noise levels due to additional time necessary to utilize cultivation equipment. The surrounding 
properties are a mix of other governmental uses, vacant low density residential zoned property, and 
low density residential. However, due to the size of residential parcels and governmental uses in the 
surrounding area, the exposure of persons to noise levels in excess of standards is less than 
significant. 

XII b) Less Than Significant. The project is not anticipated to generate excessive ground borne vibration 
or noise levels. No structures will be constructed as part of this project; therefore, construction noise 
is not an impact. The expansion of the agricultural cultivation area may increase noise levels an 
insignificant amount due to additional time necessary to utilize cultivation equipment. The 
surrounding properties are a mix of other governmental uses, vacant low density residential zoned 
property, and low density residential. However, due to the size of residential parcels and 
governmental uses in the surrounding area, the exposure of persons to noise levels in excess of 
standards is less than significant. 

XII c) 
Less Than Significant. The project is not anticipated to substantially increase permanent 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing levels. No structures will be 
constructed as part of this project; therefore, construction noise is not an impact. The expansion of 
the agricultural cultivation area may increase noise levels due to additional time necessary to 
utilize cultivation equipment. However, due to the size of residential parcels and governmental 
uses in the surrounding area, the exposure of persons to noise levels in excess of standards is 
less than significant. 

XII d) Less Than Significant. The project is not anticipated to substantially increase temporary or periodic 
ambient levels. No structures will be constructed as part of this project; therefore, construction noise 
is not an impact. The expansion of the agricultural cultivation area may increase noise levels due to 
additional time necessary to utilize cultivation equipment. However, due to the size of residential 
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parcels and governmental uses in the surrounding area, the exposure of persons to noise levels in 
excess of standards is less than significant. 

XII e)  No Impact. The project is not located within the airport land use plan area. There is no impact. 

XII f) No Impact. The proposed project area is not located within the vicinity of an active private airstrip. 
There is not impact 

 Mitigation Measures 

 No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated and therefore no mitigation measures 
are required. 

  
 

  
ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

XIII. 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? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  

 Environmental Setting 

 The proposed project would increase the amount of land being used for agricultural cultivation at an 
existing wastewater treatment facility in the Helendale CSD. This expansion will not increase the 
number of employees necessary for the cultivation operation. 

 Substantiation 

XIII a) No Impact. The proposed project will not increase the number of employees; therefore, there is no 
direct impact. The potential indirect impact from infrastructure improvement is also considered no 
impact because the existing vacant and improved lots within the Silver Lakes community have had 
essentially no development since the 2007 timeframe and no proposed new developments. 

XIII b) No Impact. The proposed project does not remove any housing from the community; therefore, 
there is no impact. 

XIII c) No Impact. The proposed project does not displace people from their homes; therefore, there is no 
impact. 

 Mitigation Measures 
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 No impacts are identified or anticipated. Therefore, no mitigation measures are required. 

 
 

  
ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES      

      
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical 

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

 

  
 Fire Protection?     
 Police Protection?     
 Schools?     
 Parks?     

 Other Public Facilities?     
 

  

 Environmental Setting 

 The proposed project would increase the amount of land being used for agricultural cultivation at an 
existing wastewater treatment facility in the Helendale CSD. The expansion will not increase the 
number of employees necessary for the cultivation operation, and does not include the construction 
of any structures. 

  

Substantiation 

XIV a) Less than Significant. The proposed project will have no impact on government facilities or 
services due to the construction of no additional structures and no additional staff.  

Fire Protection. Fire protection services are provided by the County of San Bernardino.  

Police Protection. Police services are provided by the County of San Bernardino. 

Schools. The Helendale School District provides elementary and middle school education, as well 
as charter school opportunities. The Victor Union High School District provided high school 
education. 

Parks. The Helendale CSD provides parks for the community.  

Other Public Facilities. The Helendale CSD provides water and wastewater services to the 
community.  

 
Mitigation Measures 

 
No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated. Therefore, no mitigation measures are 
required. 
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ISSUES 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

XV. 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? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

  

 Environmental Setting 
 

The proposed project would increase the amount of land being used for agricultural cultivation at an 
existing wastewater treatment facility for the Helendale CSD. The expansion will not increase the 
number of employees necessary for the cultivation operation, and does not include the construction 
of any structures. 

 
Substantiation 

XV a) 
No Impact. The proposed project will not increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional 
parks or other recreational facilities. 

XV b) 
No Impact. The proposed project will not include recreational facilities or regional or other 
recreational facilities. 

 
 

Mitigation Measures 

 
No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated. Therefore, no mitigation measures are 
required.  
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ISSUES 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorp. 

Less than 
Significant 

No 
Impact 

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC - Would the project:     

 
a) 

 
Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of 
the circulation system, taking into account all modes of 
transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel 
and relevant components of the circulation system, including 
but not limited to intersections, streets, highways, freeways, 
pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
      
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, 

including but not limited to level of service standards and 
travel demand measures, or other standards established by 
the County congestion management agency for designated 
roads or highways? 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
      
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an 

increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in 
substantial safety risks? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      
d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., 

sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses 
(e.g., farm equipment)? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      
e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     
      
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding 

public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise 
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

  

 Environmental Setting 

 The project is located on 128.44± acres of Rural Living (RL) zoned property. Surrounding 
properties are also zoned RL. The proposed project is the expansion of existing agricultural 
cultivation to increase the area of under cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of 
reclaimed water. The site is part of the Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened 
in the early 1970s. The southern 55.57± acres have fallow agricultural uses and an occasionally 
used racetrack. The northern 72.87± acres were developed with a wastewater treatment facility in 
the early 1970s to serve the Silver Lakes community. Two points of access to the site are provided 
via Wild Road and Helendale Road. No additional access points or roadway improvements are 
proposed. No staffing increases are proposed. 

 Substantiation 

XVI a/b) No Impact. The proposed project will not impact traffic and circulation impacts associated with the 
proposed project on the surrounding roadway system because no additional staff are necessary.  
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XVI c) No Impact. The project will not conflict with the congestion management plan because no 
additional staff are proposed. There is no impact. 

XVI d) No Impact. The project will not substantially increase hazards due to a design feature or 
incompatible uses because the project is an expansion of the existing agricultural cultivation use on 
the properties. This expansion is compatible with the current uses on the site and those of the 
surrounding properties. There is no impact.  

XVI e) No Impact. The project will not result in inadequate emergency access, because there are already 
two points of access to the site from Wild Road and Helendale Road. There is no impact.  

XVI f) No Impact. The project will not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public 
transit and alternative or non-motorized transportation because there will be no change current 
staffing levels. 

 Mitigation Measures 

 No impacts are identified or anticipated as a result of the project. Therefore, no mitigation 
measures are required.  

 
  

ISSUES 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 
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Less than 
Significant 

No 
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would the project:     

 
a) 

 
Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable 
Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      
b) Require or result in the construction of new water or 

wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
      
c) Require or result in the construction of new 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? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
      
e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, 

which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate 
capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to 
the provider's existing commitments? 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 
      
f) Be served by a landfill(s) with sufficient permitted capacity to 

accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
      
g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations 

related to solid waste? 
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 Environmental Setting 

 The project is located on 128.44± acres of Rural Living (RL) zoned property. Surrounding properties 
are also zoned RL. The proposed project is the expansion of existing agricultural cultivation to 
increase the area of under cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed water. 
The site is part of the Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the early 1970s. 
The southern 55.57± acres has fallow agricultural and an occasionally used racetrack. The northern 
72.87± acres were developed with a wastewater treatment facility in the early 1970s to serve the 
Silver Lakes community.  

 Substantiation 

XVII a) No Impact. The project will expand the existing agricultural cultivation use only. No staffing changes 
are proposed and no changes to other uses on the property are proposed. The Helendale 
Community Services District manages the sanitary sewer collection system, with the wastewater 
treatment facility being located on the subject site. The plan complies with all requirements of the 
Regional Water Quality Control Board – Lahonton Region. There is no impact.  

XVII b) No Impact. The proposed project will not require or result in a need for new water or wastewater 
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities. Expansion of the agricultural cultivation area will 
be watered through the use of reclaimed water from the wastewater treatment facility. Expansion of 
the wastewater treatment facility is not needed because no additional staff is proposed. There is no 
impact. 

XVII c) No Impact. No additional impervious surfaces will be added as a result of this project and there will 
be no changes to drainage patterns. Therefore, there is no impact.  

XVII d) No Impact. The proposed project will expand the area being utilized for agricultural cultivation, which 
will be watered with reclaimed water from the existing wastewater treatment facility. No additional 
groundwater will be used for the project. Therefore, there is no impact to water supplies.  

XVII e) No Impact. The Helendale Community Services District manages the wastewater treatment plan, 
and will provide reclaimed water to the proposed agricultural cultivation expansion. No staffing 
increases are proposed by the project, and no structures will be constructed; therefore, no additional 
capacity at the wastewater treatment facility is necessary. There is no impact. 

XVII f) Less than Significant.  The project would consist of no additional short-term construction activities 
because the proposed expansion area has been in agricultural use since the early 1950s. The 
existing fencing and “Thoroughbred Horse Track” are proposed to remain and continue to be used for 
existing recreational and park activities for the Helendale community.  The application of recycled 
water for agricultural uses in either percolation ponds or an agricultural crop (i.e. alfalfa or other high 
use water fodder crop) will continue the historical uses of this site.  This historical and continued 
agricultural uses creates no additional waste products and thus would not result in significant short-
term or long-term solid waste generation. If any additional waste is found or produced during the 
construction phase of this project it would be disposed of in accordance with all applicable 
regulations, and demolition debris reduction ordinances, as applicable.  Therefore, the proposed 
project would comply with all federal, state, and local statutes and regulation related to solid waste 
disposal requirements. Therefore, no significant impacts related to landfill capacity are anticipated 
from the proposed project. 
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XVII g) Less than Significant. The proposed project would comply with all federal, state, and local statutes 
and regulation related to solid waste. The project would consist of continued agricultural uses with 
existing agricultural fencing. Therefore, no short-term waste generation or minor quantities of 
construction debris) and thus would not result in significant long-term solid waste generation. Any 
solid waste produced during the construction phase of this project would be disposed of in 
accordance with all applicable regulations, including the Helendale CSD construction and demolition 
debris reduction ordinance, as applicable. Therefore, no significant impacts related to landfill capacity 
are anticipated from the proposed project. 

 Mitigation Measures 

 No significant adverse impacts are identified or anticipated. Therefore, no mitigation measures are 
required.  

 
  

ISSUES 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 
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Less than 
Significant 

No 
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:      

 
a) 

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

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
      
b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but 

cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means 
that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects 
of other current projects, and the effects of probable future 
projects)? 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
      
c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause 

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

  

 Environmental Setting 

 The project is located on 128.44± acres of Rural Living (RL) zoned property. Surrounding properties 
are also zoned RL. The proposed project is the expansion of existing agricultural cultivation to 
increase the area of under cultivation to allow for the use of increased production of reclaimed 
water. The site is part of the Silver Lakes community which was developed and opened in the early 
1970s. The southern 55.57± acres presently has fallow agricultural uses and an occasionally used 
racetrack. The northern 72.87± acres were developed with a wastewater treatment facility in the 
early 1970s to serve the Silver Lakes community.  
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 Substantiation 

XVIII a) Less than Significant. The project does not have the potential to significantly degrade the overall 
quality of the region’s environment, or substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
cause a fish or wildlife population or 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. No 
potential impact on rare or endangered species or other species of plants or animals or habitat 
identified by the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) has been identified in the analysis 
of the proposed project, based on the disturbed condition of the project site. There are no identified 
historic or prehistoric resources identified on this site.  

XVIII b) Less than Significant. The project does not have impacts that are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable. Special studies prepared to analyze impacts of the proposed project 
consider and evaluate existing and planned conditions of the surrounding area and the region. 
Existing and planned infrastructure in the surrounding area has been planned to accommodate 
planned build out of the area, including the project site.  

XVIII c) Less than Significant. The design of the project, with application of Federal, State and local 
policies, standards, and design guidelines ensure that there would be no substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either directly or indirectly. Impacts of the proposed project would be less than 
significant. 

 
 
XIX. MITIGATION MEASURES 
 

MONITORING MITIGATION MEASURES: (Compliance monitoring will be verified by existing procedures for 
condition compliance) 
 
 AIR QUALITY 

III.1. The project shall comply with Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District’s Rule 402, 
“Nuisance”. 

III.2. The project shall comply with Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District’s Rule 403, “Fugitive 
Dust”. 

 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

IV.1. A survey by the Project Wildlife Biologist (Randolph Coleman, Certified Wildlife Biologist, Certified 
Arborist) shall be required for burrowing owls and nesting birds if earth moving activities do not 
begin prior to February 1, 2017, or if there is a lapse of construction activities for 30 continuous 
working days thereafter.  

IV.2. If Tortoises are observed on the Site in the future, all earth moving activities shall cease immediately 
and the Project Wildlife Biologist (Randolph Coleman, Certified Wildlife Biologist, Certified Arborist) 
shall be contacted for consultation with USFWS and CDFW to discuss potential mitigation 
measures, if necessary. 

 
 CULTURAL 
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V.1. All earthmoving work in the immediate vicinity shall cease and County Coroner shall be contacted 
pursuant to State Health and Safety Code §7050.5 if human remains are encountered. If the 
remains are determined to be Native American, the State Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAHC) shall be contacted to determine the Most Likely Descendant (MLD). The MLD shall be 
contacted to make a determination regarding disposition of the remains. Work shall not resume 
until such time as the site has been cleared by the County Coroner or qualified archaeologist or 
Tribal representative. 

V.2. In the event that Tribal cultural resources are discovered during the project development and/or 
construction, all work in the immediate vicinity of the find shall cease and a qualified archaeologist 
and appropriate local Tribe or Band shall assess the significance of such resources and shall meet 
and confer regarding the mitigation for such resources. If the owner and the Tribe or Band cannot 
agree on the significance or the mitigation for such resources, these issues shall be presented to 
the Helendale CSD General Manager for decision. The Helendale CSD shall make the 
determination based on the provisions of CEQA with respect to archaeological resources and shall 
take into account the religious beliefs, customs and practices of the Tribe or Band. 

V.3. If significant Tribal cultural resources are discovered, for which a Treatment Plan must be prepared, 
the developer or qualified archaeologist shall contact the appropriate Tribe or Band for 
collaboration on Plan development. 

V.4. If requested by a Tribe or Band, the developer or the qualified archaeologist shall, in good faith, 
consult with Tribal representatives on the discovery and its disposition (e.g. avoidance, 
preservation, return of artifacts to tribe, etc.). 

V.5. In the event that fossils are discovered during the project development/construction, all work in the 
immediate vicinity of the find shall cease and a qualified paleontologist shall be hired to assess the 
find. Work on the overall project may continue during this assessment period. 
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County of San Bernardino, Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Plan, January 6, 2012. 
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Community Park, December 2010. 

1999 Wastewater Discharge Requirements 6-01-39 (WDID No 6B361111001) 

Investigative Order, January 2010 

Helendale CSD Draft Anti-Degradation Study, July 2, 2010 

Helendale CSD Draft Recycled Water Facilities Plan, November 2010 

Draft Helendale Community Plan, 2011 

Wastewater Treatment Plant Groundwater Investigation, April 12, 2012 

Revised Monitoring and Reporting Program No. 01-39, June 13, 2001 

Revised Wastewater Discharge Requirements Board Order 6-01-39, June 13, 2001 

Recycled Water Facilities Plan, January 2012 
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Exhibit 1 - Regional Location 
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Exhibit 2 – Project Vicinity 
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Exhibit 3 – Project Site 
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Exhibit 4 – Photographs 

 

 
 

Helendale Community Services District – Dog Park on Smithson Road 
 

 
 

Helendale Community Services District – Dog Park @ Smithson Road looking East 
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Helendale Community Services District – Equestrian Area at Park 
 

 
 

Helendale Community Services District – Equestrian Area at Park and Gate Access 
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Helendale Community Services District – Equestrian Area Hay Barn 
 

 

 
 

Helendale Community Services District – Residence for Helendale CSD Staff 
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Helendale Community Services District – Wastewater Treatment Plant Signage 
 
 

 
 

Helendale Community Services District – Wastewater Treatment Plant 
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Helendale Community Services District – Wastewater Treatment Plant 
 

 
 

Helendale Community Services District – Wastewater Treatment Plant Field Area 
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Wild Road looking north at Wastewater Treatment Plant 
 

 
 
 

 
 

Wild Road looking Southerly at Expansion Area for Reclaimed Water 
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Interior of Site look Westerly at Racetrack, fallow fields, and Water Tank in distance  
 

 
 

Interior of Site look Southwesterly at Racetrack and Silver Lakes in distance 
 



APN: 0466-181-26 & -43 Initial Study Page 48 of 57 
ALTEC Land Planning 
February 2017 

 

 

 
 

Interior of Site look Westerly at Racetrack and Fire Hydrant 
 

 
 

Interior of Site look Northeasterly at 4-Plex & Portable Buildings for Helendale 
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Helendale Community Park – Utility & Storage Building for Sports Fields 
 

  
 

Maintenance Yard Area looking at Purple Pipe (Recycled Water) 
 



APN: 0466-181-26 & -43 Initial Study Page 50 of 57 
ALTEC Land Planning 
February 2017 

 

 

 
 

Maintenance Yard Area looking at Agricultural Well - Unused Connection 
 

 
 

 
 

Maintenance Yard Area looking at 4-Plex and Potable Buildings 
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Helendale Community Services District Maintenance Building and Yard Area 
 

 
 

Helendale Community Services District Access to South Half of Park Area 
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Near Center of Park area and looking Southeasterly at South Half of Park Area 
 

 
 

Near Center of Park area and looking Southwesterly at South Half of Park Area 
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Helendale Community Park – NWC of Grass Fields 
 
 

 
 

Near Center of Park area along Helendale Road and looking Southeasterly 
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Exhibit 5 – USGS Quad Sheet 
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Exhibit 6 – USGS Quad Sheet Overlaying Google Earth 
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Exhibit 7 – California Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and Seismic Hazards Map 
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Exhibit 8 – USGS Fault Map 
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