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May 14, 2021
 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
 

TO ALL INTERESTED GOVERNMENT AGENCIES AND PUBLIC GROUPS: 
 
In accordance with the environmental review guidelines of the Council on Environmental Quality 
found at 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 1500 and with the use as guidance of the 
implementing environmental review procedures of the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency (US EPA) found at 40 CFR Part 6 entitled “Procedures for Implementing the National 
Environmental Policy Act,” the New Mexico Environment Department Construction Programs Bureau 
has performed an environmental review of the following proposed action. 
 

Los Alamos County White Rock Water Resources Recovery Facility 
Los Alamos County, New Mexico 

 
EPA Project Number: CWSRF 083 

 
State of New Mexico CWSRF 083 Loan: $17,000,000 

 
Los Alamos County applied for and received loan funding from the Clean Water State Revolving 
Loan Fund (CWSRF) through the State of New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) for 
construction of the White Rock Water Resources Recovery Facility. The water resources recovery 
facility (WRRF) is located at the northeastern edge of the community of White Rock, in Los Alamos 
County, New Mexico. The purpose of the White Rock WRRF project is to replace the facility’s older 
treatment technology with newer technology and improve the quality of its plant effluent.  The new 
plant will allow the effluent to be used for expanded and efficient water reuse.  It will also ensure that 
the plant and discharge remain in compliance with current and future regulatory requirements and 
further protect public health and the environment. 
 
The existing wastewater treatment facilities consist of two trickling filters with primary and secondary 
clarifiers, chlorine disinfection, and limited effluent reuse. The trickling filter facility has been in 
service since the mid 1960's, starting with a single process train.  The last significant improvement to 
the WRRF took place over 30 years ago when a redundant parallel process train was added. 
Several critical components of the facility have aged beyond their useful life and it has become 
increasingly difficult to obtain replacement parts.  Much of the equipment was made by companies 
no longer making replacement parts or no longer in business. The treatment system no longer has 
redundancy because the two parallel treatment units must now operate in series in order to maintain 
current regulatory compliance. The trickling filter technology allows for regulatory compliance with 
the facility’s current National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit No. 
NM0020133 for surface water discharge and NMED Groundwater Discharge Permit DP-907 for 
Class 1B effluent reuse, but is not adequate for the County to meet their treatment goals of Class 1A 
effluent for increased non-potable water reuse, or for what is anticipated to be more stringent future 
regulatory requirements. Therefore, the majority of the aging facility will be replaced with newer 
treatment technologies. 

The proposed WRRF improvements will allow the County to achieve a Class 1A effluent, the highest 
quality reclaimed wastewater for reuse as defined by the NMED Ground Water Quality Bureau 
(GWQB) Guidelines for Above Ground Use of Reclaimed Domestic Wastewater, The new plant will 
meet the current regulations and limits of the current NPDES Permit No. NM0020133 and NMED 
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Discharge Permit DP-907, and will be prepared to meet what is anticipated to be more stringent 
future regulatory requirements. The new facility is based on an oxidation ditch biological nutrient 
removal process. The proposed improvements include the construction of a new headworks building 
with new fine screens, grit trap and grit washer; construction of an oxidation ditch with mixing and 
aeration system; construction of two secondary clarifiers; construction of a new filtration/disinfection 
building that will house process pumps, tertiary disc filters, ultraviolet (UV) disinfection equipment, 
non-potable water pump station, and an electrical room; conversion of the existing digester tanks to 
solids holding tanks; installation of a new sludge dewatering fan press system; modifications to the 
existing control room in the digester building to house the sludge dewatering system and an 
administration room; and necessary site improvements and demolition to accommodate the 
improvements. All construction will take place within the boundaries of the County facility property.  
 
The environmental review process, which is documented by the enclosed Environmental 
Assessment, indicates that no potential significant adverse environmental impacts will result from the 
proposed action. The project individually, cumulatively over time, or in conjunction with other actions 
will not have a significant adverse effect on the quality of the environment. On the basis of the 
environmental review determination that there are no predicted or cumulative significant adverse 
impacts associated with the project, I have determined that the project is not a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the human environment, and that preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement is not necessary. My preliminary decision is based upon the 
enclosed Environmental Assessment, a careful review of the Environmental Information Document 
prepared for the project, the results of the public participation process, and other supporting data 
which are on file in the office listed below and available for public review upon request. Pursuant to 
the NMED Delegation Order dated September 14, 2020, the Cabinet Secretary has delegated the 
authority to issue National Environmental Policy Act findings of no significant impact to the Bureau 
Chief of the Construction Programs Bureau. Therefore, I am issuing this preliminary Finding of No 
Significant Impact pertaining to the project. 
 
Comments supporting or disagreeing with my preliminary decision may be submitted for 
consideration to the attention of Andrea Telmo, PE, Project Manager, New Mexico Environment 
Department, Construction Programs Bureau, 121 Tijeras Avenue NE, Suite 1000, Albuquerque, NM 
87102.  After evaluating any comments received, the Construction Programs Bureau will make a 
final decision.  No administrative action will be taken on this preliminary decision for at least 30 
calendar days after release of this Finding of No Significant Impact. The preliminary decision and 
finding will then become final after the 30-day comment period expires if no new significant 
information is provided to alter this finding. 

Responsible Official, 
 
 
 

Judith L. Kahl, PE 
Bureau Chief, Construction Programs Bureau 

 
cc:  James Alarid, PE, Deputy Utility Manager, DPU, Los Alamos County 
       Jack Richardson, PE, Deputy Utility Manager, DPU, Los Alamos County  
       Clay Moseley, Engineering Project Manager, DPU, Los Alamos County  
 
Enclosure: Environmental Assessment 
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
 

Los Alamos County White Rock Water Resources Recovery Facility 
Los Alamos County, New Mexico 

EPA Project Number: CWSRF 083 
State of New Mexico CWSRF 083 Loan: $17,000,000 

 
BACKGROUND

The proposed project is located in the community of White Rock in Los Alamos County, New 
Mexico. The project location is shown on the map enclosed as Figure 1. Los Alamos County 
applied for and received loan funding from the Clean Water State Revolving Loan Fund 
(CWSRF) through the State of New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) to construct the 
proposed Water Resource Reclamation Facility (WRRF). The White Rock WRRF is currently 
operating under two discharge permits. The first is a National Primary Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) Permit No. NM0020133 that is issued and regulated by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) for surface water discharge into Cañada de Buey, a 
tributary of the Rio Grande. The second is a Groundwater Discharge Permit DP-907 that is 
issued and regulated by the New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) Groundwater 
Quality Bureau (GWQB) for limited effluent reuse to irrigate the ball fields at the nearby 
Overlook Park. 
 
The existing wastewater treatment facilities consist of two trickling filters with primary and 
secondary clarifiers, chlorine disinfection, and limited effluent reuse. The trickling filter facility 
has been in service since the mid 1960's and started with single process train.  The last 
significant improvements to the WRRF took place over 30 years ago when a redundant parallel 
process train was added to the plant. Several critical components of the facility have aged 
beyond their useful life and it has become increasingly difficult to obtain replacement parts and 
equipment.  Several of the companies that originally produced the equipment are either no 
longer producing the equipment or no longer in business. The treatment system no longer has 
redundancy because the two parallel treatment units must now operate in series in order to 
maintain current regulatory compliance. The trickling filter technology allows for regulatory 
compliance with the facility’s current NPDES Permit No. NM0020133 for surface water 
discharge and NMED Groundwater Discharge Permit DP-907 for Class 1B effluent reuse but is 
not adequate for the County to meet their treatment goals of Class 1A effluent for increased 
non-potable water reuse or more stringent future regulatory requirements. Therefore, the 
majority of the aging facility will be replaced with newer treatment technologies. 

The WRRF improvements will allow the County to achieve a Class 1A effluent, the highest 
quality reclaimed wastewater for reuse as defined by the NMED Ground Water Quality Bureau 
(GWQB) Guidelines for Above Ground Use of Reclaimed Domestic Wastewater under NMED 
Discharge Permit DP-907, meet their current NPDES Permit No. NM0020133, and be prepared 
to meet what is anticipated to be more stringent future regulatory requirements. The new facility 
is based on an oxidation ditch biological nutrient removal process. The proposed improvements 
include construction of a new headworks building with new fine screens, grit trap and grit 
washer; construction of an oxidation ditch with mixing and aeration system; construction of two 
secondary clarifiers; construction of a new filtration/disinfection building that will house process 
pumps, tertiary disc filters, ultraviolet (UV) disinfection equipment, non-potable water pump 
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station, and an electrical room; conversion of the existing digester tanks to solids holding tanks;
installation of a new sludge dewatering fan press system; modifications to the existing control 
room in the digester building to house the sludge dewatering system and an administration 
room; and necessary site improvements and demolition to accommodate the improvements. All 
construction will take place within the boundaries of the County facility property.  
 
The proposed project is considered to be a Federal action requiring compliance with the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  In accordance with the environmental review 
requirements of the Council on Environmental Quality found at 40 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) Part 1500 and with the use as guidance of EPA’s implementing regulations found at 40 
CFR Part 6 entitled “Procedures for Implementing the Requirements of the Council on 
Environmental Quality on the National Environmental Policy Act”, the Construction Programs 
Bureau is preparing this Environmental Assessment (EA) to assist in determining the 
environmental impacts of the proposed action, and in evaluating whether an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) or a Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI) will be prepared for the 
proposed project. 
 
PURPOSE AND NEED 

The purpose of the White Rock WRRF project is to replace the outdated facility with newer 
technology that will enable the County to improve the quality of its plant effluent to Class 1A and 
increase water reuse in compliance with current and future regulatory requirements. The 
trickling filter facility has been in service since the mid 1960's with the last significant 
improvements to the WRRF taking place over 30 years ago. Several critical components have 
aged beyond their useful life, making it challenging to operate the facility and comply with 
current effluent discharge requirements. Due to the age of the facility, it is difficult to obtain 
replacement parts and equipment and much of the concrete and metal components are 
degrading and require rehabilitation. The treatment system no longer has redundancy because 
the parallel treatment units must now operate in series in order to maintain current regulatory 
compliance. The trickling filter technology allows for regulatory compliance but is not adequate 
for the County to meet the treatment goals of Class 1A effluent for increased non-potable water 
reuse or more stringent future regulatory requirements. 

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The County is proposing to construct a new treatment facility that is based on an oxidation ditch 
biological nutrient removal process. The proposed improvements include construction of a new 
headworks building with new fine screens, grit trap and grit washer; construction of an oxidation 
ditch with mixing and aeration system; construction of two secondary clarifiers; construction of a 
new filtration/disinfection building that will house process pumps, tertiary disc filters, UV 
disinfection equipment, non-potable water pump station, and an electrical room; conversion of 
the existing digester tanks to solids holding tanks; installation of a new sludge dewatering fan 
press system; modifications to the existing control room in the digester building to house the 
sludge dewatering system and an administration room; and necessary site improvements and 
demolition to accommodate the improvements. All construction will take place within the fenced 
boundaries of the County WRRF property. The existing facilities will remain in operation during 
construction of the new facilities which will be located on available land at the WRRF site. 
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The new facility has been designed with the following goals: meet class 1A effluent quality 
requirements and produce effluent containing less than 10 mg/L total nitrogen. This will allow 
improved water efficiency in White Rock by re-using effluent from the WRRF to the greatest 
extent possible for landscaping and irrigation and have the capability to process aerobically 
digested and dewatered solids onsite and transfer to County processing facility. The upgrades 
will also repurpose existing facilities to fullest possible extent; optimize facility design for 
functionality and capital and operation and maintenance costs; and ultimately protect public 
health and safety and the environment by treating wastewater according to current and future 
regulatory requirements. 

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

The funding recipient evaluated and considered a range of alternatives to address the
infrastructure needs of the area.  Important factors influencing the evaluation of the processes 
and their recommended solutions included environmental acceptability, overall costs, availability 
of land for the intended uses, maximum reuse of existing facilities when applicable, operation 
and maintenance costs, system reliability, accommodation of future expansion needs, and 
public acceptance.  Adherence to local, state and Federal regulations is of prime importance 
and concern to the funding recipient. The following is a discussion of the alternatives considered 
or evaluated during the development of the project. Alternatives considered included 1) No 
Action, and alternatives for replacing the existing wastewater treatment process included 2) 
Integrated Fixed-Film Activated Sludge (IFAS), 3) Sequencing Batch Reactor (SBR), 4) 
Membrane Bioreactor (MBR), 5) Containerized Membrane Bioreactor (C-MBR) and 6) Oxidation 
Ditch (Recommended Alternative). 
 
A complete description of the alternatives is provided in the Environmental Information 
Document and Preliminary Engineering Report developed and provided by the funding recipient 
for the project. The following is a discussion of the alternatives considered or evaluated during 
the development of the project. 

Alternative 1.  No Action: 

The NEPA environmental review process requires consideration of the “no action” alternative.  
This alternative will allow the current public health concerns and environmental contamination to 
continue.  The environmental consequences of taking “no action”, which would allow continued 
deterioration of the area, was compared with the benefits to be gained from the construction of 
the proposed project.  Since taking “no action” is unresponsive to the current and future 
infrastructure needs of the funding recipient and does not protect public health and 
environmental standards in the area, this alternative was rejected from further consideration in 
favor of implementing the proposed project. 

Alternative 2: Integrated Fixed-Film Activated Sludge (IFAS) 

The IFAS treatment system uses a combination of an activated sludge process for biological 
treatment of wastewater with fixed film attached growth media technology. The activated sludge 
process is designed around beneficial bacteria suspended in wastewater to create biomass. 
The fixed-film process relies on the adhesion of microorganisms to new bacteria and involves 
separating effluent into different basins for processing. IFAS is a variation of a suspended 
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growth treatment process that utilizes carrier media located inside the aeration basins to supply 
a substrate for additional biomass growth. The design concept was developed to improve the 
conventional complete-mix activated sludge process by increasing the biomass present in the 
process basins, thus reducing the footprint required for treatment.  

 
Alternative 2 was rejected from further consideration because it had the third highest net 
present value of $15.685 Million. 
 
Alternative 3: Sequencing Batch Reactor (SBR) 

The SBR treatment system uses a suspended growth, complete-mix activated sludge process 
to treat wastewater. Flow equalization, biological oxidation and reduction of constituents, and 
settlement of suspended solids are provided in one reactor basin that performs the treatment 
cycles in a timed sequence in five treatment stages: 1) filling stage, 2) mixing stage, 3) 
aeration/mixing stage, 4) settling stage, and 5) decant stage.  
 
Alternative 3 was rejected from further consideration because it had the fourth highest net 
present value of $15.337 Million.  
 
Alternative 4: Membrane Bioreactor (MBR) 

The MBR treatment system combines a suspended growth activated sludge process for 
biological treatment of wastewater with membrane filtration technology. The filtration process 
eliminates the need for secondary clarification of the process basin effluent and promotes 
operation at a higher concentration of mixed liquor suspended solids (MLSS), which reduces the 
overall footprint of the liquid stream treatment process. 
 
Alternative 4 was rejected from further consideration because it had the second highest net 
present value of $17.411 Million. 
 
Alternative 5: Containerized Membrane Bioreactor (C-MBR) 

The container MBR treatment system also combines a suspended growth activated sludge 
process for biological treatment of wastewater with membrane filtration technology. It is similar 
to the previously described conventional MBR system alternative; however, rather than installing 
the equipment into cast-in-place concrete basins, the equipment is installed and shipped in pre-
engineered stainless steel or painted carbon steel containers. 
 
Alternative 5 was rejected from further consideration because it had the highest net present 
value of $19.441 Million. 
 
Alternative 6: Oxidation Ditch 

The oxidation ditch uses a suspended growth, complete-mix activated sludge process to provide 
treatment of wastewater. Flow equalization and biological oxidation and reduction of 
constituents are provided in one reactor basin that performs the treatment cycles required for 
total nitrogen (TN) removal in a timed sequence as a continuous flow-through plant, described 
as an oval “racetrack”. 
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Because it had the lowest net present value of $13.984 Million, this is the preferred alternative 
chosen by the funding recipient to meet their wastewater treatment needs. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The project area is located at Township 18 North, Range 7 East, Section 9 on the White Rock, 
New Mexico US Geological Survey 7.5-minute topographic map. The White Rock area is 
located on the Pajarito Plateau, which is a large, southeastward-sloping tableland bounded by 
the Rio Chama Valley to the north, the Rio Grande to the east, Cochiti to the south, and the 
Jemez Mountains to the west. The White Rock community is approximately 6 square miles and 
is surrounded by tribal and government lands to the north, west, and south and White Rock 
Canyon to the east. The project area is located on the eastern side of the community of White 
Rock. The primary soil type is Penistaja-Hagerman association, which is characterized by hills 
and mesas. Elevation at the project area ranges from approximately 6,510 to 6,538 feet above 
mean sea level. 
 
The White Rock WRRF is located along Overlook Road and is surrounded by Overlook Park 
community recreation facilities to the south and west, a residential neighborhood approximately 
0.5 miles to the west, the Los Alamos County Parks Division WRRF effluent irrigation reuse 
facility to the northwest, and the Los Alamos County Public Works Department staging yard to 
the southeast. Overlook Park has several ball fields that are seasonally watered with treated 
effluent from the WRRF. The ephemeral Cañada de Buey runs directly north and northeast of 
the project area and is used to discharge treated effluent during the winter months.  
 
The climate in the project area is characterized by abundant sunshine, low relative humidity, 
medium precipitation, and medium diurnal temperature fluctuations. Historical climate 
information for nearby Los Alamos, NM is available for the period of 1902 to 2016. During this 
period, the average annual maximum temperature was 60.1 degrees Fahrenheit with a high 
approaching 80.9 degrees Fahrenheit in July. The average annual minimum temperature in this 
region was 36.1 degrees Fahrenheit with a low below 20 degrees Fahrenheit in December and 
January. The average annual precipitation is 18.28 inches. Winter precipitation supplies more 
than half the annual moisture from December through March. 
 
IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project was analyzed to identify potential short-term, long-term, and cumulative 
impacts on the environment.  Factors that were considered include the probability of impact 
occurrence, magnitude of any occurrence, if any predicted occurrence is determined to be 
reversible/irreversible, direct/indirect or one-time/cumulative, the proposed action’s conformity to 
legal mandates, and the social distribution of risks and benefits.  The proposed project should 
not have a substantial negative impact upon current land uses or land values, nor should it have 
a substantial impact upon the values of surrounding land holdings. The proposed action is 
expected to have energy requirements typical of other construction projects of similar scope, 
size and duration, and will be conducted in accordance with the requirements of all local and 
state regulations. 
 
The majority of the impacts associated with the proposed project will be short-term and 
temporary due to actual construction activities and will cease immediately upon completion of 
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construction work in any particular area.  There are no significant adverse environmental 
impacts associated with the proposed action that cannot be reduced to acceptable levels. The 
only irretrievable resources committed to this project are labor, machinery wear, materials, 
funds spent, and energy consumed during construction.  The potential short and long-term, 
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts resulting from the proposed action are identified and 
discussed below. 

1. Biological Resources Including Threatened and Endangered Species: The proposed project 
was coordinated with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, the New Mexico Department 
of Game and Fish, and the New Mexico Forestry Division concerning the protection of listed 
animal and plant species and their designated critical habitat. The potential for impacts on 
migratory birds was also considered. There are no critical habitats for listed species located 
within the project area and no adverse effects to wildlife or habitats are anticipated. Since these 
protected resources are not known to occur in the project area, Federally and State listed 
species or their habitats will not be adversely impacted by construction of the project.   

2.  Cultural/Historic Resources:  A Cultural Resource Inventory of the project area was 
completed, and the proposed project was coordinated with the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO) as required under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
concerning the protection of sensitive resources with archaeological, historical, architectural, or 
cultural significance. It was determined by the NM SHPO that this undertaking will have no 
effect to historic properties. Since these protected resources are not known to occur in the 
project area, cultural or historic resources will not be adversely impacted by construction of the 
project.  A good faith effort of tribal consultation indicates that no impacts will occur.   

However, should materials, artifacts or properties of a potentially historic or archaeological 
nature be unearthed during construction, work will stop immediately in that general vicinity, and 
the funding recipient will immediately notify the SHPO of the discovery.  Any such resources 
discovered will be evaluated in accordance with the requirements of 36 CFR Part 800.  
Appropriate mitigation measures will be developed and implemented, as needed, in consultation 
with the SHPO before construction is allowed to continue. 

3.  Floodplain:  The proposed project was coordinated with the Los Alamos County Floodplain 
Manager and the Federal Emergency Management Agency concerning the protection of the 
floodplain, and compliance with local floodplain management regulations. Adjacent to the 
project area is the Cañada de Buey, which is designated as Zone A, indicating areas within the 
100-year floodplain. Since all project activities would be located outside a designated floodplain, 
the floodplain will not be adversely impacted by construction of the project. 
 
4.  Wetlands:  The proposed project was coordinated with the United States Army Corps of 
Engineers concerning the protection of jurisdictional wetlands. Since these protected resources 
are not known to occur in the project area, a Section 404 permit will not be required, and 
wetlands will not be adversely impacted by construction of the project.   

5.  Surface Water Resources:  The proposed project was coordinated with both the National 
Park Service and the New Mexico Environment Department Surface Water Quality Bureau 
concerning the protection of surface water resources. The WRRF discharges to the 
Cañada de Buey under NPDES Permit NM0020133. Effluent will not be discharged into waters 
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which have been designated as a wild and scenic river. Since these protected resources are not
known to occur in the project area and the proposed project will improve effluent quality to meet 
standards more stringent than the current regulations and limits of their NPDES Permit, surface 
water resources will not be adversely impacted by construction of the project. 
 
The project will comply with US EPA National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
Construction General Permit (CGP) requirements. A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) will be prepared for the project site and appropriate Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) will be installed and maintained during and after construction to prevent pollutants in 
storm water runoff from entering waters of the U.S.

6.  Ground Water Resources:  The proposed project was coordinated with the New Mexico 
Environment Department Ground Water Quality Bureau (GWQB) concerning the protection of 
ground water resources for compliance with the New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) 
groundwater discharge and effluent reuse requirements. Effluent from the WRRF is used for 
irrigation at Overlook Park under NMED Groundwater Discharge Permit DP-907. Since the 
project is not located over ground water resources that have been designated as a sole source 
aquifer and the proposed project will improve effluent quality to Class 1A, the highest quality 
reclaimed wastewater for reuse pursuant to the NMED DP-907 and the GWQB Guidance for 
Above Ground Use of Reclaimed Domestic Wastewater, ground water resources will not be 
adversely impacted by construction of the project. 

7.  Prime and Unique Farmlands:  The proposed project was coordinated with the Natural 
Resources Conservation Service concerning the protection of prime and/or unique farmlands.  
Since these protected resources are not known to occur in the project area, prime and/or unique 
farmlands will not be adversely impacted by construction of the project. 

8.  Air Quality:  The project was coordinated with the New Mexico Environment Department Air 
Quality Bureau concerning the protection of air quality. The proposed project is located in an 
attainment area which is in compliance with the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) for all criteria air pollutants. Potential exists for temporary increases in dust and 
emissions from earthmoving, construction equipment, and other vehicles, however the 
increases should not result in non-attainment of air quality standards. All vehicles and 
equipment used in the construction of this project must comply with the regulations concerning 
control of air pollution from mobile sources. To further ensure air quality standards are met, 
applicable county regulations requiring noise and/or dust control must be followed. Since the 
project will not violate NAAQS, air quality will not be adversely impacted by construction of the 
project. 

9.  Environmental Justice:  The project was reviewed to ensure that construction will be 
conducted in an appropriate manner so that all persons and populations are served equally by 
the infrastructure improvements.  Based upon the results of an evaluation to rank the potential 
environmental impacts to local communities using EJSCREEN, an environmental justice 
screening and mapping tool that allows users to create maps and generate detailed reports 
based on the geographic areas and data sets they choose. Including demographic data, no 
persons or populations will be discriminated against or denied the benefits of the proposed 
project.  Since all persons and populations will be served equally by the project, there will be no 
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adverse impacts that are considered disproportionate to any particular portion of the population.
The results of the EJ analysis are provided in the enclosed Figures 2, 3, and 4. 

10.  Coastal and Barrier Resources:  No coastal or barrier resources exist in New Mexico. 
Therefore, coastal and barrier resources will not be adversely impacted by construction of the 
project. 

11.  Cumulative Impacts:  Potential cumulative impacts would be those impacts to the local 
environment that would result from the proposed project in combination with other ongoing 
actions, and those reasonably foreseeable future actions.  No other major construction activity is 
being conducted presently or planned for the immediate future. The proposed project will not 
individually nor cumulatively over time have a negative impact on the quality of the human or 
natural environment. To the contrary, improved infrastructure and treatment will have a positive 
environmental effect by protecting public health and protecting surface and ground water from 
contamination. 

DOCUMENTATION, COORDINATION, AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

A public meeting for the proposed project was held on December 7, 2016 at 4:00 PM at the 
White Rock Branch Library. At that time, funding for design and construction of the proposed 
project had not yet been identified so a formal public hearing was not required. However, the 
County opted to hold a public meeting to provide information on the project, present the 
Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) and Draft Environmental Information Document (EID), 
and give the public the opportunity to provide both oral and written comments regarding the 
project. Two members of the public, one member of the media, and several public officials 
attended the meeting. All questions by the public were addressed during the public meeting. 
Only one comment was received from the public during the public comment period and was 
addressed in the EID. 
 
The County applied for and received CWSRF funding for design and construction of the 
proposed project in 2019. Therefore, a virtual public hearing for the proposed project was held 
on January 21, 2021 at 5:30 PM via the Zoom Platform. The purpose of the public hearing was 
to inform the public of the proposed project, to identify any issues of concern, and to request 
public participation in the development of the project. There were 14 attendees at the virtual 
public hearing. Concerns expressed during the public hearing included construction remaining 
within the footprint of the existing WRRF site and noise levels of the new facility. All questions 
by the public were addressed verbally. It was confirmed that all construction would occur within 
the existing footprint of the WWRF site and stated that noise levels would likely reduce from the 
facility because of newer equipment and new equipment being enclosed in buildings. 

 
One written comment was received after the public hearing from the Pueblo de San Ildefonso 
with concerns regarding potential affects to traditional and cultural resources and potential 
auditory, visual, and atmospheric effects and requesting further tribal consultation. The 
comments were addressed in writing and by a project site visit with Pueblo de San Ildefonso, 
Los Alamos County, and NMED representatives on March 3, 2021. 
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All questions and concerns by the public were addressed verbally, in writing, and by a project 
site visit. Since the project is supported by the community, no adverse public comments or 
concerns were received. 

During the process of conducting the environmental review and preparing this EA for the 
project, coordination has been conducted with all required resource protection agencies and 
offices to solicit and incorporate their initial review and comments, if any. Copies of this EA will 
be provided to those agencies and offices for their final review and comments, if any. Other 
interested parties may request a copy of the EA in writing from the New Mexico Environment 
Department, Construction Programs Bureau, 121 Tijeras Ave NE, Suite 1000, Albuquerque, NM 
87102. 
 
References: 

1. Environmental Information Document, Marron and Associates, January 2017. 
2. Preliminary Engineering Report, Molzen Corbin, September 2016. 
3. Design Analysis Report, Bohannon Huston and Aqua Engineering, February 2020 
4. Public Hearing Transcript, Los Alamos County, January 2021 
5. E-mail Communication, Pueblo de San Ildefonso to Los Alamos County, January 2021 
6. Written Communication, Pueblo de San Ildefonso to NMED, April 2021 

 
RECOMMENDATION 

Based upon completion of this Environmental Assessment, and a detailed review of the 
supporting information contained in the Environmental Information Document and the 
Preliminary Engineering Report which were prepared for the project, and other pertinent 
technical, engineering and administrative documentation, the proposed project is considered to 
be cost-effective and environmentally sound.  Therefore, it is recommended that a Finding of No 
Significant Impact be issued for this project.
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Selected Variables

EJ Index for PM2.5

EJ Index for Ozone

EJ Index for NATA Diesel PM*

EJ Index for Proximity to Major Direct Dischargers

EJ Indexes

This report shows environmental, demographic, and EJ indicator values. It shows environmental and demographic raw data (e.g., the estimated concentration of 
ozone in the air), and also shows what percentile each raw data value represents. These percentiles provide perspective on how the selected block group or 
buffer area compares to the entire state, EPA region, or nation. For example, if a given location is at the 95th percentile nationwide, this means that only 5 
percent of the US population has a higher block group value than the average person in the location being analyzed. The years for which the data are available, 
and the methods used, vary across these indicators. Important caveats and uncertainties apply to this screening-level information, so it is essential to understand 
the limitations on appropriate interpretations and applications of these indicators. Please see EJSCREEN documentation for discussion of these issues before using 
reports.

EJ Index for NATA Air Toxics Cancer Risk*
EJ Index for NATA Respiratory Hazard Index*
EJ Index for NATA Neurological Hazard Index*
EJ Index for Traffic Proximity and Volume

EJ Index for Lead Paint Indicator 

EJ Index for Proximity to NPL sites

EJ Index for Proximity to RMP sites

EJ Index for Proximity to TSDFs
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RMP Proximity (facility count/km distance)
TSDF Proximity (facility count/km distance)
Water Discharger Proximity (facility count/km distance)

Demographic Index

Population over 64 years of age

Minority Population
Low Income Population
Linguistically Isolated Population
Population With Less Than High School Education
Population Under 5 years of age

Demographic Indicators

EJSCREEN is a screening tool for pre-decisional use only. It can help identify areas that may warrant additional consideration, analysis, or outreach. It does not 
provide a basis for decision-making, but it may help identify potential areas of EJ concern. Users should keep in mind that screening tools are subject to substantial 
uncertainty in their demographic and environmental data, particularly when looking at small geographic areas. Important caveats and uncertainties apply to this 
screening-level information, so it is essential to understand the limitations on appropriate interpretations and applications of these indicators. Please see 
EJSCREEN documentation for discussion of these issues before using reports.  This screening tool does not provide data on every environmental impact and 
demographic factor that may be relevant to a particular location. EJSCREEN outputs should be supplemented with additional information and local knowledge 
before taking any action to address potential EJ concerns.

For additional information, see: www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice

Selected Variables

Environmental Indicators

Particulate Matter (PM 2.5 in µg/m3)
Ozone (ppb)
NATA Diesel PM (µg/m3)*

NATA Cancer Risk (lifetime risk per million)*

NATA Respiratory Hazard Index*

NATA Neurological Hazard Index*

Traffic Proximity and Volume (daily traffic count/distance to road)
Lead Paint Indicator (% Pre-1960 Housing)
NPL Proximity (site count/km distance)

* The National-scale Air Toxics Assessment (NATA) environmental indicators and EJ indexes, which include cancer risk, respiratory hazard, neurodevelopment 
hazard, and diesel particulate matter will be added into EJSCREEN during the first full public update after the soon-to-be-released 2011 dataset is made 
available. The National-Scale Air Toxics Assessment (NATA) is EPA's ongoing, comprehensive evaluation of air toxics in the United States. EPA developed the 
NATA to prioritize air toxics, emission sources, and locations of interest for further study. It is important to remember that NATA provides broad estimates of 
health risks over geographic areas of the country, not definitive risks to specific individuals or locations. More information on the NATA analysis can be found 
at: http://www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/natamain/index.html.
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