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AQGGP
AQl
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ARB, CARB
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BMP
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Cal/EPA
CalEEMod
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co

ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATION

Ambient Air Quality Analysis

Ambient Air Quality Standards

Assembly Bill

Assembly Bill 32, Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (NHPA)
Average Daily Traffic

Airport Land Use Plan

Air Quality Guidelines for General Plans

Air Quality Index

Active Transportation Program (or Plan)

California Air Resources Board

Biogeographical Information and Observation System
Best Management Practices

Federal Clean Air Act

California Ambient Air Quality Standards

California Environmental Protection Agency
California Emissions Estimator Model

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection

California Geologic Energy Management Division, previously Division of

Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR)

California Green Building Standards

California Department of Transportation

California Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan

Climate Action Plan

California Air Pollution Control Officers Association

California Air Resources Board

California Building Code

California Clean Air Act

California Code of Regulations

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)

California Department of Toxic Substances Control

California Department of Forestry (and Fire)

California Department of Fish and Wildlife, previously Department of
Fish and Game

California Endangered Species Act

California Environmental Quality Act, California Code of Regulations,
Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, Sections 15000-15387.

California Energy Commission

California Geological Survey

California Highway Patrol

California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS)
Methane

Certified Local Government

California Natural Diversity Database

Community Noise Equivalent Level (db Ldn)

California Natural Resources Agency

Carbon Monoxide
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Cortese List

Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List

CPUC California Public Utilities Commission

CRHR California Register of Historical Resources
CVRWQCB Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
CWA Clean Water Act

DLRP Division of Land Resource Protection

DMR Division of Mine Reclamation

DPM Diesel Particulate Matter

DOC California Department of Conservation

DOJ California. Department of Justice

DOT United States Department of Transportation
DTSC California Department of Toxic Substances
DWR California Department of Water Resources

EO Executive Order

EPA, US EPA United State Environmental Protection Agency
FCSSE Five County Seismic Safety Element

FESA Federal Endangered Species Act

FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency

FHWA Federal Highway Administration

FIP Federal Implementation Plan

FIRM Flood Insurance Rate Map

FMMP Farmland Mapping & Monitoring Program

FRA Federal Railway Administration

FTA Federal Transit Administration

GAMAQ| Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts.
General Plan Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

GHG Greenhouse Gas

GSA Groundwater Sustainability Agency

GWh Gigawatt hour

HATC Housing Authority Tulare County

HCD Housing and Community Development

HCFs Hydrofluorocarbons

HCP Habitat Conservation Plan

HDB Hamlet Development Boundary

HDPE High-Density Polyethylene

HHSA Tulare County Health and Human Services Agency
HSC Health and Safety Code

IFM Important Farmland Map

IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change

ISR Indirect Source Review, Air District Rule 9510
kBTU 1,000 British Thermal Unit

kWhr Kilowatt hour

LAA Land Application Area

LAFCo Local Agency Formation Commission

LEA Local Enforcement Agencies

LOS Level of Service

LRA Local Responsibility Area

LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tank

MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act

MIJLHMP Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan
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MLD Most Likely Descendant

MMRB Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
MND Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND — Initial Study)
MW Megawatt

MWh Megawatt Hour

MTCOze Metric Tons of Carbon Dioxide Equivalent

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission

NCCP Natural Communities Conservation Plan

NCPTT National Center for Preservation Technology and Training (NPS)
NFPA National Fire Protection Association

NEPA National Environmental Protection Agency

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NO; Nitrogen Dioxide

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NPS National Park Service

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service

NWI National Wetland Inventory

NWIS National Water Information System

N.O Nitrous Oxide

Os Ozone

OEHHA Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
OHP California Office of Historic Preservation

ONC Office of Noise Control

OPR Office of Planning and Research

OWTS On-Site Wastewater Treatment System

Pb Lead

PCFs Paid Called Firefighters

PG&E Pacific Gas & Electric

PM Particulate Matter

PMyo Particulate Matter, 10 microns or less

PM,s Particulate Matter, 2.5 microns or less

PRC Public Resource Code

PUC Public Utilities Commission (California)

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

RDEIR Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
RHNP Regional Housing Needs Plan

RMA Tulare County Resource Management Agency

RPS Renewable Portfolio Standard

RVLP Rural Valley Lands Plan

RWD Report of Waste Discharge

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Board)
SB Senate Bill

SCE Candidate-Endangered Species

SCE Southern California Edison

SCH State Clearinghouse

SCG Southern California Gas Company

SCS Species of Special Concern

SCT Candidate-Threatened Species
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Safe Drinking Water Act
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Sulfur Hexafluoride
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State Historic Preservation Office
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Short-lived Climate Pollutants

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
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Sulfur Dioxide

Small Project Analysis Level

State Responsibility Area
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Tulare County Fire Department
Transportation Control Measure
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Tulare County Regional Transit Agency
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Urban Area Boundary

Urban Development Boundary

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
United State Army Corps of Engineers
United States Department of Energy

United States Department of Transportation
United States Environmental Protection Agency
United States Code

United States Department of Agriculture
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United States Geological Survey
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

1. Project Title: Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064)

2. Lead Agency: County of Tulare
Resource Management Agency
5961S. Mooney Blvd.
Visalia, CA 93277

3. Contact Persons: Sandy Roper, Chief Planner, Special Projects Division — 559-624-7101
Gary Mills, Chief Planner, Environmental Planning Division — 559-624-7199

4. Project Location: The Project is located at 6914 Road 160, Earlimart, CA, 93219. The proposed
Project is located on Tulare County APNs 318-290-005 & -006, and 319-060-019,
-022 & -037, and is located within Sections 19 & 24, Township 23 S, Ranges 25 &
26 E of the USGS 7.5-minute Sausalito School quadrangle.

5. Applicant: Treehouse California Almonds, LLC
6914 Road 160
Earlimart, CA 93219

6. Owner(s) Treehouse California Almonds, LLC
6914 Road 160
Earlimart, CA 93219

7. General Plan Designation: Valley Agriculture

8. Zoning: AE-40 (Exclusive Agriculture —40 Acre Minimum) and AE-20 (Exclusive Agriculture —20 Acre
Minimum)

9. Description of Project (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases
of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation.
Attach additional sheets if necessary.) Treehouse California Almonds sells a full range of roasted
and manufactured almonds, including blanched whole, sliced, and diced almonds, almond meal,
almond butter, and natural whole almonds. The almonds are hulled and shelled in the Treehouse
Almonds plant near Delano in Kern County. This shelled raw product is then trucked to the Earlimart
site for processing. The proposed Project is located at 6914 Road 160, Earlimart, CA 93219 and is
located on five (5) parcels (APNs 319-060-019, -022, -037, and 318-290-005& -006) totaling
approximately 140 acres. The Project is split into two (2) development areas with the existing Earlimart
processing facility located within the +61.2-acre northern project area and the proposed new
wastewater treatment facility (WWTF) proposed within the +77.8-acre southern project area. The
proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing processing plant into four (4) phases,
including construction of additional processing, warehouse, and canopy space, solar canopies, and a
new WWTF to treat process wastewater for irrigation.
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Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013
sq. ft. fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as
additions to an existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750
sq. ft. scale house. It will also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will
flow over a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is
separated and collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The
water will then gravity flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water
will then gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x13’) where it will be aerated by submerged
diffusers pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be
pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both
the anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’
x 280’ x 27’) for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated
water to the irrigation system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management
of the crop irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner
pond design on July 21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste
Discharge Requirements (WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a
1,127 sq. ft. canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and
a 7,182 sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The Project would allow the applicant to diversify the packaging of materials on-site and use additional
property for wastewater treatment and irrigation of crops. The Project will not increase operational hours.
The Project will not increase the volume of raw almond product coming into the facility from Delano, nor
will it increase the amount of processed or finished product shipped out of the facility.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on
the season, with 87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The
proposed Project is anticipated to add an additional eight (8) employees.

10. Surrounding land uses and setting (Brief description): The Project site is surrounded in all
directions by agricultural operations.
e North: Agricultural field crops, solar arrays, and agricultural ponding basins. Deer Creek is
located approximately 1 mile north of the Project site
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
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1.

12.

e South: Agricultural field crops, agricultural ponding basins, and agricultural residences. The
Wilbur Ellis chemical and sulfur manufacturing and storage facility is located
approximately 1.36 miles south of the Project site

e East: Agricultural field crops, agricultural ponding basins, and agricultural residences

e West: Agricultural field crops, agricultural ponding basins, and agricultural residences

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement): State Water Resources Control Board, Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Board, San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, Tulare County
Environmental Health Division.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan
for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal
cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.? Pursuant to AB 52, a Sacred Land
File request was submitted to the Native American Heritage Commission on February 1, 2024, and
was returned with negative results on February 8, 2024. On February 1, 2024, tribal consultation
notices were sent to seventeen (17) tribal contacts representing eight (8) Native American tribes.
The County received no responses from the tribes within the 30-day response time. Mitigation
measures have been included in the project to reduce potential impacts on tribal cultural resources
in the event that any potential resources are unearthed during construction-related activities.
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Figure 1. Vicinity Map
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Figure 2 Aerial of Existing Site
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Figure 3a. Site Plan

PARTIAL SITE PLAN

ABN, 315290006 ASN, Slg-o-0c8

DESIGNED BY

SEE SHEET A-L| FOR
PARTIAL SITE FLAN

N B R A e I AT R TR e R A NN TR AT AR TR A,

2023 CUP.

e e A R R S T P el dilics Loiig -l
N AR o R SOV et ot F 4 T AT YA 7 T4 T S
e e o i R A A S SRS IR R :
B T e mnwa o o Sl AP 31908308 AFN Bwo80-T
e e AT A I S
b e s B i ——
e P A L s b —— e b L £
SR TR & R R PRI SR R R L Gt G s e BBy " 3 g
SR T F ST TR 3 SR e ey Y S g
« 3 - e e S S e R R : g
" s it S PO v e e e gz all E
AN TR : IS SNSRI W T T e
e o LT A LA T B el s ey s S, L e
R el e s S B e e e R DR T s
B B R o i s Som oo i o e v, s i s
A i . R R A R B TR,
e e T SRR et
R e R, > R 5
* o S e e e e g, S ; s
B e L L s e P L T ] Z]
PIEIT oL RGeS R TR e W, R, T [Td [
M&;\Bﬂwiﬁi! T AL AN T il 9 1 G PESCRER SEACE W AL Lt N o DAkt 0 Iy
AcgessmLTe NoTEs e ST Ay
o e e T T T " Sl s
e R e e RSN Y, T e B
BRI S T gz T LA, ot e ks ke 70 2 E
® i ae wimns e ke oren s S ol wlss
B R e T S R R AT o i h
o) P “tad iy
EES o s LLH 2
- B S A G ST T S R WS S R T L R ST AR PR i — 0
e Lt e e A AL AL o o P g 3
= e e a2 oo o TAL ELEH 45 VML CHARETE EARETE: RETHIE TMLE % &
T T TR IO IS ey A i Rl s s, & ¥
- EEmm e amem b s aam et R A s mir oo G 5
TN S ST e IR S S ‘SIS e T o i 2
+ B ae e e e CITEE b e e TRl s ans e s g W
EEES e e v aan, g
* R R R TR RECTEFINTIOT AR M s b o P S At e o e L 5
e b e o 4
e St e e e s
B e e e E
o e B e S R

VIETY MAF .

LECATION

No. | esue/ Reviaian

pat=_o1omas
Scola 1 - 1actor
brey s coo
lob No, 203301

- IMA&TER SITE DEVELOFMENT FLAN b e

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 1-6



Figure 3b. Site Plan

E=3
PARTIAL SITE

SHEET A-1.4 FOR
FLAN

APN 2H-CEC-0IB

— e

TR

“higon sa T

EXISTINS

FUMISATION

EXISTING HASE-oUsE

THAZE | - FROFOSED
|BULEINS ADTITION
Fant I

— EtpReD (P SAE

APN. B9-060-087

e i

i
i 3

FARTIAL SITE PLAN

SEE SHEET A-13 FOR

% | EXISTING HAs
| BALDINE
Phoa

et

BRRE

= N% IFARTIAJE SITE PLAN

@

SIRALY A LD 4 ASSOUNTS, INC. 2321

DESIGNED EY

[
o
N
0n
o
Q|
o
g
4
¥
ol Y|
4y
R
f)mga
Dl
25t
m()xg
3
« Q|2
2 |-
g e
e
g
14
z
£
H
F

Jedsion e,

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064)

July 2024
Page 1-7



July 2024
Page 1-8

g v
2 g, Y0 e 011 1 I Lk % G0 I aroT DT SANOWTTY
A v s TINED <N2EToE SINNOATS SenoREEal
A8 AINDISIT 1037084 HO4 L3308 T3S0 Soeg uoE|ABY /BN 6]

Figure 3c. Site Plan

i
‘ﬁw
i
_

i
|
i
_

,,77,4._-_______-____.__*.-_.

AFN. 313-295-005
L oore sorean;

ORISR BT AN s T, e s

AFN. 218-250-008

prey s oo
No. 2033411

Sccle

WELE 4 ASSOUATES, NG, 321

B s

PARTIAL SITE FLAN

Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064)

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration




Figure 3d. Site Plan
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Figure 3e. Site Plan
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Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064)

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration



A. 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.

[0  Aesthetics 0 Agriculture / Forestry Resources Air Quality

Biological Resources Cultural Resources O  Energy

[0  Geology / Soils 0  Greenhouse Gas Emissions [0  Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

O  Hydrology / Water Quality [0  Land Use/ Planning O  Mineral Resources

0 Noise 0 Population / Housing [0 Public Services

O Recreation ] Transportation Tribal Cultural Resources

[0 utilities / Service Systems O wildfire Mandatory Findings of

Significance

B. DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a

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

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an

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

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures

[l
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
(Il
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
(Il
to be addressed.
O
that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.
Y-
Signature: ~ “7 Date:_ 7/24/2024
Gary A. Mills

Printed Name

Signature: I L

Reed Schenke, P.E.

Printed Name

Chief Environmental Planner
Title

Date: 7124124

Environmental Assessment Officer
Title
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C. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

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

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

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

4) “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant
Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect
to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from “Earlier Analyses,” as described in (5) below, may be
cross-referenced).

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

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

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

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the
extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

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

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

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

9) The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.
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. AESTHETICS

LESS THAN

LESs THAN
. SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
Would the project: SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic

vista? O O O
b) Substantially damage scenic resources,

including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially
degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those that
are experienced from publicly accessible L] L] ]
vantage point.) If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or

glare which would adversely affect day or ] ] ]
nighttime views in the area?

O O O

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)
phases.

e Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.
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A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Aesthetics, etc.;
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

Aesthetic resources are protected by several federal regulations, none of which are relevant to this Project because
it is not located on lands administered by a federal agency nor is the Project applicant requesting federal funding
or any federal permits.

State

Building Energy Efficiency Standards

The California Energy Commission (CEC) first adopted the Building Energy Efficiency Standards in 1976 and are updated
every three (3) years.

Title 24 Outdoor Lighting Standards

The CEC updates the Building Efficiency Standards every three (3) years. Title 24 Outdoor Lighting Standards (Title 24,
Parts 1 and 6, Building Energy Efficiency Standards) were adopted by the (CEC) on November 5, 2003, and went into
effect on October 1, 2005. The basic premise of the Lighting Standards is to base allowable outdoor lighting power on
the brightness of the surrounding conditions. These standards contain lighting power allowances for new lighting
installations and specific alterations that are dependent on the “lighting zone” in which the Project is located. Five
categories of outdoor lighting zones are defined (LZ0, LZ1, LZ2, LZ3 and LZ4). Lighting zones with lower numbers are
darker from LZO0 which is in national parks and other areas intended to be very dark at night to LZ4 for high intensity
nighttime use, such as entertainment or commercial districts or areas with special security considerations requiring
very high light levels. The CEC defines rural areas as Lighting Zone 2. Existing outdoor lighting systems are not required
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to meet these lighting allowances.

California Scenic Highway Program

The California Scenic Highway Program was established by the state Legislature in 1963 for the purpose of
protecting and enhancing the natural scenic beauty of California highways and adjacent corridors through special
conservation treatment. The State Scenic Highway System includes a list of highways that are either eligible for
designation as scenic highways or have been officially designated. The state laws governing the scenic highways
program are found in The Streets and Highways Code Sections 260-263. In Tulare County, portions of State Routes
180, 190, and 198 are designated to apply for state scenic highway status.

Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project:
e LU-4.5 Commercial Building Design;

e LU-5.3 Storage Screening which shall require adequate landscaping and screening of industrial storage areas
to minimize visual impacts and enhance the quality of the environment;

e LU-7.6 Screening wherein the County shall require landscaping to adequately screen new industrial uses to
minimize visual impacts;

e [U-7.9 Visual Access;
e LU-7.14 Contextual and Compatible Design;
e LU-7.19 Minimize Lighting Impacts;

e S[-1.1 Natural Landscapes which requires new development to not significantly impact or block views of
Tulare County’s natural landscapes;

e Sl-1.2 Working Landscapes which requires that new non-agricultural structures and infrastructure located
in or adjacent to croplands, orchards, vineyards, and open rangelands be sited so as to not obstruct
important viewsheds and to be designed to reflect unique relationships with the landscape;

e SL-2.1 Designated Scenic Routes and Highways which is intended to protect views of natural and working
landscapes along the County’s highways and roads by maintaining a designated system of County scenic
routes and State scenic highways;

e ERM-1.7 Planting of Native Vegetation,

e ERM-1.15 Minimize Lighting Impacts where in the County shall ensure that lighting associated with new
development or facilities (including street lighting, recreational facilities, and parking) shall be designed to
prevent artificial lighting from illuminating adjacent natural areas at a level greater than one foot candle
above ambient conditions; and,
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e ERM-5.18 Night Sky Protection.
Project Impact Analysis
a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

The proposed Project site [Treehouse California Almond Expansion (PSP 23-064)] is located on the San Joaquin
Valley floor in the unincorporated area of Tulare County. The proposed Project’s site is approximately 3 -miles
northeast of the unincorporated community of Earlimart, and approximately 3.6 miles northeast of State Route 99.
The Project is split into two (2) development areas with the existing Earlimart processing facility located within the
t61.2-acre northern project area (on the east side of Road 160) and the proposed new wastewater treatment facility
(WWTF) proposed within the +77.8-acre southern project area (on the west side of Road 160).

The northern project area includes 3 parcels: APN 319-060-019 is 4.68 acres; APN 319-060-022 is 15.81 acres; and
APN 319-060-37 is 40.71 acres. These APNs include a total of 61.2 acres and are occupied by the existing almond
processing facility along the northern project area. The proposed new wastewater treatment facility (WWTF) on
the southern project area was used to grow grapes (vineyard) south of the existing facility on the west side of Road
160. Two APNs that total 77.8 acres will be developed as part of the Project. APN 318-290-005 is 39.32 acres and
is home to newly planted almond trees. APN 318-260-006 is 38.55 acres and will be the site of the two anaerobic
ponds. South of the ponds, the remainder of the property is currently vacant and will be used for farming in the
future.

The proposed Project site is surrounded by agricultural lands and agricultural buildings on all sides of the Project
area and will not result in a use that is visually incompatible with the surrounding area. Based on a search for County
and Caltrans designated Scenic Highways in May of 2024, the proposed Project is not located along a scenic highway
or within a scenic corridor, and thus, would not affect scenic resources such as rock outcroppings, or other natural
features, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2 (d).! Also, the Project site is not located on a designated state,
federal, or County scenic road, or a County designated scenic corridor.2 The nearest County Scenic Roads are Avenue
56 and Road 192, located approximately 1.5 miles south of the Project site and approximately 3.75 miles east of the
Project site, respectively. Due to the site’s elevation above mean sea level of approximately 320 feet and distance
from resources, the Project would not substantially affect a scenic vista. Therefore, the Project would have No Impact
related to this Checklist Item.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

There are no rock outcroppings, historic buildings, or other designated scenic resources within or near the proposed
expansion. Additionally, the Tulare County 2030 General Plan lists a series of Scenic County Routes, several of which
are in agricultural areas. Road 160, the roadway dividing the expansion and water basin would occur, is not
designated as a Scenic County Route.

During construction-related activities, the visual character of the Project would be impacted as a result of excavation
and other construction-related activities. However, these impacts would be short-term, temporary, and are typical
of these types of construction projects. The long-term operation of the additions to the existing warehouse would
not present the potential to impact the visual character of Road 160. Although the additional buildings will be
constructed above ground, these structures are visually consistent with the existing agricultural infrastructure along
Road 160 thereby minimizing any substantial impact on scenic resources such trees, rock outcroppings, and historic

L Caltrans. Accessed May 2024 at: https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways
2 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update. Part 1. Figure 2-1. Accessed May 2024 at: http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/.
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buildings within a state scenic highway. Because the Project would not be visible from any designated or eligible state
scenic highways or County scenic roads, the Project would result in No Impact to an eligible or designated state
scenic highway or other scenic resources.

c) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and
its surroundings?

As noted earlier, the proposed Project is in a predominantly agricultural area with existing agricultural uses to the
north, west, south, and east. On clear days, the Sierra Nevada Mountains’ highest peaks are visible despite being
located more than 45 miles east of the proposed Project site. During construction-related activities, the visual
character of the Project area would be impacted because of excavation and other construction-related activities.
The long-term operations of the Project would not impact the visual character of the site or area. While there is
more than one addition, and other appurtenant structures may be constructed above ground, these structures are
visually consistent with the existing agricultural infrastructure in the area and would not substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. The post-development views will be similar to the
existing Treehouse California Almonds facility with additional structures and parking. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations regarding scenic quality resulting in a Less Than
Significant Impact aesthetics.

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

Lighting effects primarily occur due to artificial light during the evening and night hours. These effects may involve
light emissions from indoor spaces (see through windows) and outdoor sources such as security lights and
streetlights. Glare results from light reflecting off polished surfaces such as windows or metallic finishes.
Construction will occur during the day between the hours of 7am to 7pm. Such lighting would be subject to the
requirements of the Tulare County General Plan. Therefore, the Project would have a Less Than Significant Impact
to this resource.
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AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES

LESS THAN
LESS THAN

Would the project: SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No

b)

d)

SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT

MITIGATION IMPACT
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?
Conflict with existing zoning for agriculture
use, or a Williamson Act contract?
Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources code 12220(g), timberland (as
defined in Public Resource Code section O O O
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?
Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of O O O
Farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87 x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
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for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Agricultural and Forest
Resources, etc., contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background
Report, and the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where
necessary and if available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.
Regulatory Setting

Federal

Federal regulations for agriculture and forest resources are not relevant to this project because it is not a federal
undertaking (the Project site is not located on lands administered by a federal agency, and the Project applicant is
not requesting federal funding or any federal permits).

State

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Definition of Agricultural Lands

Public Resources Code Section 21060.1 defines “agricultural land” for the purposes of assessing environmental
impacts using the FMMP. The FMMP was established in 1982 to assess the location, quality, and quantity of
agricultural lands and the conversion of these lands. The FMMP serves as a tool to analyze agricultural land use
and land use changes throughout California. As such, this Project is being evaluated using the FMMP pursuant to
CEQA.

California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program

The California Department of Conservation (DOC) applies the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) soil
classifications to identify agricultural lands. These agricultural designations are used in planning for the present and
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future of California’s agricultural land resources. Pursuant to the DOC’s FMMP, these designated agricultural lands
are included in the Important Farmland Maps (IFM). As noted earlier the FMMP was established in 1982 to assess
the location, quality and quantity of agricultural lands, and the conversion of these lands. The FMMP serves as tool
to analyze agricultural land use and land use changes throughout California. The DOC has a minimum mapping unit
of 10 acres, with parcels that are smaller than 10 acres being absorbed into the surrounding classifications.

The following list provides a comprehensive description of all the categories mapped by the DOC. Collectively, lands
classified as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, and Unique Farmland are referred to as
Farmland.?

e Prime Farmland. Farmland with the best combination of physical and chemical features able to sustain
long-term agricultural production. This land has the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply
needed to produce sustained high yields. Land must have been used for irrigated agricultural production at
some time during the four years prior to the mapping date.

e Farmland of Statewide Importance. Farmland similar to Prime Farmland but with minor shortcomings, such
as greater slopes or less ability to store soil moisture. Land must have been used for irrigated agricultural
production at some time during the four years prior to the mapping date.

e Unique Farmland. Farmland of lesser quality soils used for the production of the State’s leading agricultural
crops. This land is usually irrigated but may include non-irrigated groves or vineyards as found in some
climatic zones in California. Land must have been cropped at some time during the four years prior to the
mapping date.

e Farmland of Local Importance. Land of importance to the local agricultural economy as determined by each
county’s board of supervisors and a local advisory committee.

e Grazing Land. Land on which the existing vegetation is suited to the grazing of livestock. This category was
developed in cooperation with the California Cattlemen’s Association, University of California Cooperative
Extension, and other groups interested in the extent of grazing activities. The minimum mapping unit for
Grazing Land is 40 acres.

e Urban and Built-up Land. Land occupied by structures with a building density of at least 1 unit to 1.5 acres,
or approximately 6 structures to a 10-acre parcel. This land is used for residential, industrial, commercial,
institutional, public administrative purposes, railroad and other transportation yards, cemeteries, airports,
golf courses, sanitary landfills, sewage treatment, water control structures, and other developed purposes.

e Other Land. Land not included in any other mapping category. Common examples include low density rural
developments; brush, timber, wetland, and riparian areas not suitable for livestock grazing; confined
livestock, poultry or aquaculture facilities; strip mines and borrow pits; and water bodies smaller than 40
acres. Vacant and nonagricultural land surrounded on all sides by urban development and greater than 40
acres is mapped as Other Land.

! California Department of Conservation. FMMP — Important Farmland Map Categories. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/fmmp/Pages/Important-Farmland-Categories.aspx
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Figure 2.2-1 shows the FMMP classifications of the proposed Project area.?

Figure 2.2-1
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Treehouse California Almonds
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As shown in Figure 2.2-1, the Project site is located in urban or built up land. The new wastewater treatment facility,
which is south and west of the project site, is located in Farmland of Statewide Importance. However, it will stay in
agricultural production and will not be transformed to urban development.

California Land Conservation Act (Williamson Act)

The Williamson Act, also known as the California Land Conservation Act of 1965, enables local governments to enter
contracts with private landowners for the purpose of restricting specific parcels of land to agricultural or related
open space use. Inreturn, landowners receive property tax assessments that are much lower than normal because
they are based upon farming and open space uses as opposed to full market value. The Department of Conservation

2 California Department of Conservation. DOC Maps: Agriculture. Accessed March 2024 at: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/agriculture/
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assists all levels of government and landowners in the interpretation of the Williamson Act related government
code. The Department also researches, publishes and disseminates information regarding the policies, purposes,
procedures, and administration of the Williamson Act according to government code. Participating counties and
cities are required to establish their own rules and regulations regarding implementation of the Act within their
jurisdiction. These rules include but are not limited to: enrollment guidelines, acreage minimums, enforcement
procedures, allowable uses, and compatible uses.?

Williamson Act Contracts are formed between a county or city and a landowner for the purpose of restricting
specific parcels of land to agricultural or related open space use. Private land within locally designated agricultural
preserve areas is eligible for enrollment under a contract. The minimum term for contracts is ten years. However,
since the contract term automatically renews on each anniversary date of the contract, the actual term is essentially
indefinite. Landowners receive substantially reduced property tax assessments in return for enrollment under a
Williamson Act contract. Property tax assessments of Williamson Act contracted land are based upon generated
income as opposed to potential market value of the property.*

Forestry Resources

State regulations regarding forestry resources are not relevant to the proposed project because no forestry
resources exist at or near the Project site.

Local
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The Tulare County General Plan has a number of policies that apply to projects within the County of Tulare.> The
following General Plan policies apply to the proposed Project: Policies designed to promote future development
patterns that focus growth within established community areas and to mitigate loss of agricultural lands include
the following:

e AG-1.4 Primary Land Use wherein the County shall support non-renewal or cancellation processes
that meet State law for lands within UDBs and HDBs;

e AG-1.6 Conservation Easements wherein the County shall consider developing an Agricultural
Conservation Easement Program (ACEP) to help protect and preserve agricultural lands (including
“Important Farmlands”), as defined in this Element;

e [U-1.8 Encourage Infill Development wherein the County shall encourage and provide incentives for
infill development to occur in communities and hamlets within or adjacent to existing development
in order to maximize the use of land within existing urban areas, minimize the conversion of existing
agricultural land, and minimize environmental concerns associated with new development;

e [U-2. Agricultural Lands the County shall maintain agriculturally designated areas for agriculture use
and by directing urban development away from valuable agricultural lands to cities, unincorporated

3 california Department of Conservation. Williamson Act Program. Accessed March 2024 at: https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlIrp/wa.

4 California Department of Conservation. Williamson Act Contracts. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/wa/Pages/contracts.aspx.

5 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Part 1 — Goals and Policies Report. Accessed March 2024 at: Microsoft PowerPoint - 1 - GPR Cover 2012

(tulare.ca.us)
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communities, hamlets, and planned community areas where public facilities and infrastructure are
available;

e LU-2.2 Agricultural Parcel Splits wherein the County shall deny requests to create parcels less than
the minimum allowed size in agricultural designated areas, unless specifically provided by Division
of Land Exceptions in the Tulare County Zoning Ordinance, as may be adopted by the Board of
Supervisors, based on concerns that these parcels are less viable economic farming units and that
the resultant increase in residential density increases the potential for conflict with normal
agricultural practices on adjacent parcels. Evidence that the affected parcel may be an uneconomic
farming unit due to its current size, soil conditions, or other factors shall not alone be considered a
sufficient basis to grant an exception. The RVLP shall be the tool to determine the viability of a given
agricultural parcel in the valley and its ability to be subdivided, unless specifically provided by
Division of Land Exceptions in the Tulare County Zoning Ordinance;

e LU-2.5 Agricultural Support Facilities wherein the County shall encourage beneficial reuse of existing
or vacant agricultural support facilities for new businesses (including non-agricultural uses);

e PF-1.1 Maintain Urban Edges wherein the County shall strive to maintain distinct urban edges for all
unincorporated communities within the valley region or foothill region, while creating a transition
between urban uses and agriculture and open space;

e PF-1.2 Location of Urban Development wherein the County shall ensure that urban development
only takes place in the following areas:

1. Within incorporated cities and CACUDBs;

2. Within the UDBs of adjacent cities in other counties, unincorporated communities,
planned community areas, and HDBs of hamlets;

3. Within foothill development corridors as determined by procedures set forth in Foothill
Growth Management Plan;

4, Within areas set aside for urban use in the Mountain Framework Plan and the mountain
sub-area plans; and,

5. W.ithin other areas suited for non-agricultural development, as determined by the
procedures set forth in the Rural Valley Lands Plan.

e PF-1.3 Land Uses in UDBs/HDBs wherein the County shall encourage those types of urban land uses
that benefit from urban services to develop within UDBs and HDBs. Permanent uses which do not
benefit from urban services shall be discouraged within these areas. This shall not apply to
agricultural or agricultural support uses, including the cultivation of land or other uses accessory to
the cultivation of land provided that such accessory uses are time-limited through Special Use Permit
procedures;

e PF-1.4 Available Infrastructure wherein the County shall encourage urban development to locate in
existing UDBs and HDBs where infrastructure is available or may be established in conjunction with
development. The County shall ensure that development does not occur unless adequate
infrastructure is available, that sufficient water supplies are available or can be made available, and
that there are adequate provisions for long term management and maintenance of infrastructure
and identified water supplies;
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e PF-1.5 Planning Areas wherein County policies reflect the unique attributes of the various locations
and geographic areas in the County. As such, there are policies applicable to one area of the County
that are not applicable to others based on natural setting, topography, habitat, existing
development, or other attributes which are unique within the planning context of the County;

e PF-1.6 Appropriate Land Uses by Location wherein the County shall utilize the Land Use Element and
adopted CAC General Plans, Community Plans, Hamlet Plans, Planned Communities, Corridor Areas,
or Area Plans to designate land uses and intensities that reflect and maintain the appropriate level
of urbanized development in each CAC General Plan, Community Plan, Hamlet Plan, Planned
Community, Corridor Area, or Area Plan;

e PF-2.3 UDB and Other Boundaries wherein the County shall provide notice and opportunity for
special districts, school districts, and other service providers when evaluating the expansion of a
Community’s UDB; and,

e PF-2.4 Community Plans wherein the County shall ensure that community plans are prepared,
updated, and maintained for each of the communities. These plans shall include the entire area
within the community’s UDB and shall address the community’s short- and long-term ability to
provide necessary urban services.

Rural Valley Land Plans

For the unincorporated valley portions of Tulare County, growth is guided by the land use policies in the Rural Valley
Lands Plan (RVLP) and Planning Framework Element of the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update.

“Tulare County has identified land for urbanization according to four categories: 1) lands in and around incorporated
cities, 2) lands in and around unincorporated communities, 3) lands in foothill development corridors, and 4) lands
that qualify under the RVLP. The county is legally responsible for the planning and regulation of all lands that fall
outside incorporated city limits, even though cities adopt their own general plans for the incorporated area and a
portion of surrounding unincorporated area.”

“The RVLP applies to about 773,500 acres of the valley portion of the County, outside the planned Urban
Development Boundaries (UDB) and generally below the 600-foot elevation contour line along the foothills of the
Sierra Nevada Mountain Range. ... The purpose of the RVLP is to protect and maintain the agricultural viability of
rural valley areas by establishing requirements for exclusive agricultural zoning (containing minimum parcel sizes)
appropriate to sustain agriculture and implementing a policy that utilizes resource information to determine the
suitability of rural lands for nonagricultural uses. The goal of the RVLP is to "sustain the viability of Tulare County
agriculture by restraining division and use of land which is harmful to continued agricultural use." The RVLP utilizes
five exclusive agriculture (AE) zones, each requiring a different minimum parcel size (ranging from five to eighty
acres). These zones are as follows: AE, AE-10, AE-20, AE-40, and AE-80. The number designation on each zone
generally reflects the minimum acres of land needed to productively farm a certain crop at a commercial level.”

This project is not within a UAB or a UDB. The application of the RVLP Checklist is used to control development in
both a UDB (Policy PF-4.20) and UAB (Policy PF-4.21). A RVLP analysis was not done because this project would be
expanding an existing agricultural use. The project isn’t proposing to change the AE-20 or AE-40 Zones that the project
is located on to a non-agricultural zone. In addition, the project isn’t dividing the project site into small parcels.
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Tulare County Agricultural Conservation Easement Program

The Tulare County Agricultural Conservation Easement Program was established to allow the use of agricultural
easements to reduce or mitigate any significant impacts resulting from the conversion of certain agricultural land
to non-agricultural uses. This Project does not convert agricultural land to non-agricultural uses, so a conservation
easement is not required.

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project 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? No Impact.

The proposed Project would expand an existing almond processing plant, which is for commercial agricultural use
(see the substantiation for subparagraph b) of Section Il below). The proposed Project would not convert Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-agricultural use. Therefore, No Impact
will occur.

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agriculture use, or a Williamson Act contract? No Impact.

Portions of the Project site (APNs 318-290-005 & 006 and 319-060-019) are not restricted by California Land
Conservation Act (“Williamson Act”) Contracts. However, APNs 319-060-022 and 037 are restricted by Williamson
Act Contracts. The existing almond processing plant is a commercial agricultural use that is allowed on property
that is restricted by a Williamson Act Contract. On September 26, 1989, the Tulare County Board of Supervisors
adopted Resolution No. 89-1275, which adopted Uniform Rules for Agricultural Preserves for Tulare County. Section
1.a. of Resolution No. 89-1275 lists the growing and harvesting of field crops, fruit and nut trees, vines, vegetables,
horticulture specialties, and timber as being allowed under the Williamson Act. In addition, Section 1.q. of
Resolution No. 89-1275 lists the curing, processing, packaging, packing, storage and shipping of agricultural
products as being allowed under the Williamson Act.

Section 4. of Resolution No. 89-1275 states that “If the property is zoned AE, AE-10, AE-20, AE-40, AE-80, A-1 or AF,
all the uses which are permitted in the particular zone upon securing a Special Use Permit un the provisions of
Ordinance No. 352 as presently in effect and as said provisions may be amended from time to time, are deemed to
be compatible uses and may be carried on when such Special Use Permit has been secured.” Sections 9.6.E.22 and
9.7.E.34 of Ordinance No. 352 (“Tulare County Zoning Ordinance”) allows the following use in the AE-20 and AE-40
Zones subject to the approval of a Special Use Permit: “Establishments for the curing, processing, packaging,
packing, storage and shipping of agricultural products.” Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with
existing zoning for agriculture use, or a Williamson Act contract and there is No Impact.

c¢) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or
timberland zoned Timberland Production? No Impact.

The proposed Project will not occur on land zoned as forest land or timberland or result in a loss of forest land. As
such, the Project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources code 12220(g), timberland (as defined in Public Resource Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production [as defined by Government Code section 51104(g)]. There is No Impact.

d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? No Impact.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 2.2-8



As noted above, the proposed Project will not occur on land zoned as forest land or timberland or result in a loss of
forest land. As such, the proposed Project would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (as defined in Public Resources code 12220(g), timberland (as defined in Public Resource Code section 4526),
or timberland zoned Timberland Production [as defined by Government Code section 51104(g)]. There is No Impact.

e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? No
Impact.

See the substantiation above for subparagraphs a), b), c), and d) of Section Il. Based on this information, the
proposed Project would not involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use. There would be No Impact.
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AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria

established by the applicable air quality

. . . LEss THAN
management district or air pollution control LESS THAN
. . . SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
district may be relied upon to make the following SIGNIFICANT
S IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
determinations. IMPACT
MITIGATION
Would the project:
a Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
) . OPSHILICE IMP O O O
the applicable air quality plan?
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under O O O
an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?
c Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
) P P 0 O O
pollutant concentrations?
d) Result is other emissions (such as those

leading to odors adversely affecting a O Ll O
substantial number of people?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.
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e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Air Quality, etc.;
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Both the federal government (through the United States EPA) and the State of California (through the California
ARB) have established health-based ambient air quality standards (AAQS) for six (6) air pollutants, commonly
referred to as “criteria pollutants.” The six criteria pollutants are: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (0s), sulfur dioxide
(50,), nitrogen dioxide (NO3), particulate matter (PM1o and PM3;5), and lead (Pb).

Federal

Federal Clean Air Act

“The Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), adopted in 1970 and amended twice thereafter (including the 1990 amendments),
establishes the framework for modern air pollution control. The act directs the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) to establish ambient air standards, the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)... for six pollutants:
ozone, carbon monoxide, lead, nitrogen dioxide, particulate matter (less than 10 microns in diameter [PMjo] and
less than 2.5 microns in diameter [PM5]), and sulfur dioxide. The standards are divided into primary and secondary
standards; the former are set to protect human health with an adequate margin of safety and the latter to protect
environmental values, such as plant and animal life.

Areas that do not meet the ambient air quality standards are called “non-attainment areas”. The Federal CAA
requires each state to submit a State Implementation Plan (SIP) for non-attainment areas. The SIP, which is reviewed
and approved by the EPA, must demonstrate how the federal standards will be achieved. Failing to submit a plan or
secure approval could lead to the denial of federal funding and permits for such improvements as highway
construction and sewage treatment plants. For cases in which the SIP is submitted by the State but fails to
demonstrate achievement of the standards, the EPA is directed to prepare a federal implementation plan or EPA can
“bump up” the air basin in question to a classification with a later attainment date that allows time for additional
reductions needed to demonstrate attainment, as is the case for the San Joaquin Valley.

SIPs are not single documents. They are a compilation of new and previously submitted plans, programs (such as
monitoring, modeling, permitting, etc.), district rules, state regulations and federal controls. The California SIP relies
on the same core set of control strategies, including emission standards for cars and heavy trucks, fuel regulations
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and limits on emissions from consumer products. California State law makes CARB the lead agency for all purposes
related to the SIP. Local Air Districts and other agencies, such as the Bureau of Automotive Repair and the
Department of Pesticide Regulation, prepare SIP elements and submit them to CARB for review and approval. The
CARB forwards SIP revisions to the EPA for approval and publication in the Federal Register.”!

The Federal CAA classifies nonattainment areas based on the severity of the nonattainment problem, with marginal,
moderate, serious, severe, and extreme nonattainment classifications for ozone. Nonattainment classifications for
PM range from marginal to serious. The Federal CAA requires areas with air quality violating the NAAQS to prepare
an air quality control plan referred to as the State Implementation Plan (SIP). The SIP contains the strategies and
control measures that states will use to attain the NAAQS. The Federal CAA amendments of 1990 require states
containing areas that violate the NAAQS to revise their SIP to incorporate additional control measures to reduce air
pollution. The SIP is periodically modified to reflect the latest emissions inventories, planning documents, rules, and
regulations of Air Basins as reported by the agencies with jurisdiction over them. The EPA reviews SIPs to determine
if they conform to the mandates of the Federal CAA amendments and will achieve air quality goals when
implemented. If the EPA determines a SIP to be inadequate, it may prepare a Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for
the nonattainment area and impose additional control measures.

State

The California Clean Air Act

“The California CAA of 1988 establishes an air quality management process that generally parallels the federal
process. The California CAA, however, focuses on attainment of the State ambient air quality standards (see Table
3.3-1 [of the General Plan RDEIR]), which, for certain pollutants and averaging periods, are more stringent than the
comparable federal standards. Responsibility for meeting California’s standards is addressed by the CARB and local
air pollution control districts (such as the eight county SIVAPCD, which administers air quality regulations for Tulare
County). Compliance strategies are presented in district-level air quality attainment plans.

The California CAA requires that Air Districts prepare an air quality attainment plan if the district violates State air
quality standards for criteria pollutants including carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen dioxide, PM2.5, or
ozone. Locally prepared attainment plans are not required for areas that violate the State PM10 standards. The
California CAA requires that the State air quality standards be met as expeditiously as practicable but does not set
precise attainment deadlines. Instead, the act established increasingly stringent requirements for areas that will
require more time to achieve the standards.”?

“The air quality attainment plan requirements established by the California CAA are based on the severity of air
pollution caused by locally generated emissions. Upwind air pollution control districts are required to establish and

implement emission control programs commensurate with the extent of pollutant transport to downwind districts.”?

The California Air Resources Board

The ARB is the state agency responsible for implementing the federal and state Clean Air Acts. ARB established
CAAQS, which includes all criteria pollutants established by the NAAQS, but with additional regulations for visibility
reducing particles, sulfates, hydrogen sulfide (H,S), and vinyl chloride.

! Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update REIR. Pages 3.3-1 to 3.3-2.
2 |bid. 3.3-2 to 3.3-3.
3 0p. Cit. 3.3-5.
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“The CARB is responsible for establishing and reviewing the State ambient air quality standards, compiling the
California SIP and securing approval of that plan from the U.S. EPA. As noted previously, federal clean air laws require
areas with unhealthy levels of ozone, inhalable particulate matter, carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide, and sulfur
dioxide to develop SIPs. SIPs are comprehensive plans that describe how an area will attain NAAQS. The 1990
amendments to the Federal CAA set deadlines for attainment based on the severity of an area’s air pollution
problem. State law makes CARB the lead agency for all purposes related to the SIP. The California SIP is periodically
modified by the CARB to reflect the latest emission inventories, planning documents, and rules and regulations of
various air basins. The CARB produces a major part of the SIP for pollution sources that are statewide in scope;
however, it relies on the local Air Districts to provide emissions inventory data and additional strategies for sources
under their jurisdiction. The SIP consists of the emission standards for vehicular sources and consumer products set
by the CARB, and attainment plans adopted by the local air agencies as approved by CARB. The EPA reviews the air
quality SIPs to verify conformity with CAA mandates and to ensure that they will achieve air quality goals when
implemented. If EPA determines that a SIP is inadequate, it may prepare a FIP for the nonattainment area and may
impose additional control measures.

In addition to preparation of the SIP, the CARB also regulates mobile emission sources in California, such as
construction equipment, trucks, automobiles, and oversees the activities of air quality management districts and air
pollution control districts, that are organized at the county or regional level. The local or regional Air Districts are
primarily responsible for regulating stationary emission sources at industrial and commercial facilities within their
jurisdiction and for preparing the air quality plans that are required under the Federal CAA and California CAA.”*

Local

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD or Air District) is the local agency charged with
preparing, adopting, and implementing mobile, stationary, and area air emission control measures and standards.
The Air District has several rules and regulations that may apply to the Project, following is an example of those
rules/regulations which likely apply to this Project:

> Rule 3135 (Dust Control Plan Fees) — This rule requires the project applicant to submit a fee in addition to a
Dust Control Plan. The purpose of this rule is to recover the Air District’s cost for reviewing these plans and
conducting compliance inspections.

> Rule 4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants) — Also known as NESHAPs, this rule
applies to all sources of hazardous air pollution and requires developers to comply with federal
requirements for handling and usage of hazardous air pollutants (HAPs) to protect the health and safety of
the public from HAPs such as asbestos.

> Rule 4101 (Visible Emissions) — This rule applies to any source of air contaminants and prohibits the visible
emissions of air contaminants.

> Rule 4102 (Nuisance) — This rule applies to any source of air contaminants and prohibits any activity which
creates a public nuisance.

> Rule 4601 (Architectural Coatings) — This rule specifies requirements for the storage, cleanup, and labeling
of architectural coatings. The rule applies to any person who supplies, sells, offers for sale, applies, or solicits
the application of any architectural coating, or who manufactures, blends or repackages any architectural
coating for use within the Air District.

4 Op. Cit. 3.3-6 to 3.3-7.
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> Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations) — This rule
applies to the manufacture and use of cutback asphalt, slow cure asphalt and emulsified asphalt for
paving and maintenance operations.

> Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions) — This regulation is a series of eight rules designed to reduce
PMio emissions by reducing fugitive dust emissions. Regulation VIII requires implementation of control
measures to ensure that visible dust emissions are substantially reduced.

> Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review) — Also known as ISR, this rule requires developers to mitigate project
emissions through 1) on-site design features that reduce trips and vehicle miles traveled, 2) controls on
other emission sources, and 3) with reductions obtained through the payment of a mitigation fee used to
fund off-site air quality mitigation projects. Rule 9510 requires construction-related NOx emission
reductions of 20 percent and PM10 exhaust reductions of 45 percent and operation-related NOx reductions
of 33 percent and PM10 exhaust reductions of 50 percent.

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project:

e AQ-1.1 Cooperation with Other Agencies requiring the County to cooperate with other local, regional,
Federal, and State agencies (e.g., Air District) in developing and implementing air quality plans to achieve
State and federal Ambient Air Quality Standards to achieve better air quality conditions locally and
regionally;

e AQ-1.2 Cooperation with Local Jurisdictions requiring the County to coordinate with regional agencies,
such as the Air District, to address cross-jurisdictional air quality issues;

e AQ-1.3 Cumulative Air Quality Impacts requiring development to be located, designed, and construction in
a manner that minimizes cumulative air quality impacts;

e AQ-1.4 Air Quality Land Use Compatibility requiring the County to evaluate compatibility of proposed land
uses;

e AQ-1.5 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance where the County will ensure that air
quality impacts identified during the CEQA review process are consistently and reasonable mitigated when
feasible;

o AQ-2.2 Indirect Source Review regarding mitigating major development projects, as defined by the
SJVAPCD, to reasonably mitigate air quality impacts associated with the project. The County shall notify
developers of SIVAPCD Rule 9510 — Indirect Source Review requirements and work with SJVAPCD to
determine mitigations, as feasible, that may include, but are not limited to the following:

1. Providing bicycle access and parking facilities,

Increasing density,

Encouraging mixed use developments,

Providing walkable and pedestrian-oriented neighborhoods,

Providing increased access to public transportation,

Providing preferential parking for high-occupancy vehicles, carpools, or alternative fuels vehicles,

and

7. Establishing telecommuting programs or satellite work centers.

ounkwnN
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e AQ-1.5 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance where the County will ensure that air
quality impacts identified during the CEQA review process are consistently and reasonable mitigated when
feasible;

e AQ-1.1 Cooperation with Other Agencies requiring the County to cooperate with other local, regional,
Federal, and State agencies (e.g., Air District) in developing and implementing air quality plans to achieve
State and federal Ambient Air Quality Standards to achieve better air quality conditions locally and
regionally;

e AQ-1.2 Cooperation with Local Jurisdictions requiring the County to coordinate with regional agencies, such
as the Air District, to address cross-jurisdictional air quality issues;

e AQ-1.3 Cumulative Air Quality Impacts requiring development to be located, designed, and construction in
a manner that minimizes cumulative air quality impacts;

e AQ-1.4 Air Quality Land Use Compatibility requiring the County to evaluate compatibility of proposed land
uses;

e AQ-1.5 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance where the County will ensure that air
quality impacts identified during the CEQA review process are consistently and reasonable mitigated when
feasible;

o AQ-2.2 Indirect Source Review regarding mitigating major development projects, as defined by the SJVAPCD,
to reasonably mitigate air quality impacts associated with the project. The County shall notify developers of
SJVAPCD Rule 9510 — Indirect Source Review requirements and work with SJVAPCD to determine
mitigations, as feasible, that may include, but are not limited to the following:

1. Providing bicycle access and parking facilities,

Increasing density,

Encouraging mixed use developments,

Providing walkable and pedestrian-oriented neighborhoods,

Providing increased access to public transportation,

Providing preferential parking for high-occupancy vehicles, carpools, or alternative fuels vehicles,

and

7. Establishing telecommuting programs or satellite work centers.

ounkwnN

e AQ-3.2 Infill near Employment requiring the County of identify opportunities for infill development near
employment areas;

e AQ-3.4 Landscape regarding the use of ecologically based landscape design principles that can improve local
air quality by absorbing CO,, producing oxygen, providing shade that reduces energy required for cooling,
and filtering particulates;

o AQ-3.6 Mixed Land Uses where the County shall encourage the clustering of land uses that generate high
trip volumes, especially when such uses can be mixed with support services and where they can be served
by public transportation;

e AQ-4.1 Air Pollution Control Technology where the County shall utilize the BACM and RACM as adopted by
the County to support SIVAPCD air quality attainment plans to achieve and maintain healthful air quality
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and high visibility standards. These measures shall be applied to new development approvals and permit
modifications as appropriate; and

o AQ-4.2 Dust Suppression Measures regarding implementation of dust suppression measures during
excavation, grading, and site preparation activities consistent with Air District Regulation VIII — Fugitive Dust
Prohibitions. Techniques may include, but are not limited to, the following:

1. Site watering or application of dust suppressants,

2. Phasing or extension of grading operations,

3. Covering of stockpiles,

4. Suspension of grading activities during high wind periods (typically winds greater than 25 miles per
hour), and

5. Re-vegetation of graded areas.

Emissions Modeling

Construction emissions can vary substantially from day to day, depending on the level of activity, the specific type
of operation, and prevailing weather conditions. Construction emissions result from on-site and off-site activities.
On-site emissions principally consist of exhaust emissions from the activity levels of heavy-duty construction
equipment, motor vehicle operation, and fugitive dust (mainly PMyg) from disturbed soil. Additionally, paving
operations and application of coatings would release VOC emissions. Off-site emissions are caused by motor vehicle
exhaust from delivery vehicles, worker traffic, and road dust (PMig and PM;s).

Operational emissions are those emissions that would occur during long-term operations of the Project. Operational
emissions result from on-site and off-site activities. On-site emissions primarily consist of stationary (permitted)
sources related to the processing of raw almonds. These permitted processes include sorting, blanching, slicing,
dicing, slivering, blending, and roasting almonds. On-site operational emissions also include non-permitted sources
such as heating and cooling and equipment such as forklifts. Off-site emissions are primarily comprised of vehicle
emissions generated by almond hauling trucks and employee travel.

Construction and operational modeling assumptions are discussed and analyzed in detail in the Air Quality and
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Technical Memorandum (AQ Memo) prepared by RMA staff, Jessica Willis, Planner IV
(see Attachment “A”). Criteria pollutant emissions calculations are provided in Attachment “A” of the Memo, found
in Attachment “A” of this document.

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? Less Than
Significant Impact.

Air Quality Plans (AQPs) are plans for reaching attainment of air quality standards. The assumptions, inputs, and
control measures are analyzed to determine if the Air Basin can reach attainment for the ambient air quality
standards. The proposed project site is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of the San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control District (Air District). To show attainment of the standards, the Air District analyzes the growth
projections in the Valley, contributing factors in air pollutant emissions and formations, and existing and adopted
emissions controls. The Air District then formulates a control strategy to reach attainment that includes both State
and Air District regulations and other local programs and measures. For projects that include stationary sources of
emissions, the Air District relies on project compliance with Rule 2201—New and Modified Stationary Source
Review to ensure that growth in stationary source emissions would not interfere with the applicable AQP. Projects
exceeding the offset thresholds included in the rule are required to purchase offsets in the form of Emission
Reduction Credits (ERCs).
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The CEQA Guidelines indicate that a significant impact would occur if the project would conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan. The Air District’s Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality
Impacts (GAMAQI) indicates that projects that do not exceed Air District regional criteria pollutant emissions
guantitative thresholds would not conflict with or obstruct the applicable AQP. An additional criterion regarding
the project’s implementation of control measures was assessed to provide further evidence of the project’s
consistency with current AQPs. This document proposes the following criteria for determining project consistency
with the current AQPs:

1. Will the project result in an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations or cause
or contribute to new violations, or delay timely attainment of air quality standards or the interim emission
reductions specified in the AQPs? This measure is determined by comparison to the regional and localized
thresholds identified by the District for Regional and Local Air Pollutants.

2. Will the project conform to the assumptions in the AQPs?

3. Will the project comply with applicable control measures in the AQPs?

The use of the criteria listed above is a standard approach for CEQA analysis of projects in the Air District’s
jurisdiction, as well as within other air districts, for the following reasons:

e Significant contribution to existing or new exceedances of the air quality standards would be inconsistent
with the goal of attaining the air quality standards.

e AQP emissions inventories and attainment modeling are based on growth assumptions for the area within
the air district’s jurisdiction.

e AQPs rely on a set of air district-initiated control measures as well as implementation of federal and state
measures to reduce emissions within their jurisdictions, with the goal of attaining the air quality standards.

Contribution to Air Quality Violations

As discussed in more detail in Impact 3 b) below, emissions of ROG, NOx, CO, SOx, PM14, and PM, s associated with
the proposed Project would not exceed the Air District’s significance thresholds. Therefore, the proposed Project
would not be considered to obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan or be in conflict with the
applicable air quality plan.

Air Quality Plan Growth Assumptions

The Project is intended to allow diversity in the facility’s processing operations within the existing facility
boundaries. The Project is anticipated to increase employment by eight (8) new workers. These employees are
anticipated to reside in the local area (Earlimart, Tipton, Tulare, Visalia, and surrounding areas). The Project will not
require large numbers of highly specialized employees to relocate from outside the area. As such, the proposed
Project is consistent with the growth projections in the Tulare County General Plan and conforms to the
assumptions in the applicable AQPs. Therefore, the proposed Project will have a less than significant impact related
to this Checklist Item.

Air Quality Plan Control Measures.

The AQP contains several control measures that are enforceable requirements through the adoption of rules and
regulations. As previously noted, the following Air District rules and regulations are or may be relevant to the
Project: Rule 2010 (Permits Required); Rule 2201 (New and Modified Stationary Source Review); Rule 4002 (National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants); Rule 4101 (Visible Emissions); Rule 4102 (Nuisance); Rule 4201
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(Particulate Matter Concentration); Rules 4305, 4306, and 4307 (Boilers, Steam Generators, and Process Heaters):
Rule 4309 (Dryers, Dehydrators, and Ovens); Rule 4601 (Architectural Coatings); Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and
Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations); Rule 4702 (Internal Combustion Engines); and Regulation
VIII (Fugitive PM1g Prohibitions).

The proposed Project would be required to comply with all applicable CARB and Air District rules and regulations.
Therefore, the proposed Project complies would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality attainment plans.

Conclusion

Project-related emissions would not exceed the Air District’s significance thresholds and would not result in any
inconsistency with the applicable AQPs. The Project would comply with all applicable rules and regulations from the
applicable air quality plans. Considering the proposed Project’s less-than-significant contribution to air quality
violations and the project’s adherence to applicable rules and regulations, the proposed Project would not be
considered inconsistent with the AQP; the impact would be Less Than Significant.

b) Would the project 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? Less Than
Significant Impact.

The contribution of a project's individual air emissions to regional air quality impacts is, by its nature, a cumulative
effect. Emissions from past, present, and future projects in the region also have or will contribute to adverse
regional air quality impacts on a cumulative basis. No single project by itself would be sufficient in size to result in
non-attainment of ambient air quality standards. Instead, a project’s individual emissions contribute to existing
cumulative air quality conditions. The project-level thresholds for criteria air pollutants are based on levels by which
new sources are not anticipated to contribute to an air quality violation or result in a considerable net increase in
criteria air pollutants.

Since the SIVAB is nonattainment for ozone, PMj,, and PMss, it is considered to have an existing significant
cumulative health impact without the proposed Project. When this occurs, the analysis considers whether the
proposed Project’s contribution to the existing violation of air quality standards is cumulatively considerable. The
Air District’s regional thresholds for ROG/VOC, NOx, PM10, or PM2.5 are applied as cumulative contribution
thresholds. Projects that exceed the regional thresholds would have a cumulatively considerable health impact.
Table 2.3-1 identifies the Air District’s significance thresholds.

Table 2.3-1. Air District Criteria Pollutant Significance Thresholds
. Operational Emissions
Construction " ; - .
Pollutant/ . . Permitted Equipment Non- Permitted Equipment
Emissions . .
Precursor and Activities and Activities
Emissions (tpy) Emissions (tpy) Emissions (tpy)
co 100 100 100
NOx 10 10 10
ROG 10 10 10
SOx 27 27 27
PMyo 15 15 15
PMys 15 15 15
Note: tpy = tons per year
Source: Air District, https://ww2.valleyair.org/media/m2ecyxiw/1-cms-format-ceqa-air-quality-thresholds-of-
significance-criteria-pollutants.pdf, accessed June 2024.
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Construction Emissions (Regional)

Construction-related emissions associated with the Project are provided in Table 2.3-2. As shown in Table 2.3-2,
Project-related construction emissions are below the Air District’s significance thresholds and, therefore, are Less
Than Significant.

Table 2.3-2. Project Construction Emissions (tons per year)
ROG NOx co SO, PMy, Total PM,;s Total

Phase 1-2024 0.03 0.31 0.39 <0.005 0.03 0.02
Phase 1-2025 0.05 0.03 0.04 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005
Phase 2 -2028 0.06 0.23 0.37 <0.005 0.02 0.01
Phase 3 -2032 0.14 1.08 1.78 <0.005 0.17 0.08
Phase 3-2033 0.38 0.07 0.13 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005
Phase 4 — 2035 0.03 0.26 0.49 <0.005 0.01 0.01
Total Construction 0.69 1.98 3.2 0.00 0.23 0.12
Source: CalEEMod (See Attachment A)

Operational Emissions (Regional) — Non-Permitted

Operational-related emissions occur over the lifetime of a project. The Air District considers permitted and non-
permitted emission sources separately when making significance determinations. In addition, the annual
operational-related emissions are also considered separately from construction-related emissions. Operational-
related emissions are shown in Table 2.3-3. As shown in Table 2.3-3, the operational-related emissions would be
less than the thresholds of significance for all criteria air pollutants and, therefore, are Less Than Significant.

Table 2.3-3. Project Non-Permitted Operational Emissions (tons per year)

ROG NOx co SO, PM, Total PM, s Total
Phase 1 —2025 0.16 0.17 0.90 <0.005 0.18 0.05
Phase 2 — 2029 0.11 0.10 0.57 <0.005 0.14 0.04
Phase 3 -2033 1.23 0.99 5.66 0.02 1.61 0.44
Phase 4 — 2036 <0.005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total Operations 1.5 1.26 7.13 0.02 1.93 0.53
Source: CalEEMod (See Attachment A)

Operational Emissions (Regional)—Permitted

Specific processes that may occur within the proposed expansion may include stationary sources that could require
Air District permits (sorters, blanchers, slicers, dicers, slivers, blenders, and roasters). Prior to installation of
stationary sources within the expansion area, an Authority to Construct (ATC) must be submitted and approved by
the Air District, at which time the Air District will prepare an engineering evaluation of all proposed permitted
equipment. This evaluation is necessary to determine the controls required to achieve best available control
technology (BACT) requirements. The permitted emissions are dependent on the control technology selected and
any process limits included in the permit conditions. Permitted sources will be required to comply with Air District
BACT requirements. Compliance with applicable Air District regulations would ensure that the Project’s stationary
source emissions would not exceed Air District thresholds of significance. Therefore, the proposed Project’s
estimated permitted emissions would be Less Than Significant.
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Conclusion

As shown in Table 2.3-2 and Table 2.3-3, the proposed Project’s regional emissions would not exceed the applicable
regional criteria pollutant emissions quantitative thresholds. In addition, any permitted sources will be required to
comply with Air District BACT requirements. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant.

c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? Less Than Significant
Impact.

The SJVAB is in nonattainment for ozone, PMyo (State only), and PM;s. Ozone is a secondary pollutant that can be
formed miles from the source of emissions, through reactions of ROG and NOx emissions in the presence of sunlight.
Therefore, ROG and NOx are termed “ozone precursors.” As such, the primary pollutants of concern during project
construction- and operation-related activities are ROG, NOx, PM1o, and PM;s. The air quality standards were set to
protect public health, including the health of sensitive individuals (such as children, the elderly, and the infirm).
Therefore, when the concentration of those pollutants exceeds the standard, it is likely that some sensitive
individuals in the population could experience adverse health effects. However, the health effects are a factor of
the dose-response curve; that is, concentration of the pollutant in the air (dose), the length of time exposed, and
the response of the individual are factors involved in the severity and nature of health impacts. If a significant health
impact results from a project’s emissions, it does not necessarily mean that 100 percent of the population would
experience adverse health effects.

The Project is located in a rural area surrounded by agricultural uses. The nearest residential receptors are located
approximately 0.65 mile east, 0.5 mile south, and 1.15 miles southeast of the WWTF site, and 1.8 miles northeast
and 2.0 miles northwest of the processing facility.

Emissions occurring at or near the proposed Project have the potential to create a localized impact. Localized
emissions are considered significant if when combined with background emissions, they would result in exceedance
of any health-based air quality standard. In locations that already exceed standards for these pollutants, significance
is based on a significant impact level (SIL) that represents the amount that is considered a cumulatively considerable
contribution to an existing violation of an air quality standard.

Criteria Pollutants

The Air District has established a 100-pound-per-day (Ib/day) screening threshold for each of the criteria pollutants.
If a project exceeds the screening threshold, then ambient air quality modeling would be necessary. If the project
does not exceed the screening threshold, then it can be assumed that it would not cause a violation of an ambient
air quality standard. Based on the emissions present in Table 2.3-3, the construction and operational emissions
resulting from the proposed Project would not exceed 100 pounds per day for each of the criteria pollutants.
Therefore, based on the Air District’s guidance, the Project’s non-permitted emissions would not cause an ambient
air quality standard violation. As such, impacts would be Less Than Significant.

Prior to installation of stationary sources within the expansion area, an Authority to Construct (ATC) must be
submitted and approved by the Air District, at which time the Air District will prepare a Risk Management Review
of all proposed permitted equipment. This evaluation would ensure that the Project’s stationary source emissions
would not exceed any AAQS at the facility boundary. Therefore, the proposed Project would not expose nearby
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. Impacts are Less Than Significant.

Toxic Air Contaminants
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The GAMAQI does not currently include recommendations for analysis of toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions
from project construction activities. The Air District’s significance thresholds for TACs have been established for
permitted and non-permitted source operation related emissions.

Diesel particulate matter (DPM) represents the primary (TAC) of concern associated with the construction of the
proposed Project. Project construction related DPM emissions would be the result of the operation of internal
combustion engines in equipment (e.g., loaders, backhoes and resurfacing equipment, as well as haul trucks)
commonly associated with construction-related activities. Construction related DPM emissions would occur over a
short period of time and would cease upon completion of the Project. As such, Project construction related activities
would not expose nearby receptors to substantial DPM emissions and would have a Less Than Significant Impact
related to this Checklist Item.

The Project is intended to facilitate diversification of almond processing without increasing the volume of raw
materials received. As such, operational related emissions would primarily be vehicle emissions from the daily
vehicle trips associated with the eight (8) new employees, vehicle trips associated with maintenance of the WWTF
and monitoring of the LAA, and the four (4) new fumigation rooms which will be issued permits from the Air District
only after demonstrating they can pass the Air District’s risk management review. As such, Project operations would
not expose nearby receptors to TAC emissions and would have a Less Than Significant Impact related to this
Checklist Item.

d) Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors adversely affecting a substantial
number of people? Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation.

Construction-related Odors

Construction-related activities would include fuels and other odor sources (such as diesel-fueled equipment and
architectural coatings) that could result in the creation of objectionable odors. Since construction-related activities
would be short-term, temporary, and spatially dispersed (i.e., intermittent), and will occur in a predominantly rural
area, these activities would not affect a substantial number of people. Therefore, odors from Project construction
activities would result in a Less Than Significant Impact related to this Checklist Item.

Operation-related Odors

Nuisance odors from operations of development projects within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin are subject to the
Air District’s Rule 4102 (Nuisance). Odors from the WWTF are also subject to the requirements of the State Water
Resources Control Board (Water Boards). A public records request through the Air District returned with no
complaints against this facility; therefore, the processing operations of the existing facility are not generators of
substantial odors. Future use proposed in the expansion of the facility is consistent with existing operations and
will not result in nuisance odors. However, the Project includes construction and operation of a WWTF to process
the facility’s wastewater for use as irrigation water. The WWTF is a land use requiring further analysis of potential
odor impact to nearby receptors.

The proposed WWTF and use of process water for irrigation are not anticipated to result in nuisance odors due to
the utilization of the pretreatment system. The pretreatment system reduces the amount of nutrients and organics
in the wastewater thereby reducing odor producing compounds. The WWTF has been designed such that
wastewater can also be blended with supplemental freshwater to further dilute any odor producing compounds if
needed. To the extent possible, irrigation will be limited to days with dry and slightly breezy conditions. The Land
Application Area (LAA) will be graded to promote distribution and drainage of the treated water which will limit
standing water and any potential odors. Where possible, irrigation lines will be flushed with freshwater after each
irrigation to minimize odor producing solids left in the pipelines. The storage pond will be required to comply with

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 2.3-12



all Water Boards rules, regulations, and requirements as established in WDR R5-2018-0066, including but not
limited to maintaining a minimum 1.0 mg/L dissolved oxygen concentration in the storage pond, visual observations
of the ponds for algae, vegetation, or scum accumulation on the surface of the ponds, and daily inspection of the
LAA for evidence of erosion, field saturation, or the presence of nuisance conditions. If any nuisance conditions are
observed, the applicant will work with the Water Boards and Tulare County RMA to prepare and implement a swift
action plan to mitigate the issues as appropriate.

The Project is located in a rural area surrounded by agricultural uses. The nearest residential receptors are located
approximately 0.65 mile east, 0.5 mile south, and 1.15 miles southeast of the WWTF site, and 1.8 miles northeast
and 2.0 miles northwest of the processing facility. The processing facility is not a generator of nuisance odors. The
WWTF and LAA will be monitored to reduce the potential for odor producing conditions. Therefore, odors from
Project operational activities would not affect a substantial number of people and the Project would result in a Less
Than Significant Impact With Mitigation related to this Checklist Item.

Mitigation Measure(s): See Mitigation Measure 3-1 in Attachment “F” (in its entirety)

The Mitigation Measures contained in the Bio Memo have been sequenced differently and numbered rather than
using the format contained in the Bio Memo. Following is a summarized version of the mitigation measures; the full
text is available in Attachment “F” Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).

3-1 Interagency Coordination.

Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure 3-1 would reduce impacts to Less Than Significant.
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IV.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

f)

Have a substantial adverse effect, 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 Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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
California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or
federally protected wetlands (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?
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?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance?
Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH
MITIGATION

[]

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

No
IMPACT

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
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collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a162,000 sg. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Biological Resources,
etc.; contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and
the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

Federal Endangered Species Act

“The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) administers the Federal Endangered Species Act (16 USC Section 153 et
seq.) and thereby has jurisdiction over federally listed threatened, endangered, and proposed species. Projects that
may result in a “take” of a listed species or critical habitat must consult with the USFWS. “Take” is broadly defined
as harassment, harm, pursuing, hunting, shooting, wounding, killing, trapping, capturing, or collection; any attempt
to engage in such conduct; or destruction of habitat that prevents an endangered species from recovering (16 USC
1532, 50 CFR 17.3). Federal agencies that propose, fund, or must issue a permit for a project that may affect a listed
species or critical habitat are required to consult with the USFWS under Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species
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Act. If it is determined that a federally listed species or critical habitat may be adversely affected by the federal
action, the USFWS will issue a “Biological Opinion” to the federal agency that describes minimization and avoidance
measures that must be implemented as part of the federal action. Projects that do not have a federal nexus must
apply for a take permit under Section 10 of the Act. Section 10 of the Act requires that the project applicant prepare
a habitat conservation plan as part of the permit application (16 USC 1539).”?

“Under Section 4 of the Federal Endangered Species Act, a species can be removed, or delisted, from the list of
threatened and endangered species. Delisting is a formal action made by the USFWS and is the result of a
determined successful recovery of a species. This action requires posts in the federal registry and a public comment
period before a final determination is made by the USFWS.”?

Habitat Conservation Plans

“Habitat Conservation Plans (HCPs) are required for a non-federal entity that has requested a take permit of a
federal listed species or critical habitat under Section 10 of the Endangered Species Act. HCPs are designed to offset
harmful effects of a proposed project on federally listed species. These plans are utilized to achieve long-term
biological and regulatory goals. Implementation of HCPs allows development and projects to occur while providing
conservation measures that protect federally listed species or their critical habitat and offset the incidental take of
a proposed project. HCPs substantially reduce the burden of the Endangered Species Act on small landowners by
providing efficient mechanisms for compliance with the ESA, thereby distributing the economic and logistic effects
of compliance. A broad range of landowner activities can be legally protected under these plans (County of Tulare,
2010 Background Report, pages 9-6 and 9-7, 2010a). There are generally two types of HCPs, project-specific HCPs
which typically protect a few species and have a short duration and multi-species HCPs which typically cover the
development of a larger area and have a longer duration.” 3

As noted earlier, there are two HCPs that apply in Tulare County: The Kern Water Habitat Conservation Plan, which
applies to an area in Allensworth; and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife’s The Recovery Plan for Upland Species in the San
Joaquin Valley, which includes sensitive species in the San Joaquin Valley, several of which may be found in Tulare
County. Also as noted earlier, the proposed Project is approximately 40 miles north of Allensworth, thus the Kern
Water Habitat Conservation Plan would not apply to this Project.

Y Tulare County 2030 General Plan RDEIR. Page 3.11-1. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/generalplan2010/RecirculatedDraftEIR.pdf
2 |bid.

3 0p. Cit. 3.11-2.
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Migratory Bird Treaty Act

“The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA, 16 USC Section 703-711) and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16
USC Section 668) protect certain species of birds from direct “take”. The MBTA protects migrant bird species from
take by setting hunting limits and seasons and protecting occupied nests and eggs. The Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 USC Sections 668-668d) prohibits the take or commerce of any part of Bald and Golden Eagles.
The USFWS administers both acts, and reviews federal agency actions that may affect species protected by the
acts.”* The MBTA implements international treaties devised to protect migratory birds and any of their parts, eggs,
and nests from activities such as hunting, pursuing, capturing, killing, selling, and shipping, unless expressly
authorized in the regulations or by permit. As authorized by the MBTA, the USFWS issues permits to qualified
applicants for the following types of activities: falconry, raptor propagation, scientific collecting, special purposes
(rehabilitation, education, migratory game bird propagation, and salvage), take of depredating birds, taxidermy,
and waterfowl sale and disposal. The regulations governing migratory bird permits are in 50 CFR part 13 General
Permit Procedures and 50 CFR part 21 Migratory Bird Permits. The State of California has incorporated the
protection of birds of prey in Sections 3800, 3513, and 3503.5 of the CDFG Code.

Federal Clean Water Act (CWA)

“Wetlands and other waters of the U.S. are subject to the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et
seq., 1972). Together, the EPA and the USACE determine whether they have jurisdiction over the non-navigable
tributaries that are not relatively permanent based on a fact-specific analysis to determine if there is a significant
nexus. These non-navigable tributaries include wetlands adjacent to non-navigable tributaries that are not relatively
permanent and wetlands adjacent to but that does not directly abut a relatively permanent non-navigable
tributary.”> The definition of waters of the United States includes rivers, streams, estuaries, the territorial seas,
ponds, lakes, and wetlands. Wetlands are defined as those areas “that are inundated or saturated by surface or
groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a
prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions (33 CFR 328.3 7b).” The U.S. EPA also
has authority over wetlands and may override an USACE permit. Substantial impacts to wetlands may require an
individual permit. Projects that only minimally affect wetlands may meet the conditions of one of the existing
Nationwide Permits. A Water Quality Certification or Waiver pursuant to Section 401 of the CWA is required for
Section 404 permit actions; this certification or waiver is issued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

State of California

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (formerly Dept. of Fish and Game)

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) regulates the modification of the bed, bank, or channel of a
waterway under Sections 1601-1607 of the California Fish and Game Code. Also included are modifications that
divert, obstruct, or change the natural flow of a waterway. Any party who proposes an activity that may modify a
feature regulated by the Fish and Game Code must notify DFW before project construction. DFW will then decide
whether to enter into a Streambed Alteration Agreement with the project applicant either under Section 1601 (for
public entities) or Section 1603 (for private entities) of the Fish and Game Code.

4Tulare County 2030 General Plan RDEIR. Page 3.11-2. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/generalplan2010/RecirculatedDraftEIR.pdf
5lbid. 3.11-1 and -2.
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California Endangered Species Act

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFE or DFW) administers the California Endangered Species Act 9
(CESA OR ESA) of 1984 (Fish and Game Code Section 2080), which regulates the listing and “take” of endangered
and threatened State-listed species. A “take” may be permitted by the California Department of Fish and Game
[Wildlife] through implementing a management agreement. “Take” is defined by the California Endangered Species
Act as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill” a State-listed species
(Fish and Game Code Sec. 86). Under State laws, DFW is empowered to review projects for their potential impacts
to State-listed species and their habitats.

The DFW maintains lists for Candidate-Endangered Species (SCE) and Candidate-Threatened Species (SCT).
California candidate species are afforded the same level of protection as State-listed species. California also
designates Species of Special Concern (CSC) that are species of limited distribution, declining populations,
diminishing habitat, or unusual scientific, recreational, or educational value. These species do not have the same
legal protection as listed species, but may be added to official lists in the future. The CSC list is intended by DFW as
a management tool for consideration in future land use decisions (Fish and Game Code Section 2080).°

All State lead agencies must consult with DFW under the California Endangered Species Act when a proposed project
may affect State-listed species. DFW would determine if a project under review would jeopardize or result in taking
of a State-listed species, or destroy or adversely modify its essential habitat, also known as a “jeopardy finding”
(Fish and Game Code Sec. 2090). For projects where DFW has made a jeopardy finding, DFW must specify
reasonable and prudent alternatives to the proposed project to the State lead agency (Fish and Game Code Sec.
2090 et seq.).’

Fully Protected Species

The State of California first began to designate species as fully protected prior to the creation of the CESA and FESA.
Lists of fully protected species were initially developed to provide protection to those animals that were rare or
faced possible extinction, and included fish, amphibians, reptiles, birds, and mammals. Most fully protected species
have since been listed as threatened or endangered pursuant to the CESA and/or FESA. The regulations that
implement the Fully Protected Species Statute (CDFG Code Section 4700) provide that fully protected species may
not be taken or possessed at any time. Furthermore, the CDFG prohibits any state agency from issuing incidental
take permits for fully protected species, except for necessary scientific research.

Native Plant Protection Act

Regarding listed rare and endangered plant species, the CESA defers to the California Native Plant Protection Act
(NPPA) of 1977 (CDFG Code Sections 1900 to 1913), which prohibits importing of rare and endangered plants into
California, and the taking and selling of rare and endangered plants. The CESA includes an additional listing category
for threatened plants that are not protected pursuant to NPPA. In this case, plants listed as rare or endangered
pursuant to the NPPA are not protected pursuant to CESA, but can be protected pursuant to the CEQA. In addition,
plants that are not state listed, but that meet the standards for listing, are also protected pursuant to CEQA
(Guidelines, Section 15380). In practice, this is generally interpreted to mean that all species on lists 1B and 2 of the
CNPS Inventory potentially qualify for protection pursuant to CEQA, and some species on lists 3 and 4 of the CNPS
Inventory may qualify for protection pursuant to CEQA. List 3 includes plants for which more information is needed
on taxonomy or distribution. Some of these are rare and endangered enough to qualify for protection pursuant to

6 General Plan Background Report. Pages 9-7 and 9-8. Accessed May 2024 at: Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR
7 1bid. 9-8.
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CEQA. List 4 includes plants of limited distribution that may qualify for protection if their abundance and distribution
characteristics are found to meet the standards for listing.

Natural Communities Conservation Planning Act

The Natural Communities Conservation Planning Act allows a process for developing natural community
conservation plans (NCCPs) under DFW direction. NCCPs allow for regional protection of wildlife diversity, while
allowing compatible development. DFW may permit takings of State-listed species whose conservation and
management are provided in a NCCP, once a NCCP is prepared (Fish and Game Code Secs. 2800 et seq.).®

Federally and State-Protected Lands

Ownership of California’s wildlands is divided primarily between federal, state, and private entities. State-owned
land is managed under the leadership of the Departments of Fish and Game (DFW), Parks and Recreation, and
Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF). Tulare County has protected lands in the form of wildlife refuges, national parks,
and other lands that have large limitations on appropriate land uses. Some areas are created to protect special
status species and their ecosystems.®

California Wetlands Conservation Policy

The California Wetlands Conservation Policy’s goal is to establish a policy framework and strategy that will ensure
no overall net loss and achieve a long-term net gain in the quantity, quality, and permanence of wetlands acreage
and values in California. Additionally, the policy aims to reduce procedural complexity in the administration of State
and federal wetlands conservation programs and to encourage partnerships with a primary focus on landowner
incentive programs and cooperative planning efforts. These objectives are achieved through three policy means:
statewide policy initiatives, three geographically based regional strategies in which wetland programs can be
implemented, and creation of interagency wetlands task force to direct and coordinate administration and
implementation of the policy. Leading agencies include the Resources Agency and the California Environmental
Protection Agency (Cal/EPA) in cooperation with Business, Transportation and Housing Agency, Department of Food
and Agriculture, Trade and Commerce Agency, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Department of Fish and
Game, Department of Water Resources, and the State Water Resources Control Board. °

Birds of Prey

Birds of Prey are protected under the California Fish and Game Code Section 3503.5, which states:

“It is unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in the orders Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds-of-prey) or to
take, possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation

adopted pursuant thereto.”

This includes any construction disturbance which could lead to nest abandonment, which is considered a “taking”
by the DFW.

8 Op. Cit.
9 Op. Cit. 9-9.
10 Op,. Cit.
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CEQA and Oak Woodland Protection

CEQA Statute Section 21083.4, “Counties; Conversion of Oak Woodlands; Mitigation Alternatives,” requires that
counties determine whether a development will have potential impacts on oak woodlands:

21083.4(a): “For purposes of this section, “oak” means a native tree species in the genus Quercus, not designated
as Group A or Group B commercial species pursuant to regulations adopted by the State Board of Forestry and Fire
Protection pursuant to Section 4526, and that is 5 inches or more in diameter at breast height.”

21083.4(b): “...a county shall determine whether a project within its jurisdiction may result in a conversion of oak
woodlands that will have a significant effect on the environment. If a county determines that there may be a
significant effect to oak woodlands, the county shall require one or more [of the following] oak woodlands
mitigation alternatives to mitigate the significant effect of the conversion of oak woodlands.”

Local
The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project such as:

e ERM-1.1 Protection of Rare and Endangered Species which protects environmentally sensitive wildlife and
plant life, including those species designated as rare, threatened, and/or endangered by State and/or Federal
government, through compatible land use development;

e EFRM-1.4 Protect Riparian Areas where the County shall protect riparian areas through habitat preservation,
designation as open space or recreational land uses, bank stabilization, and development controls;

e ERM-1.6 Management of Wetlands where the County shall support the preservation and management of
wetland and riparian plant communities for passive recreation, groundwater recharge, and wildlife
habitats;

e ERM-1.7 Planting of Native Vegetation where the County shall encourage the planting of native trees,
shrubs, and grasslands in order to preserve the visual integrity of the landscape, provide habitat conditions
suitable for native vegetation and wildlife, and ensure that a maximum number and variety of well-adapted
plants are maintained;

e ERM-1.16 Cooperate with Wildlife Agencies which states that the County shall cooperate with State and
federal wildlife agencies to address linkages between habitat areas; and,

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, 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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? Less Than
Significant Impact.

The proposed project site has been developed for at least 30 years and is an approved county project with building
permits, land divisions, minor modifications, and special use permits. The project site had encompassed three
special status plant species at some point; however, due to the most recent siting year was in 1975 and recent
developments, no adverse effects are identifiable to affect any candidate, sensitive or special status species in the

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 2.4-7



local or regional plans, policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

According to the CNDDB search and as described in the Bio Memo in Attachment “B” of this MND, three (3) Special
Status plant species are known to occur in the Project site but there are no Special Status animal species, or special
habitats that occur on the site. Also as noted in the Bio Memo, there are 3 special status plant recordings and two
(2) Special Status animal species in a 0.5-mile vicinity of the Project site. However, because the Project site has been
and continues to be actively farmed, it is unlikely that any special status plant would be present due to the
constantly disturbed soils that accompany agricultural-related activities which results in constant disturbance of
habitat suitable for special status plant species. Also, no trees are present within the Project site which could be
used as nesting or roosting for special status birds. However, as the Project lies within the historical range of special
status plants, nesting raptors/migratory birds, and Blunt-nose Leopard Lizard; Mitigation Measures 4-1 through 4-
9 are included as an abundance of caution.

Therefore, the Project will not significantly impact any biological plant or animal species. The Project will not have
a significant direct or cumulative impact or create an unusual circumstance that will cause the Project to have a
significant effect on the biological resources of the area and environment. See Mitigation Measures 4-1 through 4-
9.

b) Would the project 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 California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? Less Than Significant Impact.

The California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) reported in the project quad, Sausalito school, one natural
community; however, this was not within the project site or vicinity. The location of the natural community is
approximately four miles directly north of the project site. Both the Federal and State did not classify the status of
the Northern Claypan Vernal Pool, however, both have assigned the natural community as critically imperiled due
to the rarity of the element. Due to the distance, the project will not have adverse effects 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 Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

c) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means? Less Than Significant Impact.

The project contains two freshwater pond habitats classified as PUBFx according to the National Wetlands
Inventory. These wetlands are located on the northwest corners of the project site. The “P” code classification
denotes Palustrine system, which encompasses nontidal wetlands occurring in areas where salinity due to ocean-
derived salts is below 0.5ppt. These wetlands have specific characteristics, including an area less than 20 acres;
absence of active wave-formed or bedrock shoreline features; water depth in the deepest part of basin less than
2.5 m at low water; and salinity below 0.5 ppt. The “UB” refers to wetlands and deepwater habitats with at least
25% cover of particles smaller than stones and vegetative cover less than 30%. The “F” symbolizes a semi-
permanently flooded water regime, indicating the surface water persists throughout most of the growing season.
The “x” identifies wetland basins or channels excavated by humans. From an aerial view these wetlands don’t
appear to hold any water after the year 2009. The reference image can be found in the biological resource
evaluation as attachment | “USFW National Wetland Inventory (NWI) Map”.

d) Would the project 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? Less Than Significant Impact.
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Out of the 44 elements recorded within the nine-quad report, only one was classified as fish, specifically the Kern
brook lamprey. However, the species was not found within the project site, vicinity or quad. Therefore, the project
is expected to have less than significant impact on 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) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance? Less Than Significant Impact.

The project will not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance. As the project site surrounding areas have been developed for agricultural
activities and currently host a processing plant for almonds.

f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? Less Than Significant

Impact.

The almond facility expansion will not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

Mitigation Measure(s): See Mitigation Measure 4-1 through 4-9 in Attachment “F” (in their entirety)
The Mitigation Measures contained in the Bio Memo have been sequenced differently and numbered rather than
using the format contained in the Bio Memo. Following is a summarized version of the mitigation measures; the full

text is available in Attachment “F” Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).

Surveys/Education

4-1 Pre-construction plant surveys.
4-2 Pre-construction animal surveys (San Joaquin kit fox, nesting raptors/birds, burrowing owl).
4-3 Employee education program.

Nesting Raptors and Migratory Birds, including loggerhead shrike and tricolor blackbird

4-4 Pre-Construction Survey
4-5 Avoidance.
4-6 Buffers.

4-7 Compensatory Mitigation
4-8 Mortality Reporting

Blunt Nosed-Leopard Lizard
4-9 Pre-Construction Survey
4-10 Avoidance and Minimization.

4-11  Mortality Reporting.

Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure 4-1 through 4-11, as applicable, would reduce impacts to Less Than
Significant.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 2.4-9



V.

CULTURAL RESOURCES
LESS THAN
LESS THAN
. SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
Would the project: SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursuant ] ] ]
to Section 15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource J J J
pursuant to Section 15064.57?
c) Disturb any human remains, including those

O O O

interred outside of formal cemeteries?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of

1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse

Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.
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e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two 10-hour shifts, four to five days a week, depending on the season, with 87
employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated to
add eight employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Cultural Resources, etc.;
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

Cultural resources are protected by several federal regulations, none of which are relevant to this project because
it will not be located on lands administered by a federal agency and the proposed Project applicant is not requesting
federal funding and does not require any permits from any federal agencies.

State

California State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP)

“The California State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) is responsible for administering federally and state
mandated historic preservation programs to further the identification, evaluation, registration and protection of
California's irreplaceable archaeological and historical resources under the direction of the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO), a gubernatorial appointee, and the State Historical Resources Commission.

OHP's responsibilities include:
¢ Identifying, evaluating, and registering historic properties;
e Ensuring compliance with federal and state regulatory obligations;
e Encouraging the adoption of economic incentives programs designed to benefit property owners;
e Encouraging economic revitalization by promoting a historic preservation ethic through preservation
education and public awareness and, most significantly, by demonstrating leadership and stewardship for
historic preservation in California.

Architectural Review and Incentives

OHP administers the Federal Historic Preservation Tax Incentives Program and provides architectural review and
technical assistance to other government agencies and the general public in the following areas:
e Interpretation and application of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment
of Historic Properties;
e General assistance with and interpretation of the California Historical Building Code and provisions for
qualified historic properties under the Americans with Disabilities Act;
e Developing and implementing design guidelines;
e Preservation incentives available for historic properties;
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e Sustainability and adaptive reuse of historic properties.”?

Information Management

The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) consists of the California Office of Historic
Preservation (OHP), nine Information Centers (ICs), and the State Historical Resources Commission (SHRC). The
OHP administers and coordinates the CHRIS and presents proposed CHRIS policies to the SHRC, which approves
these polices in public meetings. The CHRIS Inventory includes the State Historic Resources Inventory
maintained by the OHP as defined in California Public Resources Code § 5020.1(p), and the larger number of
resource records and research reports managed under contract by the nine 1Cs.”? “The CHRIS Information
Centers (ICs) are located on California State University and University of California campuses in regions
throughout the state. The nine ICs provide historical resources information, generally on a fee-for-service basis,
to local governments, state and federal agencies, Native American tribes, and individuals with responsibilities
under the National Environmental Policy Act, the National Historic Preservation Act, and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as well as to the general public.”® Tulare, Fresno, Kern, Kings and Madera
counties are served by the Southern San Joaquin Valley Historical Resources Information Center (Center),
located at California State University, Bakersfield in Bakersfield, CA. The Center provides information on known
historic and cultural resources to governments, institutions, and individuals.

“Local Government Assistance

OHP works with California's city and county governments to aid them in integrating historic preservation into the
broader context of overall community planning and development activities by adopting a comprehensive
approach to preservation planning which combines identification, evaluation, and registration of historical
resources with strong local planning powers, economic incentives, and informed public participation.

OHP provides guidance and technical assistance to city and county governments in the following areas:
e Drafting or updating preservation plans and ordinances;
e Planning for and conducting architectural, historical, and archeological surveys;
e Developing criteria for local designation programs, historic districts, historic preservation overlay zones
(HPOZs), and conservation districts;
e Developing design guidelines using the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards;
e Developing economic incentives for historic preservation;
e Training local commissions and review boards;
e Meeting CEQA responsibilities with regard to historical resources.

OHP also administers the Certified Local Government (CLG) Program and distributes at least 10% of its annual
federal Historic Preservation Fund allocation to CLGs through a competitive grant program to them in achieving
their historic preservation goals.

Environmental Compliance: Section 106, PRC 5024, and CEQA

OHP reviews and comments on thousands of federally sponsored projects annually pursuant to Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act and state programs and projects pursuant to Sections 5024 and 5024.5 of the

! California State Parks. Office of Historic Preservation. Mission and Responsibilities. Accessed April 2024 at: Mission and Responsibilities (ca.gov) or
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=1066.

2 California State Parks. Office of Historic Preservation April 2024 at: http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=1068.

3 California State Parks. Office of Historic Preservation. About the CHRIS Information Centers. Accessed April 2024 at:
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=28730.
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Public Resources Code. OHP also reviews and comments on local government and state projects pursuant to
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The purpose of OHP's project review program is to promote the preservation of California's heritage resources by
ensuring that projects and programs carried out or sponsored by federal and state agencies comply with federal
and state historic preservation laws and that projects are planned in ways that avoid any adverse effects to
heritage resources. If adverse effects cannot be avoided, the OHP assists project sponsors in developing
measures to minimize or mitigate such effects.

State and Federal Registration Programs

OHP administers the National Register of Historic Places, the California Register of Historical Resources, the
California Historical Landmarks, and the California Points of Historical Interest programs. Each program has
different eligibility criteria and procedural requirements; all register nominations must be submitted to the
Commission for review and approval.

Eligible and listed resources may be eligible for tax benefits and are recognized as part of the environment under
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).*

A historical resource may be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) if it meets
the following Criteria for Designation:
> Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional
history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States (Criterion 1).
> Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California or national history (Criterion 2).
» Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of construction or represents
the work of a master or possesses high artistic values (Criterion 3).
» Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history of the local
area, California or the nation (Criterion 4).>

Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)

“In 1976, the California State Government passed AB 4239, establishing the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) as the primary government agency responsible for identifying and cataloging Native American cultural
resources. Up until this point, there had been little government participation in the protection of California’s cultural
resources. As such, one of the NAHC's primary duties, as stated in AB 4239, was to prevent irreparable damage to
designated sacred sites, as well as to prevent interference with the expression of Native American religion in
California. Furthermore, the bill authorized the Commission to act in order to prevent damage to and insure Native
American access to sacred sites.

Moreover, the Commission could request that the court issue an injunction for the site, unless it found evidence
that public interest and necessity required otherwise. In addition, the bill authorized the commission to prepare an
inventory of Native American sacred sites located on public lands and required the commission to review current
administrative and statutory protections accorded to such sites. In 1982, legislation was passed authorizing the
Commission to identify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) when Native American human remains were discovered
any place other than a dedicated cemetery. MLDs were granted the legal authority to make recommendations
regarding the treatment and disposition of the discovered remains. These recommendations, although they cannot
halt work on the project site, give MLDs a means by which to ensure that the Native American human remains are

4 lbid.
5 California Register: Criteria for Designation. April 2024 at: https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=21238
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treated in the appropriate manner. Today, the NAHC provides protection to Native American human burials and
skeletal remains from vandalism and inadvertent destruction. It also provides a legal means by which Native
American descendants can make known their concerns regarding the need for sensitive treatment and disposition
of Native American burials, skeletal remains, and items associated with Native American burials.”®

As noted in their website, “The California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC or Commission), created in
statute in 1976 (Chapter 1332, Statutes of 1976), is a nine-member body whose members are appointed by the
Governor. The NAHC identifies, catalogs, and protects Native American cultural resources -- ancient places of special
religious or social significance to Native Americans and known ancient graves and cemeteries of Native Americans
on private and public lands in California. The NAHC is also charged with ensuring California Native American tribes’
accessibility to ancient Native American cultural resources on public lands, overseeing the treatment and
disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains and burial items, and administering the
California Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (CaINAGPRA), among many other powers and
duties.”’

Additional State regulatory requirements regarding tribal cultural resources (such as AB 52 and SB 18 Tribal
Consultation Guidelines) can be found at Item 18 Tribal Cultural Resources.

CEQA Guidelines: Historical Resources Definition

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a) defines a historical resource as:

“(1) A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission, for listing in
the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code §5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4850 et seq.).

(2) A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in section 5020.1(k) of the Public
Resources Code or identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting the requirements section
5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code, shall be presumed to be historically or culturally significant. Public
agencies must treat any such resource as significant unless the preponderance of evidence demonstrates that
it is not historically or culturally significant.

(3) Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be
historically significant or significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural,
educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California may be considered to be an historical
resource, provided the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole
record. Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the
resource meets the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (Pub. Res. Code
§5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852) including the following:

(A) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage;

(B) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

(Q) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

(D) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

(4) The fact that a resource is not listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, not included in a local register of historical resources (pursuant to section 5020.1(k) of
the Public Resources Code), or identified in an historical resources survey (meeting the criteria in section

6 California Native American Heritage Commission. About The Native American Heritage Commission. Accessed April 2024 at: http://nahc.ca.gov/about/.
7 1bid. Welcome. Accessed April 2024 at: http://nahc.ca.gov/.
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5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code) does not preclude a lead agency from determining that the resource
may be an historical resource as defined in Public Resources Code sections 5020.1(j) or 5024.1.”8

CEQA Guidelines: Archaeological Resources

Section 15064.5(c) of CEQA Guidelines provides specific guidance on the treatment of archaeological resources as
noted below.

“(1) When a Project will impact an archaeological site, a lead agency shall first determine whether the site is an
historical resource, as defined in subdivision (a).

(2) Ifalead agency determines that the archaeological site is an historical resource, it shall refer to the provisions
of Section 21084.1 of the Public Resources Code, and this section, Section 15126.4 of the Guidelines, and the
limits contained in Section 21083.2 of the Public Resources Code do not apply.

(3) If an archaeological site does not meet the criteria defined in subdivision (a), but does meet the definition of
a unique archeological resource in Section 21083.2 of the Public Resources Code, the site shall be treated in
accordance with the provisions of section 21083.2. The time and cost limitations described in Public
Resources Code Section 21083.2 (c—f) do not apply to surveys and site evaluation activities intended to
determine whether the Project location contains unique archaeological resources.

(4) If an archaeological resource is neither a unique archaeological nor an historical resource, the effects of the
Project on those resources shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment. It shall be
sufficient that both the resource and the effect on it are noted in the Initial Study or EIR, if one is prepared
to address impacts on other resources, but they need not be considered further in the CEQA process.”®

CEQA Guidelines: Human Remains

Public Resources Code Sections 5097.94 and 5097.98 provide guidance on the disposition of Native American burials
(human remains), and fall within the jurisdiction of the Native American Heritage Commission:

“(d) When an initial study identifies the existence of, or the probable likelihood, of Native American human
remains within the Project, a lead agency shall work with the appropriate Native Americans as identified by
the Native American Heritage Commission as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The
applicant may develop an agreement for treating or disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains
and any Items associated with Native American burials with the appropriate Native Americans as identified
by the Native American Heritage Commission. Action implementing such an agreement is exempt from:

(1) The general prohibition on disinterring, disturbing, or removing human remains from any location other
than a dedicated cemetery (Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5).
(2) The requirements of CEQA and the Coastal Act.°

“(e) In the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any human remains in any location other than a
dedicated cemetery, the following steps should be taken:
(1) There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected
to overlie adjacent human remains until:
(A) The coroner of the county in which the remains are discovered must be contacted to determine
that no investigation of the cause of death is required, and
(B) If the coroner determines the remains to be Native American:

8 California Natural Resources Agency. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. Section 15064.5(a). Statute and Guidelines - California
Association of Environmental Professionals. Accessed April 2024 at: https://www.califaep.org/statute _and guidelines.php

9 lbid. Section 15064.5(c).

10 Op. Cit. Section 15064.5(d).

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 2.5-6


https://www.califaep.org/statute_and_guidelines.php

1. The coroner shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours.

2. The Native American Heritage Commission shall identify the person or persons it believes to be
the most likely descended from the deceased Native American.

3. The most likely descendent may make recommendations to the landowner or the person
responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or disposing of, with appropriate
dignity, the human remains and any associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources
Code Section 5097.98, or

(2) Where the following conditions occur, the landowner or his authorized representative shall rebury the

Native American human remains and associated grave goods with appropriate dignity on the property

in a location not subject to further subsurface disturbance.

(A) The Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identify a most likely descendent or the
most likely descendent failed to make a recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by
the commission.

(B) The descendant identified fails to make a recommendation; or

(C) The landowner or his authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the descendant,
and the mediation by the Native American Heritage Commission fails to provide measures
acceptable to the landowner.!

“(f) As part of the objectives, criteria, and procedures required by Section 21082 of the Public Resources Code, a
lead agency should make provisions for historical or unique archaeological resources accidentally discovered
during construction. These provisions should include an immediate evaluation of the find by a qualified
archaeologist. If the find is determined to be an historical or unique archaeological resource, contingency
funding and a time allotment sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance measures or appropriate
mitigation should be available. Work could continue on other parts of the building site while historical or
unique archaeological resource mitigation takes place.” 2

CEQA Guidelines: Paleontological Resources

Public Resources Code Section 5097.5 prohibits excavation or removal of any “vertebrate paleontological site... or
any other archaeological, paleontological or historical feature, situated on public lands, except with express
permission of the public agency having jurisdiction over such lands.”

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)

“(b) Mitigation Measures Related to Impacts on Historical Resources.

(1) Where maintenance, repair, stabilization, rehabilitation, restoration, preservation, conservation or
reconstruction of the historical resource will be conducted in a manner consistent with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating,
Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings (1995), Weeks and Grimmer, the project’s impact on the
historical resource shall generally be considered mitigated below a level of significance and thus is not
significant.

(2) In some circumstances, documentation of an historical resource, by way of historic narrative, photographs
or architectural drawings, as mitigation for the effects of demolition of the resource will not mitigate the
effects to a point where clearly no significant effect on the environment would occur.

(3) Public agencies should, whenever feasible, seek to avoid damaging effects on any historical resource of an
archaeological nature. The following factors shall be considered and discussed in an EIR for a project
involving such an archaeological site:

1 Op. Cit. Section 15064.5 (e).
12 Op. Cit. Section 15064.5(f).
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(A)  Preservation in place is the preferred manner of mitigating impacts to archaeological sites.
Preservation in place maintains the relationship between artifacts and the archaeological context.
Preservation may also avoid conflict with religious or cultural values of groups associated with the
site.

(B) Preservation in place may be accomplished by, but is not limited to, the following:

1. Planning construction to avoid archaeological sites;

2. Incorporation of sites within parks, greenspace, or other open space;

3. Covering the archaeological sites with a layer of chemically stable soil before building tennis
courts, parking lots, or similar facilities on the site.

4. Deeding the site into a permanent conservation easement.

(C)  When data recovery through excavation is the only feasible mitigation, a data recovery plan, which
makes provisions for adequately recovering the scientifically consequential information from and
about the historical resource, shall be prepared and adopted prior to any excavation being
undertaken. Such studies shall be deposited with the California Historical Resources Regional
Information Center. Archeological sites known to contain human remains shall be treated in
accordance with the provisions of Section 7050.5 Health and Safety Code. If an artifact must be
removed during project excavation or testing, curation may be an appropriate mitigation.

(D) Data recovery shall not be required for an historical resource if the lead agency determines that
testing or studies already completed have adequately recovered the scientifically consequential
information from and about the archaeological or historical resource, provided that the
determination is documented in the EIR and that the studies are deposited with the California
Historical Resources Regional Information Center.”*3

Public Resources Code §5097.5

California Public Resources Code §5097.5 prohibits excavation or removal of any “vertebrate paleontological
site...or any other archaeological, paleontological or historical feature, situated on public lands, except with express
permission of the public agency having jurisdiction over such lands.” Public lands are defined to include lands owned
by or under the jurisdiction of the state or any city, county, district, authority or public corporation, or any agency
thereof. Section 5097.5 states that any unauthorized disturbance or removal of archaeological, historical, or
paleontological materials or sites located on public lands is a misdemeanor.

Human Remains

Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code states that in the event of discovery or recognition of any
human remains in any location other than a dedicated cemetery, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance
of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains until the coroner of the county in
which the remains are discovered has determined whether or not the remains are subject to the coroner’s
authority. If the human remains are of Native American origin, the coroner must notify the Native American
Heritage Commission within 24 hours of this identification. The Native American Heritage Commission will identify
a Native American Most Likely Descendant (MLD) to inspect the site and provide recommendations for the proper
treatment of the remains and associated grave goods.

Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project:

13 Op. Cit. Section 15126.4(b).
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e ERM-6.1 Evaluation of Cultural and Archaeological Resources which states that the County shall participate
in and support efforts to identify its significant cultural and archaeological resources using appropriate State
and Federal standards;

e ERM-6.2 Protection of Resources with Potential State or Federal Designations wherein the County shall
protect cultural and archaeological sites with demonstrated potential for placement on the National
Register of Historic Places and/or inclusion in the California State Office of Historic Preservation’s California
Points of Interest and California Inventory of Historic Resources. Such sites may be of Statewide or local
significance and have anthropological, cultural, military, political, architectural, economic, scientific,
religious, or other values as determined by a qualified archaeological professional;

e FERM-6.3 Alteration of Sites with Identified Cultural Resources which states that when planning any
development or alteration of a site with identified cultural or archaeological resources, consideration
should be given to ways of protecting the resources. Development can be permitted in these areas only
after a site specific investigation has been conducted pursuant to CEQA to define the extent and value of
resource, and mitigation measures proposed for any impacts the development may have on the resource;

e ERM-6.4 Mitigation — which states that if preservation of cultural resources is not feasible, every effort shall
be made to mitigate impacts, including relocation of structures, adaptive reuse, preservation of facades,
and thorough documentation and archival of records;

e ERM-6.7 Cooperation of Property Owners where the County should encourage the cooperation of property
owners to treat cultural resources as assets rather than liabilities, and encourage public support for the
preservation of these resources;

e ERM-6.8 Solicit Input from Local Native Americans (which is consistent with AB 52 in regards to Tribal
Consultation) wherein the County shall continue to solicit input from the local Native American
communities in cases where development may result in disturbance to sites containing evidence of Native
American activity and/or to sites of cultural importance;

e ERM-6.9 Confidentiality of Archaeological Sites which is also consistent with AB 52) where the County shall,
within its power, maintain confidentiality regarding the locations of archaeological sites in order to preserve
and protect these resources from vandalism and the unauthorized removal of artifacts;

e ERM-6.10 Grading Cultural Resources Sites wherein the County shall ensure all grading activities conform
to the County’s Grading Ordinance and California Code of Regulations, Title 20, § 2501 et. Seq.

Project Impact Analysis

a)—b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to Section
15064.5? Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5? Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation:

As noted previously, information provided by the Southern San Valley Historical Resources Information Center, at California
State University, Bakersfield (Center) and the California Native American Heritage Commission (NHAC) Sacred Lands File
(SLF) search (included in Attachment “C” of this document) were used as the basis for determining that the proposed
Project would result in a less than significant impact with mitigation. Although no cultural resources were identified within
the proposed Project area in the records search, there is a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered during
proposed Project construction-related activities. In such an unlikely event, potentially significant impacts to previously
unknown subsurface resources may occur. However, implementation of the Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-3 will
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reduce potential impacts in the unlikely event of encountering an historical or archaeological resource to a Less Than
Significant Impact with mitigation.

c) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries? Less Than
Significant Impact With Mitigation:

As noted in Items a) and b), CHRIS, NAHC, SLF searches, and consultation with Native American tribes did not identify any
known remains or formal cemeteries. However unlikely, there is a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered
during construction-related activities. In such an unlikely event, potentially significant impacts to previously unknown
subsurface resources may occur. With the implementation of Mitigation Measure 5-3, inadvertent disturbance of any
human remains (including those interred outside of formal cemeteries) resulting in the discovery of human remains would
require work to halt in the vicinity of a find until the County coroner determines whether the remains are Native American
in origin and, if they are, contacting the Native American Heritage Commission.

Mitigation Measure(s) See Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-3 in Attachment “F” (in their entirety)
5-1 Discovery
5-2 Cessation of Work/Preservation/Treatment Plan/PRC 21074
5-3 Implementation of Health and Safety Code section 7050.5, CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, PRC 5097.98

Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure 5-1 through 5-3, as applicable, would reduce impacts to Less
Than Significant Impact With Mitigation.
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VI.

ENERGY
LESs THAN
LESs THAN
. SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
Would the project: SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION
a) Result in potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of J J J
energy resources, during project
construction or operation?
b)

Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan n n
for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

O

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of

1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.
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e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Energy, etc.; contained
in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the Tulare
County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if available,
additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

Energy Policy Act of 2005

The Energy Policy Act of 2005 seeks to reduce reliance on non-renewable energy resources and provide incentives
to reduce current demand on these resources. For example, under the Act, consumers and businesses can obtain
federal tax credits for purchasing fuel-efficient appliances and products, including buying hybrid vehicles, building
energy-efficient buildings, and improving the energy efficiency of commercial buildings. Additionally, tax credits are
available for the installation of qualified fuel cells, stationary microturbine power plants, and solar power
equipment.

State

California Energy Commission

The California Energy Commission (CEC) was created in 1974 to serve as the state's primary energy policy and planning
agency. The CEC is tasked with reducing energy costs and environmental impacts of energy use - such as greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions - while ensuring a safe, resilient, and reliable supply of energy.

State of California Integrated Energy Policy (SB 1389)

In 2002, the Legislature passed Senate Bill 1389, which required the CEC to develop an integrated energy plan every
two years for electricity, natural gas, and transportation fuels, for the California Energy Policy Report. The plan calls
for the state to assist in the transformation of the transportation system to improve air quality, reduce congestion,
and increase the efficient use of fuel supplies with the least environmental and energy costs. To further this policy,
the plan identifies a number of strategies, including assistance to public agencies and fleet operators in implementing
incentive programs for Zero Emission Vehicles and their infrastructure needs, and encouragement of urban designs
that reduce vehicles miles traveled (VMT) and accommodate pedestrian and bicycle access. The CEC adopted the 2022
Integrated Energy Policy Report in February 2023.

The 2022 Integrated Energy Policy Report Update (Update) provides the results of the CEC’s assessment of a variety
of issues. The Update provides updates on a variety of energy issues facing California. These issues will require action
if the state is to meet its climate, energy, air quality, and other environmental goals while maintaining reliability and
controlling costs.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 2.6-2



Renewable Portfolio Standard (SB 1078 and SB 107)

Established in 2002 under SB 1078, the State’s Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) was amended under SB 107 to
require accelerated energy reduction goals by requiring that by the year 2010, 20 percent of electricity sales in the
state be served by renewable energy resources. In years following its adoption, Executive Order S-14-08 was signed,
requiring electricity retail sellers to provide 33 percent of their service loads with renewable energy by the year 2020.
In 2011, SB X1-2 was signed, aligning the RPS target with the 33 percent requirement by the year 2020. This new RPS
applied to all state electricity retailers, including publicly owned utilities, investor-owned utilities, electrical service
providers, and community choice aggregators. All entities included under the RPS were required to adopt the RPS 20
percent by year 2020 reduction goal by the end of 2013, adopt a reduction goal of 25 percent by the end of 2016, and
meet the 33 percent reduction goal by the end of 2020. In addition, the Air Resources Board (ARB), under Executive
Order S-21-09, was required to adopt regulations consistent with these 33 percent renewable energy targets.

California Energy Code (Title 24, Part 6, Building Energy Efficiency Standards)

California Code of Regulations Title 24, Part 6 comprises the California Energy Code, which was adopted to ensure that
building construction, system design and installation achieve energy efficiency. The California Energy Code was first
established in 1978 by the CEC in response to a legislative mandate to reduce California’s energy consumption, and
apply to energy consumed for heating, cooling, ventilation, water heating, and lighting in new residential and non-
residential buildings. The standards are updated periodically to increase the baseline energy efficiency requirements.
The 2013 Building Energy Efficiency Standards focus on several key areas to improve the energy efficiency of newly
constructed buildings and additions and alterations to existing buildings and include requirements to enable both
demand reductions during critical peak periods and future solar electric and thermal system installations. Although it
was not originally intended to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, electricity production by fossil fuels results in
GHG emissions and energy efficient buildings require less electricity. Therefore, increased energy efficiency results in
decreased GHG emissions.

California Green Building Standards Code (Title 24, Part Il, CALGreen)

The California Building Standards Commission adopted the California Green Buildings Standards Code (CALGreen in
Part 11 of the Title 24 Building Standards Code) for all new construction statewide on July 17, 2008. Originally, a
volunteer measure, the code became mandatory in 2010 and the most recent update (2019) went into effect on
January 1, 2019. CALGreen sets targets for energy efficiency, water consumption, dual plumbing systems for potable
and recyclable water, diversion of construction waste from landfills, and use of environmentally sensitive materials in
construction and design, including eco-friendly flooring, carpeting, paint, coatings, thermal insulation, and acoustical
wall and ceiling panels. The 2019 CALGreen Code includes mandatory measures for non-residential development
related to site development; water use; weather resistance and moisture management; construction waste reduction,
disposal, and recycling; building maintenance and operation; pollutant control; indoor air quality; environmental
comfort; and outdoor air quality. Mandatory measures for residential development pertain to green building; planning
and design; energy efficiency; water efficiency and conservation; material conservation and resource efficiency;
environmental quality; and installer and special inspector qualifications.

California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (Assembly Bill 32)

Assembly Bill 32 (Health and Safety Code Sections 38500—38599; AB 32), also known as the California Global Warming
Solutions Act of 2006, commits the state to achieving year 2000 GHG emission levels by 2010 and year 1990 levels by
2020. To achieve these goals, AB 32 tasked the CPUC and CEC with providing information, analysis, and
recommendations to the ARB regarding ways to reduce GHG emissions in the electricity and natural gas utility sectors.
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“In 2006, the Legislature passed the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 [Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32)], which
created a comprehensive, multi-year program to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in California. AB 32 required
the California Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) to develop a Scoping Plan that describes the approach California will
take to reduce GHGs to achieve the goal of reducing emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. The Scoping Plan was first
approved by the Board in 2008 and must be updated every five years. The First Update to the Climate Change Scoping
Plan was approved by the Board on May 22, 2014. In 2016, the Legislature passed SB 32, which codifies a 2030 GHG
emissions reduction target of 40 percent below 1990 levels. With SB 32, the Legislature passed companion legislation
AB 197, which provides additional direction for developing the Scoping Plan.”* California’s 2017 Climate Change
Scoping Plan was adopted in December 2018. The plan identifies the State’s strategy for achieving the 2030 emission
reduction targets.

Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act (SB 350)

The Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act (SB 350) was passed by California Governor Brown on October 7, 2015,
and establishes new clean energy, clean air, and GHG reduction goals for the year 2030 and beyond. SB 350 establishes
a GHG target of 40 percent below 1990 levels for the State of California, further enhancing the ability for the state to
meet the goal of reducing GHG emissions by 80 percent below 1990 levels by the year 2050.

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Requirements

“In 1974, the Legislature adopted the Warren-Alquist State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Act.
(Pub. Resources Code, § 25000 et seq.) That act created what is now known as the California Energy Commission and
enabled it to adopt building energy standards. (See, e.g., id. at § 25402.) At that time, the Legislature found the “rapid
rate of growth in demand for electric energy is in part due to wasteful, uneconomic, inefficient, and unnecessary uses
of power and a continuation of this trend will result in serious depletion or irreversible commitment of energy, land
and water resources, and potential threats to the state’s environmental quality.” [Id. at § 25002; see also § 25007 (“It
is further the policy of the state and the intent of the Legislature to employ a range of measures to reduce wasteful,
uneconomical, and unnecessary uses of energy, thereby reducing the rate of growth of energy consumption, prudently
conserve energy resources, and assure statewide environmental, public safety, and land use goals”)].

The same year that the Legislature adopted Warren-Alquist, it also added section 21100(b)(3) to CEQA, requiring
environmental impact reports to include “measures to reduce the wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary
consumption of energy.” As explained by a court shortly after it was enacted, the “energy mitigation amendment
is substantive and not procedural in nature and was enacted for the purpose of requiring the lead agencies to focus
upon the energy problem in the preparation of the final EIR.” [People v. County of Kern (1976) 62 Cal.App.3d 761,
774 (emphasis added)]. It compels an affirmative investigation of the project’s potential energy use and feasible
ways to reduce that use.

Though Appendix F of the CEQA Guidelines has contained guidance on energy analysis for decades, implementation
among lead agencies has not been consistent. (See, e.g., California Clean Energy Committee v. City of Woodland,
supra, 225 Cal.App.4th 173, 209.) While California is a leader in energy conservation, the importance of addressing
energy impacts has not diminished since 1974. On the contrary, given the need to avoid the effects of climate
change, energy use is an issue that we cannot afford to ignore. As the California Energy Commission’s Integrated
Energy Policy Report (2016) explains:

Energy fuels the economy, but it is also the biggest source of greenhouse gas emissions that lead to climate
change. Despite California’s leadership, Californians are experiencing the impacts of climate change
including higher temperatures, prolonged drought, and more wildfires. There is an urgent need to reduce

1 Air Resources Board. AB 32 Scoping Plan. Accessed May 2024 at: https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scopingplan.htm.
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greenhouse gas emissions and increase the state’s resiliency to climate change. With transportation
accounting for about 37 percent of California’s greenhouse gas emissions in 2014, transforming California’s
transportation system away from gasoline to zero emission and near-zero-emission vehicles is a
fundamental part of the state’s efforts to meet its climate goals. Energy efficiency and demand response
are also key components of the state’s strategy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. (Id. at pp. 5, 8, 10.)
Appendix F was revised in 2009 to clarify that analysis of energy impacts is mandatory. OPR today proposes
to add a subdivision in section 15126.2 on energy impacts to further elevate the issue and remove any
question about whether such an analysis is required.”?

Further, an “Explanation of Proposed Amendments” contained in the Proposed Update (and now adopted
amendments) to the CEQA Guidelines documents stated that OPR proposed to add a new subdivision (b) to section
15126.2 which discusses the required contents of an environmental impact report. The new subdivision would
specifically address the analysis of a project’s potential energy impacts. This addition is necessary for several reasons
explained as follows. 3

“The first sentence clarifies that an EIR must analyze whether a project will result in significant
environmental effects due to “wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy.” This
clarification is necessary to implement Public Resources Code section 21100(b)(3). Since the duty to impose
mitigation measures arises when a lead agency determines that the project may have a significant effect,
section 21100(b)(3) necessarily requires both analysis and a determination of significance in addition to
energy efficiency measures. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002).

The second sentence further clarifies that all aspects of the project must be considered in the analysis. This
clarification is consistent with the rule that lead agencies must consider the “whole of the project” in
considering impacts. It is also necessary to ensure that lead agencies consider issues beyond just building
design. (See, e.g., California Clean Energy Com. v. City of Woodland, supra, 225 Cal.App.4th at pp. 210-212.)
The analysis of vehicle miles traveled provided in proposed section 15064.3 [implementing Public Resources
Code section 21099 (SB 743)] on transportation impacts may be relevant to this analysis.

The third sentence signals that the analysis of energy impacts may need to extend beyond building code
compliance. (lbid.) The requirement to determine whether a project’s use of energy is “wasteful, inefficient,
and unnecessary” compels consideration of the project in its context. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21100(b)(3).)
While building code compliance is a relevant factor, the generalized rules in the building code will not
necessarily indicate whether a particular project’s energy use could be improved. (Tracy First v. City of Tracy
(2009) 177 Cal.App.4th 912, 933 [after analysis, lead agency concludes that project proposed to be at least
25% more energy efficient than the building code requires would have a less than significant impact); see
also CEQA Guidelines, Appendix F, § 11.C.4 (describing building code compliance as one of several different
considerations in determining the significance of a project’s energy impacts)]. That the Legislature added
the energy analysis requirement in CEQA at the same time that it created an Energy Commission authorized
to impose building energy standards indicates that compliance with the building code is a necessary but not
exclusive means of satisfying CEQA’s independent requirement to analyze energy impacts broadly.

The new proposed [now adopted] subdivision (b) also provides a cross-reference to Appendix F. This cross-reference
is necessary to direct lead agencies to the more detailed provisions contained in that appendix. Finally, new
proposed subdivision (b) cautions that the analysis of energy impacts is subject to the rule of reason and must focus

2 State of California. Office of Planning and Research. Proposed Update to the CEQA Guidelines. November 2017. Pages 65-66. Accessed May 2024 at:
http://opr.ca.gov/docs/20171127 Comprehensive CEQA Guidelines Package Nov 2017.pdf
3 Ibid. 66.
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on energy demand actually caused by the project. This sentence is necessary to place reasonable limits on the
analysis.

Specifically, it signals that a full “lifecycle” analysis that would account for energy used in building materials
and consumer products will generally not be required. (See also Cal. Natural Resources Agency, Final
Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action: Amendments to the State CEQA Guidelines Addressing
Analysis and Mitigation of Greenhouse Gas Emissions Pursuant to SB97 (Dec. 2009) at pp. 71-72).”*

Specifically, Section 15121.6 added new sub-section (b), to wit: “(b) Energy Impacts. If the project may result
in significant environmental effects due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy, the
EIR shall analyze and mitigate that energy use. This analysis should include the project’s energy use for all
project phases and components, including transportation-related energy, during construction and
operation. In addition to building code compliance, other relevant considerations may include, among
others, the project’s size, location, orientation, equipment use and any renewable energy features that
could be incorporated into the project. (Guidance on information that may be included in such an analysis
is presented in Appendix F.) This analysis is subject to the rule of reason and shall focus on energy demand
that is caused by the project. This analysis may be included in related analyses of air quality, greenhouse
gas emissions or utilities in the discretion of the lead agency.””

CEQA Thresholds of Significance

> Results in significant environmental effects due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of
energy.

» The project’s energy use for all project phases and components, including transportation-related
energy, during construction and operation.

> The project’s size, location, orientation, equipment use and any renewable energy features that could
be incorporated into the project.

> Analysis is subject to the rule of reason and shall focus on energy demand that is caused by the project.
Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this proposed Project:

e ERM-4.1 Energy Conservation and Efficiency Measures wherein the County encourages the use of solar
energy, solar hot water panels, and other energy conservation and efficiency features.

e ERM-4.2 Streetscape and Parking Area Improvements for Energy Conservation — wherein the County shall
promote the planting and maintenance of shade trees along streets and within parking areas of new urban
development to reduce radiation heating.

e ERM-4.3 Local and State Programs wherein the County shall participate, to the extent feasible, in local and
State programs that strive to reduce the consumption of natural or man-made energy sources.

4 Op. Cit. 66-67.
5 Op. Cit. 67-68.
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e ERM-4.6 Renewable Energy wherein the County shall support efforts, when appropriately sited, for the
development and use of alternative energy resources, including renewable energy such as wind and solar,
biofuels and co-generation

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation? Less Than Significant
Impact

The energy requirements for the proposed project were determined using the construction- and operational-
related estimates provided in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Analysis Technical Memorandum (Tech Memo,
refer to Attachment B of Attachment “A” for related CalEEMod output files). The calculation worksheets for diesel
fuel consumption rates for off-road construction equipment and on-road vehicles are provided in Attachment A of
Attachment “A” of this MND.

Short Term Construction

Off-Road Equipment

Project construction would require the use of diesel and/or gasoline fueled equipment. Typical construction fleets,
as provided by CalEEMod, include equipment such as excavators, dozers, tractors, loaders, backhoes, scrapers,
pavers, and various other off-road equipment. The Project will be constructed in four (4) phases; however, the
construction timeline and construction fleet will vary with each phase. Project construction would also require the
use of on-road vehicles for construction workers, vendors, and haulers would require fuel for travel to and from the
Project site.

Table 2.6-1
Construction Off-Road Diesel Fuel Consumption

Construction Phase Fuel Consumption (gallons)
Phase 1 WWTF 11,236

Phase 1 5,980

Phase 2 5,980

Phase 3 26,626

Phase 4 7,626

Total 57,448

Source: Energy Consumption Calculations (Attachment A).

On-Road Vehicles

On-road vehicles will comply with all applicable State and federal emissions and fuel efficiency regulations. There
are no unusual Project characteristics that would necessitate the use of construction equipment or vehicles that
would be less energy efficient than at comparable construction sites in Tulare County, the San Joaquin Valley, or
other parts of the state. Therefore, it is expected that construction fuel consumption associated with the proposed
project would not be any more inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary than at other construction sites in the region.
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Table 2.6-2
Construction On-Road Fuel Consumption
. Diesel Fuel Consumption | Gasoline Fuel Consumption
Construction Phase
(gallons) (gallons)
Phase 1 WWTF 19,129 2,477
Phase 1 693 2,022
Phase 2 464 1,623
Phase 3 12,281 37,909
Phase 4 0 124
Total 32,567 44,155
Source: Energy Consumption Calculations (Attachment A).

Other Construction Energy Consumption

Other equipment could include construction lighting, field services (office trailers), and electrically driven
equipment such as pumps and other tools. As the on-site construction activities would be restricted to the
permissible hours allowed in Tulare County, it is anticipated that the use of construction lighting would be minimal.
Singlewide mobile office trailers, which are commonly used in construction staging areas, generally range in size
from 160 square feet to 720 square feet. A typical The mobile office would be used only during construction of the
WWTF, which would last approximately four (4) months. Therefore, energy consumption for other construction-
related sources would not result in inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary use of energy.

Construction Energy Demand

There are no unusual project characteristics that would necessitate the use of construction-related equipment that
would be less energy efficient than at comparable construction sites in the region or other parts of the state. In
addition, the overall construction-related schedules and processes for the specific development projects within the
site will be designed to be efficient to avoid excess monetary costs. For example, equipment and fuel are not
typically used wastefully due to the added expense associated with renting the equipment, maintaining it, and
fueling it. Therefore, it is anticipated that construction-related fuel consumption and energy demands associated
with the proposed Project would not be any more inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary than at other construction
sites in the region, and as such, impacts would be less than significant.

Long-Term Operations

Transportation Energy Demand

Table 2.6-3 provides an estimate of the daily and annual fuel consumed by vehicles traveling to and from the
proposed Project. These estimates were derived using the same assumptions used in the operational air quality
analysis for the proposed project.
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Table 2.6-3
Long-Term Operational Vehicle Fuel Consumption

Total Diesel VMT Gasoline Diesel Consumed | Gasoline Consumed

VMT VMT (gallons) (gallons)
Phase 1 WWTF 0 0 0 0 0
Phase 1 505,875 53,253 452,621 7,860 67,721
Phase 2 391,323 41,195 350,128 6,080 52,386
Phase 3 4,505,319 474,276 4,031,041 70,003 603,124
Phase 4 0 0 0 0 0
Total 5,402,517 568,724 4,833,791 83,944 723,232
Source: Energy Consumption Calculations and CalEEMod Reports Attachment A and B, respectively.

As shown in Table 2.6-3 annual consumption is estimated at 807,175 gallons (723,232 gallons from passenger vehicles,
and 83,944 gallons from delivery and haul vehicles). In addition, the proposed project would constitute development
within near proximity of an established community and would not be opening a new geographical area for
development. As such, the proposed project would not result in unusually long trip lengths for future employees,
vendors, or visitors. The property is located within five (5) miles of a major highway (State Route 99), within four (4)
miles of the community of Earlimart and has scattered residences in the surrounding properties. The Project is
intended to provide flexibility in the types of processing that the facility can accommodate and will not result in
increased volume of product received and shipped from the site. For these reasons, it would be expected that
vehicular fuel consumption associated with the proposed project would not be any more inefficient, wasteful, or
unnecessary than for any other similar land use activities in the region, and impacts would be less than significant.

Building Energy Demand

As shown in Table 2.6-4, the proposed Project is estimated to demand 2,418,652 kilowatt-hours (kWhr) of electricity
and 72,275,6721,000-British Thermal Units (kBTU) of natural gas, respectively, on an annual basis.

Table 2.6-4
Long-Term Operational Electricity Usage
Total Electricity Demand Total Natural Gas Demand

Land Use (kWhr/year) (kBTU/year)
Phase 1 WWTF 401,141 -
Phase 1 185,344 817,700
Phase 2 143,374 632,538
Phase 3 1,650,673 72,825,434
Phase 4 38,120 0
Total 2,418,652 74,275,672

Source: Energy Consumption Calculations and CalEEMod Reports Attachment A and
B, respectively.
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Buildings and infrastructure constructed pursuant to the proposed Project would comply with the versions of CCR
Titles 20 and 24, including California Green Building Standards (CALGreen), that are applicable at the time that building
permits are issued. The proposed Project’s estimated energy demands would represent an increase in demand for
electricity and natural gas.

It would be expected that building energy consumption associated with the proposed Project would not be any more
inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary than for any other similar buildings in the region. Current state regulatory
requirements for new building construction contained in the 2019 CALGreen and Title 24 standards would increase
energy efficiency and reduce energy demand in comparison to existing commercial structures, and therefore would
reduce actual environmental effects associated with energy use from the proposed Project. Additionally, the
CALGreen and Title 24 standards have increased efficiency standards through each update. Therefore, while the
proposed Project would result in increased electricity and natural gas demand, electricity and natural gas would be
consumed more efficiently and would be typical of existing commercial development.

Based on the above information, the proposed Project would not result in the inefficient or wasteful consumption of
electricity or natural gas, and impacts would be less than significant. As such, Project-specific impacts related to this
Checklist Item to a level considered Less Than Significant.

b) Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?
Less Than Significant Impact

The Tulare County General Plan contains policies that aim to reduce GHG emissions. The Tulare County CAP (the
2018 CAP Update) references the General Plan policies as tools for reducing GHG emissions. These policies are
divided into the categories of Transportation Strategies, Building Energy Efficiency, Water Conservation Energy
Savings, Solid Waste Reduction and Recycling, and Agricultural Programs and Incentives. Polices identified in the
CAP under the Building Energy Efficiency section are provided below.

e AQ-3.5 Alternative Energy Design. The County shall encourage all new development, including rehabilitation,
renovation, and redevelopment, to incorporate energy conservation and green building practices to maximum
extent feasible. Such practices include, but are not limited to: building orientation and shading, landscaping,
and the use of active and passive solar heating and water systems.

e [U-7.15 Energy Conservation. The County shall encourage the use of solar power and energy conservation
building techniques in all new development.

e ERM-4.1 Energy Conservation and Efficiency Measures. The County shall encourage the use of solar energy,
solar hot water panels, and other energy conservation and efficiency features in new construction and
renovation of existing structures in accordance with State law.

e ERM-4.2 Streetscape and Parking Area Improvements for Energy Conservation. The County shall promote the
planting and maintenance of shade trees along streets and within parking areas of new urban development to
reduce radiation heating.

e [ERM-4.3 Local and State Programs. The County shall participate, to the extent feasible, in local and State
programs that strive to reduce the consumption of natural or man-made energy sources.

e ERM-4.4 Promote Energy Conservation Awareness. The County should coordinate with local utility providers to
provide public education on energy conservation programs.
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e HS-1.4 Building and Codes. Except as otherwise allowed by State law, the County shall ensure that all new
buildings intended for human habitation are designed in compliance with the latest edition of the California
Building Code, California Fire Code, and other adopted standards based on risk (e.g., seismic hazards, flooding),
type of occupancy, and location (e.g., floodplain, fault).

e FERM-4.6 Renewable Energy. The County shall support efforts, when appropriately sited, for the development
and use of alternative energy resources, including renewable energy such as wind and solar, biofuels and co-
generation.

e ERM-4.7 Reduce Energy Use in County Facilities. Continue to integrate energy efficiency and conservation into
all County functions.

e ERM-4.8 Energy Efficiency Standards. The County shall encourage renovations and new development to
incorporate energy efficiency and conservation measures that exceed State Title 24 standards. When feasible,
the County shall offer incentives for use of energy reduction measures such as expedited permit processing,
reduced fees, and technical assistance.

The policies are aimed at County action and do not specifically mandate action at the project level. Therefore,
compliance with established and applicable regulations would ensure consistency with GHG reduction measures
contained in the Tulare County 2030 General Plan. Moreover, compliance with Title 24 standards would ensure that
the proposed Project would not conflict with any of the General Plan energy conservation policies related to the
proposed Project’s building envelope, mechanical systems, and indoor and outdoor lighting. In addition, the facility,
which has been in operation since the 1970’s, is located along Road 160 south of Avenue 72, less than one (1) mile
from sparse residential development and less than four (4) miles northeast of the community of Earlimart and State
Route 99 (SR 99). As such, the project would not be opening a new geographical area for development such that it
would result in unusually long trip lengths for future employees or vendors.

For the above reasons, the proposed Treehouse California Almonds Expansion Project would not conflict with or
obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency, and impacts would be Less Than Significant.
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VII.

GEOLOGY/SOILS

LESS THAN
LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No

Would the project: SIGNIFICANT

a)

d)

f)

IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION

Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving:
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 [J O
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication No. 42.
Strong seismic ground shaking?
Seismic-related ground failure, including
liguefaction?
Landslides?
Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?
Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as
a result of the project, and potentially result [ O O
in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect
risks to life or property?
Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems [ O O
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?
Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique [J Ol O
geologic feature?

X
|

X X
o O

O O O O
O O O O
X

o O
X

X

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.
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Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, and CEQA requirements, Geology/Soils, etc.,
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

None that apply to Project.

State

Seismic Hazards Mapping Act

“Under the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act, the State Geologist is responsible for identifying and mapping seismic
hazards zones as part of the California Geologic Survey (CGS). The CGS provides zoning maps of non-surface rupture
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earthquake hazards (including liquefaction and seismically induced landslides) to local governments for planning
purposes. These maps are intended to protect the public from the risks associated with strong ground shaking,
liquefaction, landslides or other ground failure, and other hazards caused by earthquakes. For projects within
seismic hazard zones, the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act requires developers to conduct geological investigations
and incorporate appropriate mitigation measures into project designs before building permits are issued.”

California Building Code

“The California Building Code is another name for the body of regulations known as the California Code of
Regulations (C.C.R.), Title 24, Part 2, which is a portion of the California Building Standards Code. Title 24 is assigned
to the California Building Standards Commission, which, by law, is responsible for coordinating all building
standards.”

State Water Resources Control Board and Regional Water Quality Control Board

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated
with Construction Activity- Water Quality Order 99-08 DWQ.

Typically, General Construction Storm Water NPDES permits are issued by the RWQCB for grading and earth-moving
activities. The General Permit is required for construction activities that disturb one or more acres. The General
Permit requires development and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which
specifies practices that include prevention of all construction pollutants from contacting stormwater with the intent
of keeping all products of erosion form moving off site into receiving waters. The NPDES permits are issued for a
five-year term. NPDES general permits require adherence to the Best Management Practices (BMPs) including:

e Good Housekeeping

e Preventative Maintenance

e Spill/Leak Prevention and Response Plan

e Materials Handling and Waste Management
e Erosion and Sediment Control

e Employee Training Program

e Quality Assurance and Record Keeping

Local

Tulare County General Plan

The General Plan has a number of policies that apply to projects within Tulare County. General Plan policies that relate
to the Project include:

e HS-1.11 Site Investigations wherein the County shall conduct site investigations in areas planned for new
development to determine susceptibility to landslides, subsidence/settlement, contamination, and/or
flooding;

e HS-2.1 Continued Evaluation of Earthquake Risks wherein the County shall continue to evaluate areas to
determine levels of earthquake risk;
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e HS-2.4 Structure Siting wherein the County shall permit development on soils sensitive to seismic activity
permitted only after adequate site analysis, including appropriate siting, design of structure, and foundation
integrity;

e HS-2.7 Subsidence wherein the County shall confirm that development is not located in any known areas of
active subsidence;

e HS-2.8 Alquist-Priolo Act Compliance wherein the County shall not permit any structure for human occupancy
to be placed within designated Earthquake Fault Zones;

o WR-2.2 NPDES Enforcement wherein the County shall continue to support the State in monitoring and
enforcing provisions to control non-point source water pollution contained in the U.S. EPA NPDES program as
implemented by the Water Quality Control Board;

e WR-2.3 Best Management Practices wherein the County shall continue to require the use of feasible BMPs
and other mitigation measures designed to protect surface water and groundwater from the adverse effects
of construction activities, agricultural operations requiring a County Permit and urban runoff in coordination
with the Water Quality Control Board; and,

e WR-2.4 Construction Site Sediment Control wherein the County shall continue to enforce provisions to control
erosion and sediment from construction sites.

Subdivision of Land

The County subdivision regulations, contained in Chapter 1 of Part VIl of the Ordinance Code, require that preliminary
and final geological and hydrological reports be prepared by a registered civil engineer or registered professional
geologist for all subdivisions. Section 7-01-1610 requires the preparation of a preliminary report to provide an analysis
of potential geological hazards, stability of soils, seismicity, potential erosion and sedimentation. Section 7-01-1725
requires the preparation of a final report which is to include more definitive evaluation of these factors and to
recommend solutions for all identified hazards and problems. Section 7-01-1740 provides that if the final geological
hydrological report indicates the presence of critically expansive or loosely deposited soils or other soil problems that
could lead to structural defects, a soil investigation shall be prepared to recommend corrective action.

Tulare County Building and Grading Regulations

Tulare County Code, Section 7-15-1066, adopts and incorporates by reference the 2019 Edition of the California
Building Code (CBC) as the Tulare County Building Regulations. The CBC is described earlier in this section. Appendix
J of the CBC requires the issuance of grading permits prior to commencement of site grading and provides for the
submittal of a soils report and engineering geology report, as required by the Building Official, in support of grading
plans. The recommendations contained in the reports and approved by the Building Official are required to be
incorporated into the grading plans or specifications.

Ordinance Code Article 7 — Excavation and Grading, sets forth additional requirements including provisions for
sediment control and revegetation details. Ordinance Code Article 27 — Storm Water Quality and Regulation,
addresses the control of storm water discharges and compliance with the provisions of the County’s National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, including preparation of Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans
(SWPPPs) and implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs). (See Item 10 Hydrology and Water Quality for
discussion and analysis related to storm water runoff and water quality).
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Five County Seismic Safety Element (FCSSE)

The FCSSE report represents a cooperative effort between the governmental entities within Fresno, Kings, Madera,
Mariposa and Tulare Counties to develop an adoptable Seismic Safety Element as required by State law. Part I, the
Technical Report, is designed to be used when necessary to provide background for the Summary document. Part Il,
the Summary Report, establishes the framework and rationale for evaluation of seismic risks and hazards in the region.
Part Il of the Seismic Safety Element, the Policy Report, has been prepared as a “model” report designed to address
seismic hazards as delineated in the Technical Report. The intent has been to develop a planning tool for use by county
and city governments in implementing their seismic safety elements. The planning process utilized to develop the
Element was developed through the efforts of Technical and Policy Committees, composed of both staff and elected
representatives from Cities, Counties, and Special Districts or Areawide Planning Organizations in cooperation with
the consulting firms of Envicom Corporation and Quinton-Redgate.

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death? Less Than Significant Impact.

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 No. 42.

Faults

“Faults are the indications of past seismic activity. It is assumed that those that have been active most
recently are the most likely to be active in the future. Recent seismic activity is measured in a geologic
timescale. Geologically recent is defined as having occurred within the last two million years (the
Quaternary Period). All faults believed to have been active during Quaternary time are considered
“potentially active.” &. “In 1973, five counties within the Southern San Joaquin Valley undertook the
preparation of the Five County Seismic Safety Element to assess seismic hazards... In general, zones C1,
S1, and V1 are safer than zones C2, S2, and V2. Hazards due to groundshaking are considered to be
“minimal” in the S1 Zone and “minimal” to “moderate” in the S2 and S2S Zones. Development occurring
within the S1 Seismic Zone must conform to the Uniform Building Code-Zone II; while development within
the S2 Zone must conform to Uniform Building Code-Zone lll. There are three faults within the region that
have been, and will be, principal sources of potential seismic activity within Tulare County. These faults
are described below:

. San Andreas Fault is located approximately 40 miles west of the Tulare County boundary and
[approximately] 60 miles west of the project area. This fault has a long history of activity and is thus the
primary focus in determining seismic activity within the County. Seismic activity along the fault varies
along its span from the Gulf of California to Cape Mendocino. Just west of Tulare County lays the “Central
California Active Area,” section of the San Andreas Fault where many earthquakes have originated.

o Owens Valley Fault Group is a complex system containing both active and potentially active faults,
located on the eastern base of the Sierra Nevada Mountains approximately [approximately] 60 miles east

! Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update. General Plan Background Report. Page 8-5. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/002Board%200f%20Supervisors%20Materials/001BOS%20Agenda%20ltems%20-
%20Public%20Hearing%20August,%2028%202012/002Attachment%20A.%20FEIR/001Exhibit%201.%20FEIR%20Exec%20Summary%208&8%20Chap%201-
6/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
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of the project area. The Group is located within Tulare and Inyo Counties and has historically been the
source of seismic activity within Tulare County.

. Clovis Fault is considered to be active within the Quaternary Period, although there is no historic
evidence of its activity, and is therefore classified as “potentially active.” This fault lies approximately six
miles south of the Madera County boundary in Fresno County and [approximately] 70 miles north of the
project area. Activity along this fault could potentially generate more seismic activity in Tulare County
than the San Andreas or Owens Valley fault systems. In particular, a strong earthquake on the Fault could
affect northern Tulare County. However, because of the lack of historic activity along the Clovis Fault,
inadequate evidence exists for assessing maximum earthquake impacts.” 2

There are other unnamed faults north of Bakersfield and near Tulare Buttes (about 30 miles north of
Porterville). These faults are small and have exhibited activity in the last 1.6 million years, but not in the
last 200 years. It is also possible, but unlikely, that previously unknown faults could become active in the
area. As shown in Figure 2.7-1, the proposed Project parcel site is not within an earthquake fault zone.
Although not shown on this map, the Earthquake Hazard Zone map notes the same information for 6914
Road 160 where the existing farm is located.

There are other unnamed faults
north of Bakersfield and near Figure 2.7-1
Tulare Buttes (about 30 miles
north of Porterville). These
faults are small and have
exhibited activity in the last 1.6

Address: 6914 ROAD 160

" . Pr 319-060-019
million years, but not in the last N - EARURAARS
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but unlikely, that previously
unknown faults could become
active in the area.® As shown
in Figure 7-1, the proposed
Project parcel site is not within
an earthquake fault zone. 4 2
Although not shown on this
map, the Earthquake Hazard
Zone map notes the same
information for 6914 Road 160.

ii)  Ground Shaking:

Groundshaking

“Ground-shaking is the primary seismic hazard in Tulare County because of the county’s seismic setting
and its record of historical activity. Thus, emphasis focuses on the analysis of expected levels of ground-
shaking, which is directly related to the magnitude of a quake and the distance from a quake’s epicenter.
Magnitude is a measure of the amount of energy released in an earthquake, with higher magnitudes
causing increased ground-shaking over longer periods of time, thereby affecting a larger area. Ground-

2 |bid. Cit. 8-5 through 8-7.

3 California Geological Survey. Fault Activity Map. Accessed February 2024 at: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/fam/

4 California Department of Conservation. EQ Zapp: California Earthquake Hazards Zone Application. Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation. Accessed
February 2024. See: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/
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iiii)

shaking intensity, which is often a more useful measure of earthquake effects than magnitude, is a
qualitative measure of the effects felt by population.”® “The San Joaquin Valley portion of Tulare County
is located on alluvial deposits, which tend to experience greater ground-shaking intensities than areas
located on hard rock. Therefore, structures located in the valley will tend to suffer greater damage from
ground-shaking than those located in the foothill and mountain areas. However, existing alluvium valleys
and weathered or decomposed zones are scattered throughout the mountainous portions of the county
which could also experience stronger intensities than the surrounding solid rock areas. The geologic
characteristics of an area can therefore be a greater hazard than its distance to the epicenter of the
quake.” ¢ “Older buildings constructed before current building codes were in effect, and even newer
buildings constructed before earthquake resistance provisions were included in the current building
codes, are most likely to suffer damage in an earthquake. Most of Tulare County’s buildings are no more
than one or two stories in height and are of wood frame construction, which is considered the most
structurally resistant to earthquake damage. Older masonry buildings (without earthquake resistance
reinforcement) are the most susceptible to structural failure, which causes the greatest loss of life. The
State of California has identified unreinforced masonry buildings (URMs) as a safety issue during
earthquakes. In high-risk areas (Bay Area), inventories and programs to mitigate this issue are required.
Because Tulare County is not a high-risk area, state law only recommends that programs to retrofit URMs
are adopted by jurisdictions.” 7

Ground Failure and Liquefaction:

Liguefaction

“Liquefaction is a process whereby soil is temporarily transformed to a fluid form during intense and
prolonged groundshaking. Areas most prone to liquefaction are those that are water saturated (e.g.,
where the water table is less than 30 feet below the surface) and consist of relatively uniform sands that
are low to medium density. In addition to necessary soil conditions, the ground acceleration and duration
of the earthquake must be of sufficient energy to induce liquefaction. Scientific studies have shown that
the ground acceleration must approach 0.3g before liquefaction occurs in a sandy soil with relative
densities typical of the San Joaquin alluvial deposits.” 8

“Liquefaction during major earthquakes has caused severe damage to structures on level ground as a
result of settling, tilting, or floating. Such damage occurred in San Francisco on bay-filled areas during the
1989 Loma Prieta earthquake, even though the epicenter was several miles away. If liquefaction occurs
in or under a sloping soil mass, the entire mass may flow toward a lower elevation, such as that which
occurred along the coastline near Seward, Alaska during the 1964 earthquake. Also, of particular concern
in terms of developed and newly developing areas are fill areas that have been poorly compacted. No
specific countywide assessments to identify liquefaction hazards have been performed in Tulare County.
Areas where groundwater is less than 30 feet below the surface occur primarily in the valley. However,
soil types in the area are not conducive to liquefaction because they are either too coarse or too high in
clay content. Areas subject to 0.3g acceleration or greater are located in a small section of the Sierra
Nevada Mountains along the Tulare-Inyo County boundary. However, the depth to groundwater in such
areas is greater than in the valley, which would minimize liquefaction potential as well. Detailed

5 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update. General Plan Background Report. Page 8-7. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/002Board%200f%20Supervisors%20Materials/001BOS%20Agenda%20ltems%20-

%20Public%20Hearing%20August,%2028%202012/002Attachment%20A.%20FEIR/001Exhibit%201.%20FEIR%20Exec%20Summary%208&8%20Chap%201-

6/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf

5 1bid.

7 Op. Cit.8-8.

& Op. Cit. 8-10.
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geotechnical engineering investigations would be necessary to more accurately evaluate liquefaction
potential in specific areas and to identify and map the areal extent of locations subject to liquefaction.” °

iv) Landslides:
Landslides

“Landslides are a primary geologic hazard and are influenced by four factors:

) Strength of rock and resistance to failure, which is a function of rock type (or geologic formation);
. Geologic structure or orientation of a surface along which slippage could occur;
. Water (can add weight to a potentially unstable mass or influence strength of a potential failure
surface); and,
. Topography (amount of slope in combination with gravitation forces).
e — “As of June 2009, the California Geological Survey had
L

not developed landslide hazard identification maps for
Tulare County. However, it is reasonable to assume that
certain areas in Tulare County are more prone to
landslides than other areas... [As such,] There is no risk
of large landslides in the valley area of the county due to
its relatively flat topography.” ¥

@
Tulare County, Western Part, California (CAG59)
Tulare County, Western Part, California &
(CAG59)
Acres Percent of
in AOL

Map
Unit  Map Unit Name btk

Symbaol
104 Biggriz-Biggriz, 1.4 0.9%
saline-Sedic,
complex, 0 to 2
percent slopes
108 Colplen loam, O 0.8 0.5%
ta 2 percent
slopes
109  Crosscreek-Kai  157.2  98.6%
association, 0 to
2 percent slopes
Totals for Area of 159.4 100.0%
Interest

b) Would the project result in substantial soil
erosion or the loss of topsoil? No Impact. The proposed
Project area is primarily flat and as such, soil erosion is
not anticipated. As required by the Clean Water Act
(CWA) and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board (CVRWQCB), a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will be developed by a qualified
engineer or erosion control specialist and implemented
before construction begins.

Figure 7-2

Construction of a future business park, parking stalls, buildings, landscaping, etc., will ultimately serve to anchor
native soils in place through the laying of foundations, parking surfaces, lawns, etc. Prior to initiation of
construction-related activities, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will be developed and kept on site
during construction-related activities and will be made available upon request to representatives of the CYVRWQCB.
The objectives of the SWPPP will be to identify pollutant sources that may affect the quality of stormwater
associated with construction activity and to identify, construct, and implement stormwater pollution prevention
measures to reduce pollutants in stormwater discharges during and after construction. To meet these objectives,
the SWPPP will include a description of potential pollutants, a description of methods of management for dredged
sediments, and hazardous materials present on site during construction (including vehicle and equipment fuels).

The SWPPP will also include details for best management practices (BMPs) for the implementation of sediment and
erosion control practices. Implementation of the SWPPP will comply with state and federal water quality regulations
and will reduce this impact to less-than-significant. Compliance with local grading and erosion control ordinances
will also help minimize adverse effects associated with erosion and sedimentation.

9 Op. Cit. 8-10.
10 Op. Cit. 8-10.
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Any stockpiled soil will be watered and/or covered to prevent loss due to wind erosion as part of the SWPPP during
construction-related activities and reclamation. As a result of these efforts, loss of topsoil and substantial soil
erosion during the construction-related activities and reclamation periods are not anticipated.

In addition, depending upon activity, the Project would be subject to the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution
Control District’s (Air District) Regulation VIII (Fugitive PMyo Prohibitions) ! to prevent, minimize, avoid, and clean
up dust generated during construction-related activities. Likely applicable Regulation VIII rules include Rule 8021
(Construction, Demolition, Excavation, Extraction, and Other Earthmoving Activities) for construction and
earthmoving activities; Rule 8031 (Bulk Materials) which limits fugitive dust emissions from the outdoor handling,
storage, and transport of bulk materials (such a topsoil); Rule 8041 (Carryout and Trackout) which requires
prevention and/or cleanup of soil that is tracked out by vehicle tires exiting the site or carried out by vehicles exiting
the site; Rule 8051 (Open Areas) requiring stabilization of areas cleared of vegetation in anticipation of construction-
related activities; Rule 8061 (Paved and Unpaved Roads) such as unpaved access/haul roads, that is, any road or
path that is not covered by one of the materials described in the Air District’s paved road definition that is associated
with any construction, demolition, excavation, extraction, and other earthmoving activity and used by vehicles,
equipment, haul trucks, or any conveyances to travel within a site, to move materials from one part of a site to
another part within the same site, or to provide temporary access to a site; and 8071 (Unpaved Vehicle/Equipment
Traffic Areas) to limit fugitive dust emissions from unpaved vehicle and equipment traffic areas within the Project’s
construction-related areas. As a result of these efforts, loss of topsoil and substantial soil erosion during
construction-related activities are not anticipated.

c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse? No Impact. The proposed Project site is not located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable because of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse. According to the USDA, NRCS, Soil Survey of
Tulare County, the Crosscreek-Kai association, which makes up 98.6% of the soil type on the property, consists
of deep, moderately well drained soils that formed from alluvium derived from granitic rock. Crosscreek-Kai
association soils are fan remnants and have a medium runoff class. It has a slope gradient ranging from 0 to 2
percent and elevations are 230 to 400 feet. Therefore, the native soils identified on the site do not contain the
characteristics of an expansive soil. As such, the proposed Treehouse California Almond Expansion would have
no impact and would not create substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property.

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? Less Than Significant Impact. As
described in Impact 7 c), most of the site is Crosscreek-Kai association, which is not considered expansive soil.
As such, the proposed Project would result in a Less Than Significant Impact.

e) Would the project 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? Less Than
Significant. The proposed Project includes the installation of an On-Site Wastewater Treatment System (OWTS)
sufficient to meet the wastewater demands of future uses. The OWTS would be installed in accordance with
appropriate regulations (e.g., Tulare County Environmental Health Services requirements) and as such, would
be designed to ensure proper function. Therefore, the proposed Project would result in a Less Than Significant
Impact.

11 San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Current Rules and Regulations. Regulation VIII-FUGITIVE PM10 PROHIBITIONS. Rules 8011 through
8071. Accessed March 2024 at: https://www.valleyair.org/rules/1ruleslist.htm#reg8
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f) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature? Less Than Significant Impact. There are no known paleontological resources within the Project area,
nor are there any known geologic features in the proposed Project area. The CHRIS and NAHC/SLF searches did
not identify any paleontological (or cultural) resources. Additionally, no paleontological resources or sites, or
unique geologic features have previously been encountered in the proposed Project area. Project construction
will not be anticipated to disturb any paleontological resources not previously disturbed; however unlikely,
there is a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered during construction-related activities. In
such an event, potentially significant impacts to previously unknown subsurface resources may occur. With
implementation of Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-3, as specified in Item 5 Cultural Resources (as
applicable), will ensure that any impact from the proposed Treehouse California Almond expansion will be Less
Than Significant.

Mitigation Measure(s): See Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-3 (which can be found in their entirety in
Attachment “F” of this IS/MND).
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VIll. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

LESS THAN
LESS THAN
. SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
Would the project: SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION
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 adopted for the purpose of J J J
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)
phases.

e Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.
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The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Greenhouse Gases, etc.;
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting
Federal

While climate change has been a concern since at least 1988, as evidenced by the establishment of the United
Nations and World Meteorological Organization’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the efforts
devoted to greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reduction and climate change research and policy have increased
dramatically in recent years.

The USEPA Mandatory Reporting Rule (40 CFR Part 98), which became effective December 29, 2009, requires that
all facilities that emit more than 25,000 metric tons CO2-equivalent per year beginning in 2010, report their
emissions on an annual basis. On May 13, 2010, the USEPA issued a final rule that established an approach to
addressing GHG emissions from stationary sources under the CAA permitting programs. The final rule set thresholds
for GHG emissions that define when permits under the New Source Review Prevention of Significant Deterioration
and Title V Operating Permit programs are required for new and existing industrial facilities.

In addition, the Supreme Court decision in Massachusetts v. EPA (Supreme Court Case 05-1120) found that the
USEPA has the authority to list GHGs as pollutants and to regulate emissions of GHGs under the CAA. On April 17,
2009, the USEPA found that CO2, CH4, nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride
may contribute to air pollution and may endanger public health and welfare. This finding may result in the USEPA
regulating GHG emissions; however, to date the USEPA has not proposed regulations based on this finding.

State

In 2002, with the passage of Assembly Bill 1493 (AB 1493), California launched an innovative and pro-active
approach to dealing with GHG emissions and climate change at the state level. AB 1493 requires the Air Resources
Board (ARB) to develop and implement regulations to reduce automobile and light truck GHG emissions; these
regulations applied to automobiles and light trucks beginning with the 2009 model year.

California has taken action to reduce GHG emissions. In June 2005, Governor Schwarzenegger signed Executive
Order S-3-05 to address climate change and GHG emissions in California. This Order sets the following goals for
statewide GHG emissions:

¢ Reduce to 2000 levels by 2010
¢ Reduce to 1990 levels by 2020
¢ Reduce to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050

“In 2006, the Legislature passed the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 [Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32 Opens
in New Window)], which created a comprehensive, multi-year program to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
in California. AB 32 required the California Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) to develop a Scoping Plan that
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describes the approach California will take to reduce GHGs to achieve the goal of reducing emissions to 1990 levels
by 2020. The Scoping Plan was first approved by the Board in 2008 and must be updated every five years. Since
2008, there have been two updates to the Scoping Plan. Each of the Scoping Plans have included a suite of policies
to help the State achieve its GHG targets, in large part leveraging existing programs whose primary goal is to reduce
harmful air pollution.”?

“The First Update to the Scoping Plan was approved by the Board on May 22, 2014, and builds upon the initial
Scoping Plan with new strategies and recommendations. The First Update identifies opportunities to leverage
existing and new funds to further drive GHG emission reductions through strategic planning and targeted low
carbon investments. The First Update defines ARB’s climate change priorities for the next five years, and also sets
the groundwork to reach long-term goals set forth in Executive Orders S-3-05 and B-16-2012. The Update highlights
California’s progress toward meeting the "near-term" 2020 GHG emission reduction goals defined in the initial
Scoping Plan. It also evaluates how to align the State's "longer-term" GHG reduction strategies with other State
policy priorities for water, waste, natural resources, clean energy, transportation, and land use.”?

“On April 29, 2015, the Governor issued Executive Order B-30-15 establishing a mid-term GHG reduction target for
California of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. All state agencies with jurisdiction over sources of GHG
emissions were directed to implement measures to achieve reductions of GHG emissions to meet the 2030 and
2050 targets. ARB was directed to update the AB 32 Scoping Plan to reflect the 2030 target, and therefore, is moving
forward with the update process. The mid-term target is critical to help frame the suite of policy measures,
regulations, planning efforts, and investments in clean technologies and infrastructure needed to continue driving
down emissions.”?

“This Scoping Plan for Achieving California’s 2030 Greenhouse Gas Target (Scoping Plan or 2017 Scoping Plan)
identifies how the State can reach our 2030 climate target to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions by 40 percent
from 1990 levels, and substantially advance toward our 2050 climate goal to reduce GHG emissions by 80 percent
below 1990 levels. By selecting and pursuing a sustainable and clean economy path for 2030, the State will continue
to successfully execute existing programs, demonstrate the coupling of economic growth and environmental
progress, and enhance new opportunities for engagement within the State to address and prepare for climate
change.”*

“This Scoping Plan builds on and integrates efforts already underway to reduce the State’s GHG, criteria pollutant,
and toxic air contaminant emissions. Successful implementation of existing programs has put California on track to
achieve the 2020 target. Programs such as the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and Renewables Portfolio Standard are
delivering cleaner fuels and energy, the Advanced Clean Cars Program has put more than a quarter million clean
vehicles on the road, and the Sustainable Freight Action Plan will result in efficient and cleaner systems to move
goods throughout the State. Enhancing and implementing these ongoing efforts puts California on the path to
achieving the 2030 target. This Scoping Plan relies on these, and other, foundational programs paired with an
extended, more stringent Cap-and-Trade Program, to deliver climate, air quality, and other benefits.”>

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Requirements

Section 15064.4 Determining the Significance of Impacts from Greenhouse Gas Emissions

1 ARB.AB 32 Scoping Plan. Accessed August 2022 at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scopingplan.htm.

2 ARB. First Update to the AB 32 Scoping Plan. Accessed August 2022 at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/document/updatedscopingplan2013.htm.

3 ARB. Scoping Plan Update to Reflect 2030 Target. Accessed August 2022 at: https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scopingplan.htm.

4 ARB. California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan. Page 1. Accessed August 2022 at: https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scoping plan 2017.pdf.
5.
Ibid.
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(a) The determination of the significance of greenhouse gas emissions calls for a careful judgment by the lead
agency consistent with the provisions in section 15064. A lead agency should make a good-faith effort,
based to the extent possible on scientific and factual data, to describe, calculate or estimate the amount of
greenhouse gas emissions resulting from a project. A lead agency shall have discretion to determine, in the
context of a particular project, whether to:

(1)

(2)

Use a model or methodology to quantify greenhouse gas emissions resulting from a project, and which
model or methodology to use. The lead agency has discretion to select the model or methodology it
considers most appropriate provided it supports its decision with substantial evidence. The lead agency
should explain the limitations of the particular model or methodology selected for use; and/or

Rely on a qualitative analysis or performance based standards.

(b) A lead agency should consider the following factors, among others, when assessing the significance of
impacts from greenhouse gas emissions on the environment:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Regional

The extent to which the project may increase or reduce greenhouse gas emissions as compared to the
existing environmental setting;

Whether the project emissions exceed a threshold of significance that the lead agency determines
applies to the project.

The extent to which the project complies with regulations or requirements adopted to implement a
statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions. Such
requirements must be adopted by the relevant public agency through a public review process and must
reduce or mitigate the project’s incremental contribution of greenhouse gas emissions. If there is
substantial evidence that the possible effects of a particular project are still cumulatively considerable
notwithstanding compliance with the adopted regulations or requirements, an EIR must be prepared
for the project.®

California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA)

“In January 2008, the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) issued a “white paper” on
evaluating GHG emissions under CEQA (CAPCOA, 2008). The CAPCOA white paper strategies are not guidelines and
have not been adopted by any regulatory agency; rather, the paper is offered as a resource to assist lead agencies

in considering climate change in environmental documents.

n7

The California Association of Air Pollution Control Officers (CAPCOA) represents all thirty-five local air quality
agencies throughout California. CAPCOA, which has been in existence since 1975, is dedicated to protecting the
public health and providing clean air for all our residents and visitors to breathe and initiated the Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Exchange.®

6 california Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 15064.4 Determining the Significance of Impacts from Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Accessed August
2022 at: https://www.califaep.org/statute_and guidelines.php

7 Op. Cit. Page 6-28. Background Report citation: CEQA and Climate Change: Evaluating and Addressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Projects Subject to
the California Environmental Quality Act. January 2008.

8 california Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA). Accessed August 2022 at: http://www.capcoa.org/.
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“The Greenhouse Gas Reduction Exchange (GHG Rx) is a registry and information exchange for greenhouse gas
emissions reduction credits designed specifically to benefit the state of California. The GHG Rx is a trusted source
of locally generated credits from projects within California, and facilitates communication between those who
create the credits, potential buyers, and funding organizations.”® Four public workshops were held throughout the
state including in the SIVAPCD. The mission is to provide a trusted source of high-quality California-based
greenhouse gas credits to keep investments, jobs, and benefits in-state, through an Exchange with integrity,
transparency, low transaction costs and exceptional customer service.°

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (Air District)

The Air District is made up of eight counties in California’s Central Valley: San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera,
Fresno, Kings, Tulare and the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin portion of Kern. “The San Joaquin Valley Air District is a
public health agency whose mission is to improve the health and quality of life for all Valley residents through
efficient, effective and entrepreneurial air quality-management strategies.” !

The Air District adopted the Climate Change Action Plan (CCAP) in August 2008. “The CCAP directed the District Air
Pollution Control Officer to develop guidance to assist Lead Agencies, project proponents, permit applicants, and
interested parties in assessing and reducing the impacts of project specific greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions on
global climate change.

On December 17, 2009, the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (District) adopted the guidance:
Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects under CEQA, and the
policy: District Policy — Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for Stationary Source Projects Under CEQA When Serving
as the Lead Agency. The guidance and policy rely on the use of performance-based standards, otherwise known as
Best Performance Standards (BPS), to assess significance of project specific greenhouse gas emissions on global
climate change during the environmental review process, as required by CEQA.

Use of BPS is a method of streamlining the CEQA process of determining significance and is not a required emission
reduction measure. Projects implementing BPS would be determined to have a less than cumulatively significant
impact. Otherwise, demonstration of a 29 percent reduction in GHG emissions, from business-as-usual, is required
to determine that a project would have a less than cumulatively significant impact. The guidance does not limit a
lead agency’s authority in establishing its own process and guidance for determining significance of project related
impacts on global climate change.”*?

The Air District’s Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Project under
CEQA document provides guidance to lead agencies for evaluating the significance of project-specific and
cumulative impacts related to GHG emissions.*® This guidance established the following process for evaluating the
significance of project-specific GHG emissions on global climate change:

e “Projects determined to be exempt from the requirements of CEQA would be determined to have a less
than significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions and would not require further
environmental review, including analysis of project specific GHG emissions. Projects exempt under CEQA

% Ibid. See “CAPCOA GHG RX” tab

10 CAPCOA. CAPCOA Greenhouse Gas Reduction Exchange. Accessed August 2022 at:_http://www.ghgrx.org/.

11 Air District. About the District. Accessed August 2022 at: Website: http://www.valleyair.org/General_info/aboutdist.htm#Mission.
12 Air District. Climate Change Action Plan. Accessed August 2022 at: http://www.valleyair.org/Programs/CCAP/CCAP_menu.htm

13 Air District. Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Project under CEQA. Accessed August 2022 at:
http://www.valleyair.org/Programs/CCAP/12-17-09/3%20CCAP%20-%20FINAL%20LU%20Guidance%20-%20Dec%2017%202009.pdf.
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Local

would be evaluated consistent with established rules and regulations governing project approval and would
not be required to implement [Best Performance Practices] BPS.

Projects complying with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation program which avoids
or substantially reduces GHG emissions within the geographic area in which the project is located would be
determined to have a less than significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions. Such plans
or programs must be specified in law or approved by the lead agency with jurisdiction over the affected
resource and supported by a CEQA compliant environmental review document adopted by the lead agency.
Projects complying with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation program would not
be required to implement BPS.

Projects implementing Best Performance Standards would not require quantification of project specific
GHG emissions. Consistent with CEQA Guideline, such projects would be determined to have a less than
significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions.

Projects not implementing Best Performance Standards would require quantification of project specific
GHG emissions and demonstration that project specific GHG emissions would be reduced or mitigated by
at least 29%, compared to Business-As-Usual (BAU), including GHG emission reductions achieved since the
2002-2004 baseline period. Projects achieving at least a 29% GHG emission reduction compared to BAU
would be determined to have a less than significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG.

Notwithstanding any of the above provisions, projects requiring preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report for any other reason would require quantification of project specific GHG emissions. Projects
implementing BPS or achieving at least a 29% GHG emission reduction compared to BAU would be
determined to have a less than significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG.”%*

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update: Chapter 9 — Air Quality contains a number of policies that apply to
projects within Tulare County that support GHG reduction efforts and which have potential relevance to the
Project’s CEQA review.

AQ-1.3 Cumulative Air Quality Impacts wherein the County shall require development to be located,
designed, and constructed in a manner that would minimize cumulative air quality impacts;

AQ-1.5 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance wherein the County shall ensure that air
quality impacts identified during the CEQA review process are consistently and reasonably mitigated when
feasible;

AQ-1.7 Support Statewide Climate Change Solutions wherein the County shall monitor and support the
efforts of Cal/EPA, CARB, and the SIVAPCD, under AB 32 (Health and Safety Code §38501 et seq.), to develop
a recommended list of emission reduction strategies, as appropriate, the County will evaluate each new
project under the updated General Plan to determine its consistency with the emission reduction strategies;

14 bid. 4 and 5.
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e AQ-1.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Plan/Climate Action Plan wherein the County will develop a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Plan (Plan) that identifies greenhouse gas emissions within the
County as well as ways to reduce those emissions. The Plan will incorporate the requirements adopted by
the California Air Resources Board specific to this issue. In addition, the County will work with the Tulare
County Association of Governments and other applicable agencies to include the following key items in the
regional planning efforts.

1. Inventory all known, or reasonably discoverable, sources of greenhouse gases in the County,

2. Inventory the greenhouse gas emissions in the most current year available, and those projected for
year 2020, and

3. Set a target for the reduction of emissions attributable to the County’s discretionary land use
decisions and its own internal government operations.;

o AQ-3.2 Infill near Employment requiring the County of identify opportunities for infill development near
employment areas;

e AQ-3.3 Street Design regarding street designed to encourage transit use, biking, and pedestrian movement;
e AQ-3.4 Landscape regarding the use of ecologically based landscape design principles that can improve local
air quality by absorbing CO,, producing oxygen, providing shade that reduces energy required for cooling,

and filtering particulates;

e AQ-3.5 Alternative Energy Design wherein the County shall encourage all new development to incorporate
energy conservation and green building practices to maximum extent feasible;

e [ERM-4.1 Energy Conservation and Efficiency Measures wherein the County shall encourage energy
conservation and efficiency features in new construction in accordance with State law; and,

e ERM-4.8 Energy Efficiency Standards wherein the County shall encourage new developments to incorporate
energy efficiency and conservation measures that exceed State Title 24 standards.

Tulare County Climate Action Plan

The Tulare County Climate Action Plan (CAP) serves as a guiding document for County of Tulare (County) actions to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and adapt to the potential effects of climate change. The CAP is an
implementation measure of the 2030 General Plan Update. The General Plan provides the supporting framework
for development in the County to produce fewer greenhouse gas emissions during Plan buildout. The CAP builds
on the General Plan’s framework with more specific actions that will be applied to achieve emission reduction
targets consistent with California legislation.®

“The County of Tulare (County) adopted the Tulare County Climate Action Plan (CAP) in August 2012. The CAP
includes provisions for an update when the State of California Air Resources Board (CARB) adopts a Scoping Plan
Update that provides post-2020 targets for the State and an updated strategy for achieving a 2030 target. Governor
Brown signed Senate Bill (SB) 32 on September 8, 2016, which contains the new 2030 target. The CARB 2017 Scoping
Plan Update for the Senate Bill (SB) 32 2030 targets was adopted by the CARB on December 14, 2017 which provided
new emission inventories and a comprehensive strategy for achieving the 2030 target (CARB 2017a). With the

15 Tulare County Climate Action Plan. February 2010. Page 1. Accessed July 2024 at:
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/220Climate%20Action%20Plan/CLIM
ATE%20ACTION%20PLAN%202018%20UPDATE.pdf
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adoption of the 2017 Scoping Plan, the County proceeded with the 2018 CAP Update that is provided in this
document.

The 2018 CAP Update incorporates new baseline and future year inventories to reflect the latest information and
updates the County’s strategy to address the SB 32 2030 target. The 2030 target requires the State to reduce
emissions by 40 percent below 1990 levels from the 2017 Scoping Plan and County data. The CAP identifies the
County’s fair share of reductions required to maintain consistency with the State target.”®

GHG’s Assessed

This analysis was restricted to GHGs identified by AB 32, which include carbon dioxide (CO,), methane (CH,), nitrous
oxide (N,0), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), sulfur hexafluoride (SF¢), and nitrogen trifluoride
(NFs). The proposed project would generate a variety of GHGs, including several defined by AB 32 such as CO,, CH,,
and NO.

Water vapor could be emitted from evaporated water used for landscaping and other uses, but this is not a
significant impact because water vapor concentrations in the upper atmosphere are primarily due to climate
feedbacks rather than emissions from project-related activities.

Ozone is a GHG; however, unlike the other GHGs, ozone in the troposphere is relatively short-lived and can be
reduced in the troposphere on a daily basis. Stratospheric ozone can be reduced through reactions with other
pollutants.

Certain GHGs defined by AB 32 would not be emitted by the project. HFCs, PFCs, SFs, and NF3 are typically used in
certain industrial applications, none of which would be used for almond hulling operations. Therefore, it is not
anticipated that the proposed project would emit those GHGs.

GHG emissions associated with the proposed project construction as well as future operations were estimated using
CO, equivalent (COe) emissions as a proxy for all GHG emissions. In order to obtain the CO,e, an individual GHG is
multiplied by its Global Warming Potential (GWP). The GWP designates on a pound for pound basis the potency of
the GHG compared to CO..
Thresholds of Significance

Air District (SJVAPCD)

The SIVAPCD’s Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects under
CEQA presents a tiered approach to analyzing project significance with respect to GHG emissions. Project GHG
emissions are considered less than significant if they can meet any of the following conditions, evaluated in the
order presented:

o Project is exempt from CEQA requirements;
. Project complies with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation program;
. Project implements Best Performance Standards (BPS); or
16 1pid.
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. Project demonstrates that specific GHG emissions would be reduced or mitigated by at least 29 percent
compared to Business-as-Usual (BAU), including GHG emission reductions achieved since the 2002-
2004 baseline period.

The SIVAPCD’s Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects under
CEQA includes thresholds based on whether the project will reduce or mitigate GHG levels by 29 percent from BAU
levels compared with 2005 levels by 2020. This level of GHG reduction is based on the target established by CARB’s
AB 32 Scoping Plan, approved in 2008. First occupancy at the project site is expected to occur in 2023. This date is
past the AB 32 2020 milestone year. Given recent legislative and legal scrutiny on post-2020 compliance, additional
discussion is provided to show progress towards GHG reduction goals identified in CARB’s 2017 Scoping Plan for the
year 2030. Additionally, although not included in a formal GHG reduction plan, Executive Order S-3-05 also includes
a goal of reducing GHG emissions 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050 and Executive Order B-55-18 set the goal
to achieve carbon neutrality statewide by 2045.

Newhall Ranch

The California Supreme Court decision in the Center for Biological Diversity et al. vs. California Department of Fish
and Wildlife, the Newhall Land and Farming Company (62 Cal.4th 204 [2015], and known as the Newhall Ranch
decision), confirmed that the use of BAU analysis (e.g., 29 percent below BAU), a performance-based approach,
would be satisfactory. However, for a project-level analysis that uses CARB’s statewide BAU targets, substantial
evidence must be presented to support the use of those targets for a particular project at a specific location. The
court noted that this may require examination of the data behind the statewide model and adjustment to the levels
of reduction from BAU used for project evaluation. To date, neither CARB nor any lead agencies have provided any
guidance on how to adjust AB 32’s statewide BAU target for use at the project level.

The regulations in the State’s 2008 Scoping Plan have been adopted and the State is on track to meet the 2020
target and achieve continued progress towards meeting the 2017 Scoping Plan target for 2030.

In the Newhall case, the Supreme Court was concerned that new development may need to reduce GHG emissions
more than existing development to demonstrate it is meeting its fair share of reductions. New development does
do more than its fair share through compliance with enhanced regulations, particularly with respect to motor
vehicles, energy efficiency, and electricity generation. If no additional reductions are required from an individual
project beyond that achieved by regulations, then the amount needed to reach the 2020 target is the amount of
GHG emissions a project must reduce to comply with Statewide goals.

Project-level Thresholds

Section 15064.4(b) of the CEQA Guidelines’ amendments for GHG emissions states that a lead agency may take into
account the following three considerations in assessing the significance of impacts from GHG emissions.

. Consideration #1: The extent to which the project may increase or reduce GHG emissions as compared
to the existing environmental setting.

. Consideration #2: Whether the project emissions exceed a threshold of significance that the lead
agency determines applies to the project.

. Consideration #3: The extent to which the project complies with regulations or requirements adopted
to implement a statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of GHG emissions. Such
regulations or requirements must be adopted by the relevant public agency through a public review
process and must include specific requirements that reduce or mitigate the project’s incremental
contribution of GHG emissions. If there is substantial evidence that the possible effects of a particular
project are still cumulatively considerable notwithstanding compliance with the adopted regulations or
requirements, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must be prepared for the project.
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In addition, Section 15064.7(c) of the CEQA Guidelines specifies that “[w]hen adopting or using thresholds of
significance, a lead agency may consider thresholds of significance previously adopted or recommended by other
public agencies, or recommended by experts, provided the decision of the lead agency to adopt such thresholds is
supported by substantial evidence” (14 CCR 15064.7(c)). The CEQA Guidelines also clarify that the effects of GHG
emissions are cumulative and should be analyzed in the context of CEQA’s requirements for cumulative impact
analysis (see CEQA Guidelines § 15130(f)).

Per CEQA Guidelines § 15064(h)(3), a project’s incremental contribution to a cumulative impact can be found not
cumulatively considerable if the project would comply with an approved plan or mitigation program that provides
specific requirements that would avoid or substantially lessen the cumulative problem within the geographic area
of the project. To qualify, such plans or programs must be specified in law or adopted by the public agency with
jurisdiction over the affected resources through a public review process to implement, interpret, or make specific
the law enforced or administered by the public agency. Examples of such programs include a “water quality control
plan, air quality attainment or maintenance plan, integrated waste management plan, habitat conservation plan,
natural community conservation plans [and] plans or regulations for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions.”
Put another way, CEQA Guidelines § 15064(h)(3) allows a lead agency to make a finding of less than significant for
GHG emissions if a project complies with adopted programs, plans, policies and/or other regulatory strategies to
reduce GHG emissions.

The significance of the project’s GHG emissions is evaluated consistent with CEQA Guidelines §15064.4(b)(2) by
considering whether the project complies with applicable plans, policies, regulations and requirements adopted to
implement a statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of GHG emissions.

The Tulare County CAP aims to reduce GHG emissions from development projects in Tulare County. The CAP builds
on state and regional policies aimed at reducing GHG emissions consistent with the SB 32 2030 GHG reduction
target. The CAP relies on policies of the Tulare County General Plan to guide development projects. In addition, the
CAP provides specific guidelines for determining if new development projects are consistent with the CAP. The CAP
includes a progress report with metrics and benchmarks for tracking progress toward meeting the GHG reduction
targets. The County’s progress is on track for all metrics.

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the Project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment? Less Than Significant Impact.

The Air District’s “Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Project under
CEQA” states that projects complying with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation program
which avoids or substantially reduces GHG emissions would be determined to have a less than significant individual
and cumulative impact for GHG emissions and would not require quantification unless an Environmental Impact
Report is being prepared. The County has an adopted Climate Action Plan (CAP), which is discussed further in item
b). The proposed Project is consistent with the Tulare County General Plan and as discussed below, the proposed
Project is consistent with Tulare County CAP.

New development projects implementing the General Plan are subject to CEQA and are required to demonstrate
consistency with the CAP and achieve emission reductions that enable the County to meet its GHG reduction target.
According to the CAP, proposed development projects that are consistent with the emission reduction and
adaptation measures included in the CAP and the programs that are developed as a result of the CAP, would be
considered to have a less than significant cumulative impact on climate change. However, the CAP does not require
quantification of emissions for projects whose land use activities are less intense than a 500-unit subdivision or
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100,000 square feet of retail or equivalent intensity for other uses. The proposed Project at full buildout would
increase the facility’s footprint and processing area by 212,851 square feet, of which 18,590 square feet are
dedicated to solar canopy covered parking. The Project will also replace multiple on-site basins with a new
stormwater basin and off-site wastewater treatment facility (WWTF). The WWTF will have enough capacity to
capture all processed water and stormwater in one facility. Although the facility’s overall footprint will increase, the
Project will not increase the volume of almonds currently processed at the facility, nor will it significantly increase
vehicle trips as the only anticipated increase in vehicle use arises from the eight (8) new workers who will be
employed as a result of this project. Although the proposed Project is less intense than the threshold requiring GHG
emissions quantification, Project-related GHG emissions have been quantified and are discussed below. The
CalEEMod outputs and the combined emissions calculations summary are provided in Attachment “A”.

Construction

Construction-related activities that would generate GHG emissions include worker commute trips, haul trucks
carrying supplies and materials to and from the Project site, and off-road construction equipment (e.g., dozers,
loaders, excavators). Table 2.8-1 presents the specific construction generated GHG emissions that would result
from Project construction.

Table 2.8-1. Construction-Related GHG Emissions
Emissions Source CO,e (Metric Tons/Year)

Phase 1 WWTF-2024 241.5

Phase 1 -2025 68.9

Phase 2 — 2028 67.4

Phase 3 —2032 375.7

Phase 4 — 2035 78.90

Total Emissions 832.30

Source: CalEEMod (See Attachment A)

As shown in Table 2.8-1, Project construction would result in the generation of approximately 597 metric tons of
COse over the course of construction. Once construction is complete, the generation of these GHG emissions would
cease. However, to account for the long-term impacts these emissions have on climate, the amortized construction
emissions are added to the annual average operational emissions.

Operations

Operation of the Project would result in GHG emissions predominantly associated with motor vehicle use and
building operations such as heating and cooling, lighting, utilities, cleaning supplies, landscaping activities, etc. Long-
term operational GHG emissions attributable to the Project are identified in Table 2.8-2.

As shown in Table 2.8-2, Project operations would result in the generation of approximately 2,892 metric tons of
CO,e annually.

The proposed Project is consistent with the Tulare County General Plan and the Tulare County CAP. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that would have a significant
impact on the environment. As such, the proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact to this
resource.
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Table 2.8-2. Operational-Related GHG Emissions

Emissions CO,e (Metric Tons/Year)
Source Phase 1 Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Total

WWTF
Mobile 0 240 156 1662 0.00 2,058
Area 0 0.27 0.21 2.37 0.00 2.85
Energy 0 72.8 56.6 584 4.54 717.64
Water 109 8.34 6.45 68.6 0.00 192.4
Waste 0 7.04 5.45 62.7 0.00 75.19
Refrigeration 0 0.78 0.61 6.98 - 8.37
Subtotal 303 221 2,346 1.94 2,871.94
Amortized Construction 27.74
Total Construction 3,082
Source: CalEEMod (See Attachment A)

b) Would the Project conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases? Less Than Significant Impact.

As the Project is located within unincorporated Tulare County, the most applicable GHG plan is the Tulare County CAP.
The CAP is a strategic planning document that identifies sources of GHG emissions within the County, presents current
and future emissions estimates, identifies a GHG reduction target for future years, and presents strategic policies and
actions to reduce emissions from the development project subject to CEQA. The GHG-reduction strategies in the Plan
build key opportunities prioritized by County staff and members of the public.

As previously noted, the Tulare County CAP does not require quantification of emissions for projects less intense than
a 500-unit subdivision or 100,000 square feet of retail or equivalent intensity for other uses. The Project proposes an
expansion to an existing almond processing facility including: 194,261 square feet of almond processing facilities;
18,590 square feet of solar canopy covered parking (111 spaces), a new +7-acre wastewater treatment facility
(WWTF), and an expanded land application area for irrigation with treated process water. Although the Project will
result in physical expansion of the facility, there is no increase in the volume of raw products hauled into the site or
processed products shipped out of the site. The new WWTF will provide enhanced treatment of the wastewater
stream expended by current processing operations. The only change to the existing vehicles trips and VMT will arise
from the eight (8) new workers that will be employed on-site. As such, the Project is considered less intense than
the threshold requiring GHG emissions quantification. Furthermore, the Project has incorporated many design
features that further reduce it’s impacts resulting from GHG emissions.

To further demonstrate that the Project is consistent with the County’s goals of reducing GHG emissions, the CAP
consistency checklist was used to determine the project is consistent with the CAP. Table 2.8-3 provides the Project’s
consistency assessment. Therefore, the Project will not conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. Impacts are Less Than Significant.
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Table 2.8-3 CAP Consistency Checklist

Non-Residential Project

1. Is the project consistent with applicable General Plan goals
and policies listed in CAP?

Review CAP General Plan policies to identify applicable
policies. If not consistent, provide additional justification for
approving the project in light of the inconsistency or revise
the project or perform quantitative analysis.

Consistent. AQ.3-5 Alternative Energy Design;

ERM-4.1 Energy Conservation and Efficiency Measures;
ERM-4.6 Renewable Energy;

ERM-4.8 Energy Efficiency Standards;

HS-1.4 Building and Codes, Chapter 11: Water Resource;
WR-1.5 Expand Use of Reclaimed Wastewater;

WR-1.6 Expand Use of Reclaimed Water

2. Is the project within a rural community plan or hamlet
plan? If yes, is the project consistent with the plan?

If the project requires a plan amendment make findings on
why the project is appropriate for the site and will be
consistent with plan goals and policies after approval of the
amendment. Amendments for large non-residential projects
(100 square feet of retail or projects generating 4,200 ADT or
higher) in community plan or hamlets should perform a GHG
analysis to identify best management practices including site
design for walking and bicycling, energy efficiency and self-
generation measures, and water conservation as part of the
environmental review.

Not Applicable. No, the project isin a rural area but is
located outside of the Earlimart Urban Development
Boundary.

3. Is the project an agriculture oriented commercial or
industrial project in a rural area of the County?

If yes and the project is consistent with the General Plan, the
project will comply with applicable State and local
regulations. No further GHG review is required.

Consistent. The project is an agriculture oriented industrial
project. The site is in a rural area outside of the Earlimart
Urban Development Boundary. No further GHG review is
required.

4. Is the project a general commercial or industrial project in
arural area of the County? If yes, is the project consistent
with the General Plan?

If a plan amendment is required, perform a GHG analysis to
identify best management practices including site design to
encourage walking and bicycling, energy efficiency and self-
generation measures, and water conservation as part of the
environmental review. Sites in rural areas with no other
development nearby would need to assess pedestrian
measures; however, carpool and vanpool parking may be
appropriate.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.
Discussion:

5. Is the project required to construct a portion of a bicycle or
pedestrian path that is part of an approved bicycle or
mobility plan?

If yes, ensure that funding for construction of the project’s
fair share is included as a condition of approval.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.
Discussion:
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6. Is the development site appropriate for locating an
improved TCAT transit stop?

Review TCAT transit maps to determine if project is on an
existing line. For large projects consult with TCAG and TCAT
to determine if project is on a planned route and is suitable
for a future transit stop. Work with TCAG to identify a fair
share contribution for the transit stop construction and
reserve right of way if needed

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.

Discussion:

7. Does the site plan have space set aside for recycling bins or
compost collection? Review site plan to determine if refuse
collection area dimensions and location is consistent with
County s

Review site plan to determine if refuse collection area
dimensions and location is consistent with County standards.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.

Discussion:

9. Does the site include shared EV charging stations per
CalGreen requirements?

Review site plan and/or project description to determine if
charger installations meet CalGreen requirements. Currently
only conduits to future charger locations are required.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.

Discussion:

10. Does the project comply with Tulare County Solar Roof
Ordinance and/or Title 24 solar installation whichever is more
stringent?

The project description should include the solar installation
plans for the project. Compare installation plans to Solar
Ordinance and Title 24 to determine if the projectisin
compliance.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.

Discussion:

11. Does the project include drought tolerant landscaping
and Irrigation systems meeting County standards and the
MWELO.

Ensure developers are aware of drought tolerant landscaping
and Irrigation requirements from County standards and the
MWELO. Include the requirement as a standard condition of
approval or similar mechanism.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.

Discussion:

12. Does the project comply with Title 24 building energy
efficiency, lighting, and interior water efficiency
requirements?

Prior to issuing building permits, the County will review
building plans to ensure Title 24 compliance.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.

Discussion:

13. Is the project required to comply with SJIVAPCD Rule 9510
Indirect Source Review

Review project description to determine if the project meets
Rule 9510 applicability criteria. For example, 50 single family
residential units or 2,000 square feet of retail development.
Include Rule 9510 compliance as a condition of approval if
applicable.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.

Discussion:

14. Does the project employ over 100 employees arriving for
work during peak traffic hours?

Determine if the project has the potential to be a large
employer. Include a standard condition of approval to inform
the applicant that the project may be subject to Rule 9410
Employer Trip Reduction Plans.

Consistent/Inconsistent/Not Applicable.

Discussion:

Source: Tulare County CAP 2018 Update, Appendix C. CAP Consistency Checklist
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IX.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

LESS THAN
LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No

Would the project: SIGNIFICANT

a)

b)

d)

e)

f)

g)

IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION

Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous [ [ [
materials?
Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions J J J
involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?
Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?
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 O O O
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?
For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project J J J
result in a safety hazard or excessive noise
for people residing or working the project
area?
Impair implementation of, or physically
interfere with, an adopted emergency n n n
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?
Expose people or structures, either directly
or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, J J J

injury or death involving wildland fires?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.
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Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Hazards and Materials,
etc.; contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and
the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

The NFPA 70°®: National Electrical Code® is adopted in all 50 states. It includes requirements for electrical wiring
and equipment. Article 705 covers interconnecting generators, windmills, and solar and fuel cells with other power
supplies.! The federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and California Hazardous Waste Control Law
regulate the disposal of solar PV cells. The local hazardous waste regulatory authority is the County of Tulare.

1 National Fire Protection Association. 2010. NFPA 70: National Fire Code. Accessed October 2023 at: NFPA 70®: National Electrical Code®
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State

The California Department of Industrial Relations, Division of Occupational Safety and Health, is the administering
agency designed to protect worker health and general facility safety. The California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection (CalFire) has designated the area that includes the project site as a Local Responsibility Area which is
defined as an area where the local fire jurisdiction is responsible for emergency fire response. The project area is
also defined as “Unzoned,” which means that the fire hazard severity of the site has not been determined.?

Local

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update (at Chapter 10 — Health and Safety) contains the following goals and
policies that relate to hazards and hazardous materials, and which have potential relevance to the proposed
Project’s CEQA review:

e HS-4.1 Hazardous Materials wherein the County shall strive to ensure hazardous materials are used,
stored, transported, and disposed of in a safe manner, in compliance with local, State, and Federal
safety standards, including the Hazardous Waste Management Plan, Emergency Operations Plan,
and Area Plan;

e HS-4.2 Establishment of Procedures to Transport Hazardous Wastes wherein the County shall
continue to cooperate with the California Highway Patrol (CHP) to establish procedures for the
movement of hazardous wastes and explosives within the County;

e HS-4.3 Incompatible Land Uses wherein the County shall prevent incompatible land uses near
properties that produce or store hazardous waste; and

e HS-4.4 Contamination Prevention wherein the County shall review new development proposals to
protect soil, air quality, surface water, and groundwater from hazardous materials contamination.

Project Impact Analysis

a) and b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? Would the project 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? Less Than Significant Impact.

The proposed Project may require the transport and use of small quantities of hazardous materials in the form
of gasoline, diesel, and oil. Additionally, the proposed Project construction-related activities will require the
transport and use of small quantities of hazardous materials in the form of, for example, gasoline, diesel, and
oil during construction-related activities. Construction-related activities will be intermittent, temporary, and
short-term as they occur. If refueling occurs on site, there is the potential for small leaks due to refueling of the
construction-related equipment; however, standard construction Best Management Practices (BMPs) included
in the SWPPP will reduce the potential for accidental release of construction-related fuels and other hazardous
materials. Therefore, the proposed Project will result in a less than significant impact regarding
hazards/hazardous materials.

c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? No Impact.

2 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. 2007. Draft Fire Severity Zones in LRA Map. Accessed June 2024 at: Fire Hazard Severity Map
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d)

e)

f)

g)

As noted earlier, the nearest school, Earlimart Elementary School is located approximately four (4) miles
northeast of the Project site. As such, construction-related activities will be intermittent, temporary, and short-
term as they occur. As such, it is not anticipated that the Treehouse California Almonds project would result in
the release of hazardous emissions, involve hazardous materials, or create a hazard to the school. There will be
no impact.

Would the project 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? No Impact.

According to the State of California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) — Envirostor Search, there
is one hazardous materials site within an approximate two-mile radius of the Project site.3 The inactive site
(CAM Chemicals) is located at 21636 Road 152 which contains an “unspecified” cause of contamination resulting
in contaminated soils from pesticide rinse waters and wastes from production. The Envirostor description also
indicates that the site “needs evaluation”; however, it does not specify a timeframe.4 The Project site is not
listed as hazardous materials sites pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and is not included on a list
compiled by the Department of Toxic Substances Control per a review of “ldentified Hazardous Waste Sites”
(conducted on April 2, 2024 by RMA staff). Therefore, as the Project site is not included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, it would not create a significant hazard
to the public or the environment.

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise
for people residing or working the project area? No Impact.

The nearest airport (Porterville Municipal Airport in Porterville), is approximately 11 miles southwest of the
proposed Project site; there are no private airports within the Project vicinity. The proposed Project would not
result in the placement of any structures sufficiently tall enough to interfere with the flight path of either airport.
The proposed Project will not conflict with Tulare County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan (CALUP) policy
and it is not within any airport’s safety zone. The proposed Project will not result in a safety hazard for people
working in the area. As such, the proposed Project would result in no impact to this resource.

Would the project impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan? No Impact.

The proposed Project will not impair the implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Per standard conditions of approval, the proposed Project
contains sufficient access for emergency access. There would be no impact as a result of the proposed
Treehouse California Almond Expansion project.

Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires? No Impact.

The proposed Project site is surrounded by agricultural production. As such, it is not subject or vulnerable to
wildland fires. As the proposed Project is not within a wildland area, it is not susceptible to wildland fire. As

3 california Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). EnviroStor. Accessed March 2024 at:

https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?myaddress=Tulare+County%2C+CA

4 bid.
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such, the proposed Treehouse California Almond Expansion project would not expose people or structures,
either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires and would result
in No Impact to this resource. See also Item 20 Wildfire.
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X.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

iii)

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or
groundwater quality?

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede
sustainable groundwater management of
the basin?

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a manner which would:

Result in substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site?

Substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would
result in flooding on- or offsite?

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

Impede or redirect flood flows?

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones,
risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

SIGNIFICANT

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT WITH
MITIGATION

O

LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT

No
IMPACT

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will

also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
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collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Hydrology and Water
Quality, etc.; contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background
Report, and the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where
necessary and if available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

Clean Water Act

The Clean Water Act (CWA) is intended to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of
the nation’s waters (33 CFR 1251). The regulations implementing the CWA protect waters of the U.S. including
streams and wetlands (33 CFR 328.3). The CWA requires states to set standards to protect, maintain, and restore
water quality by regulating point source and some non-point source discharges. Under Section 402 of the CWA, the
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit process was established to regulate these
discharges.
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Safe Drinking Water Act

“The Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) is the main federal law that ensures the quality of Americans' drinking water.
Under SDWA, EPA sets standards for drinking water quality and oversees the states, localities, and water suppliers
who implement those standards... SDWA was originally passed by Congress in 1974 to protect public health by
regulating the nation's public drinking water supply. The law was amended in 1986 and 1996 and requires many
actions to protect drinking water and its sources: rivers, lakes, reservoirs, springs, and ground water wells. (SDWA
does not regulate private wells which serve fewer than 25 individuals.)”?

The National Flood Insurance Act (1968) makes available federally subsidized flood insurance to owners of flood-
prone properties. To facilitate identifying areas with flood potential, Federal Emergency Management Agency

(FEMA) has developed Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) that can be used for planning purposes.

Environmental Protection Agency

The mission of EPA is to protect human health and the environment.
EPA's purpose is to ensure that:

> all Americans are protected from significant risks to human health and the environment where they live,
learn and work;

» national efforts to reduce environmental risk are based on the best available scientific information;

> federal laws protecting human health and the environment are enforced fairly and effectively;

> environmental protection is an integral consideration in U.S. policies concerning natural resources, human
health, economic growth, energy, transportation, agriculture, industry, and international trade, and these
factors are similarly considered in establishing environmental policy;

> all parts of society -- communities, individuals, businesses, and state, local and tribal governments -- have
access to accurate information sufficient to effectively participate in managing human health and
environmental risks;

» environmental protection contributes to making our communities and ecosystems diverse, sustainable and
economically productive; and

> the United States plays a leadership role in working with other nations to protect the global environment.”?

United States Army Corps of Engineers

“The Department of the Army Regulatory Program is one of the oldest in the Federal Government. Initially it served
a fairly simple, straightforward purpose: to protect and maintain the navigable capacity of the nation's waters. Time,
changing public needs, evolving policy, case law, and new statutory mandates have changed the complexion of the
program, adding to its breadth, complexity, and authority.

The Regulatory Program is committed to protecting the Nation's aquatic resources, while allowing reasonable
development through fair, flexible and balanced permit decisions. The Corps evaluates permit applications for
essentially all construction activities that occur in the Nation's waters, including wetlands.”3

1 United States Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA or EPA). EPA Drinking Water Requirements for States and Public Water System Drinking Water
Regulations. Accessed April 2024 at: http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/rulesregs/sdwa/index.cfm.

2 US EPA Website. Our Mission and What We Do. Accessed August 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/aboutepa/our-mission-and-what-we-do

3 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Accessed April 2024 at: http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx.
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State

The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act

“The Porter-Cologne Act is the principal law governing water quality regulation in California. It establishes a
comprehensive program to protect water quality and the beneficial uses of water. The Porter-Cologne Act applies
to surface waters, wetlands, and ground water and to both point and nonpoint sources of pollution. Pursuant to
the Porter-Cologne Act (California Water Code section 13000 et seq.), the policy of the State is as follows:

e That the quality of all the waters of the State shall be protected,

e That all activities and factors affecting the quality of water shall be regulated to attain the highest water
quality within reason, and

e That the State must be prepared to exercise its full power and jurisdiction to protect the quality of water in
the State from degradation.

The Porter-Cologne Act established nine Regional Water Boards (based on hydrogeologic barriers) and the State
Water Board, which are charged with implementing its provisions and which have primary responsibility for
protecting water quality in California. The State Water Board provides program guidance and oversight, allocates
funds, and reviews Regional Water Boards decisions. In addition, the State Water Board allocates rights to the use
of surface water. The Regional Water Boards have primary responsibility for individual permitting, inspection, and
enforcement actions within each of nine hydrologic regions.”*

State Water Resources Control Board

The State Water Resources Control Board (the State Water Board) was created by the Legislature in 1967. The
mission of the Water Board is to ensure the highest reasonable quality for waters of the State, while allocating those
waters to achieve the optimum balance of beneficial uses. The joint authority of water allocation and water quality
protection enables the Water Board to provide comprehensive protection for California's waters.

The Water Board consists of five full-time salaried Members, each filling a different specialty position. Each board
member is appointed to a four-year term by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate.

There are nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Boards). The mission of the Regional Boards is to
develop and enforce water quality objectives and implementation plans that will best protect the beneficial uses of
the State’s waters, recognizing local differences in climate, topography, geology and hydrology.

Each Regional Board has seven part-time Members also appointed by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate.
Regional Boards develop “basin plans” for their hydrologic areas, govern requirements/issue waste discharge
permits, take enforcement action against violators, and monitor water quality. The task of protecting and enforcing
the many uses of water, including the needs of industry, agriculture, municipal districts, and the environment is an
ongoing challenge for the Water Board and Regional Boards.®

California Department of Water Resources

The State Vision for California’s Water Resources Update 2023: “All Californians benefit from water resources that
are sustainable, resilient to climate change, and managed to achieve shared values and connections to our

4 California Water Boards. State Laws Porter-Cologne Act. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/nps/encyclopedia/Oa laws policy.html.

5 State of California Water Boards. Water Boards’ Structure. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/about _us/water boards structure/mission.html
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communities and the environment.” Other goals contained in the Update 2023 California Water Plan Update
include:

e Support watershed resilience planning and implementation

e Improve resilience of State, federal, and regional built “backbone” water infrastructure

e Improve resilience of natural “backbone” infrastructure

Advance equitable outcomes in water management

Support and learn from Tribal water and resource management practices

Increase flexibility of regulatory systems

Provide guidance and support continued resources for implementing actions toward water resilience ®

California Department of Water Resources and State Water Resources Control Board — Sustainable Groundwater
Management Act (SGMA)

“On September 16, 2014, Governor Jerry Brown signed into law a three-bill legislative package, composed of AB 1739
(Dickinson), SB 1168 (Pavley), and SB 1319 (Pavley), collectively known as the Sustainable Groundwater Management
Act (SGMA). For the first time in its history, California has a framework for sustainable, groundwater management -
“management and use of groundwater in a manner that can be maintained during the planning and implementation
horizon without causing undesirable results.”

SGMA requires governments and water agencies of high and medium priority basins to halt overdraft and bring
groundwater basins into balanced levels of pumping and recharge. Under SGMA, these basins should reach
sustainability within 20 years of implementing their sustainability plans. For critically over-drafted basins, that will be
2040. For the remaining high and medium priority basins, 2042 is the deadline.””

Regional Water Quality Board

“There are nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Boards). The mission of the Regional Boards is to
develop and enforce water quality objectives and implementation plans that will best protect the State's waters,
recognizing local differences in climate, topography, geology and hydrology. Each Regional Board has seven part-time
members appointed by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate. Regional Boards develop “basin plans” for their
hydrologic areas, issue waste discharge requirements, take enforcement action against violators, and monitor water
quality.”®

“The primary duty of the Regional Board is to protect the quality of the waters within the Region for all beneficial uses.
This duty is implemented by formulating and adopting water quality plans for specific ground or surface water basins
and by prescribing and enforcing requirements on all agricultural, domestic and industrial waste discharges. Specific
responsibilities and procedures of the Regional Boards and the State Water Resources Control Board are contained in
the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act.”®

California Water Boards Central Valley - RS

The California Water Boards Central Valley — R5 (Region 5) defines their missions as, “To preserve, enhance, and
restore the quality of California's water resources and drinking water for the protection of the environment, public

6 California Department of Water Resources: California Water Plan Update 2023. State Vision for California’s Water Resources. September 2023. Pages 1-2
through 1.3. Accessed April 2024 at: California Water Plan Update 2023 Public Review Draft.

7 State of California Department of Water Resources. SGMA Groundwater Management. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://water.ca.gov/Programs/Groundwater-Management/SGMA-Groundwater-Management

8 1bid.

9 Central Valley Water Quality Control Board. Accessed April 2024 at: https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/
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health, and all beneficial uses, and to ensure proper water resource allocation and efficient use, for the benefit of
present and future generations.”° In addition, the CA Water Boards Central Valley — R5 indicates their Duty as, “The
primary duty of the Regional Board is to protect the quality of the waters within the Region for all beneficial uses. This
duty is implemented by formulating and adopting water quality plans for specific ground or surface water basins and
by prescribing and enforcing requirements on all agricultural, domestic and industrial waste discharges. Specific
responsibilities and procedures of the Regional Boards and the State Water Resources Control Board are contained in
the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act.” !

The Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) administers the NPDES storm water-permitting
program in the Central Valley region. Construction activities on one acre or more are subject to the permitting
requirements of the NPDES General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Runoff Associated with Construction
Activity (General Construction Permit). The General Construction Permit requires preparation and implementation
of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The plan will include specifications for Best Management
Practices (BMPs) that will be implemented during proposed Project construction to control degradation of surface
water by preventing the potential erosion of sediments or discharge of pollutants from the construction area. The
General Construction Permit program was established by the RWQCB for the specific purpose of reducing impacts
to surface waters that may occur due to construction activities. BMPs have been established by the RWQCB in the
California Storm Water Best Management Practice Handbook (2003) and are recognized as effectively reducing
degradation of surface waters to an acceptable level. Additionally, the SWPPP describes measures to prevent or
control runoff degradation after construction is complete and identifies a plan to inspect and maintain these
facilities or project elements.

SB 610 (Costa) & SB 221 (Kuehl) 2001

“Senate Bills 610 (Chapter 643, Statutes of 2001) and Senate Bill 221 (Chapter 642, Statutes of 2001) amended state
law, effective January 1, 2002, to improve the link between information on water supply availability and certain land
use decisions made by cities and counties. SB 610 and SB 221 are companion measures which seek to promote more
collaborative planning between local water suppliers, cities, and counties. Both statutes require detailed information
regarding water availability to be provided to the city and county decision-makers prior to approval of specified large
development projects. Both statutes also require this detailed information to be included in the administrative record
that serves as the evidentiary basis for an approval action by the city or county on such projects. Both measures
recognize local control and decision making regarding the availability of water for projects and the approval of projects.

Under SB 610, water assessments must be furnished to local governments for inclusion in any environmental
documentation for certain projects (as defined in Water Code 10912 [a]) subject to the California Environmental
Quality Act. Under SB 221, approval by a city or county of certain residential subdivisions requires an affirmative
written verification of sufficient water supply.”*?

Local

Tulare County Environmental Health Division

“The mission of the Division of Environmental Health is to enhance the quality of life in Tulare County through
implementation of environmental health programs that protect public health and safety as well as the environment.
We accomplish this goal by overseeing and enforcing numerous different programs, from food facility inspections

10 The California Water Boards. Central Valley — R5. Accessed April 2024 at: https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/about us/

1 1bid.

12 California Department of Water Resources. Guidebook for Implementation of Senate Bill 610 and Senate Bill 221 of 2001 to assist water suppliers, cities,
and counties in integrating water and land use planning. Page iii. Accessed April 2024 at: https://cawaterlibrary.net/wp-
content/uploads/2017/06/guidebook.pdf
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to hazardous waste. All of our inspectors are licensed and/or certified in the field that they practice in and
participate in continuing education to maintain licensure.”** “Tulare County Environmental Health permits and
regulates State Small Water Systems, which serve drinking water to between 5 and 14 service connections, and no
more than an average of 25 persons no more than 60 days out of the year. There are currently 42 of these systems,
throughout Tulare County, which serve about 314 connections and approximately 640 people. These systems are
inspected by Tulare County Environmental Health and are required to routinely monitor their water quality.”* This
division requires water quality testing of public water systems. Any project that involves septic tanks and water
wells within Tulare County is subject to approval by this agency. All recommendations provided by this division will
be added as mitigation measures to ensure reduction of environmental impacts.

Tulare County Land Development Regulations

The Tulare County Resource Management Agency (RMA) is responsible for review, approval, and enforcement of
planning and land development throughout the unincorporated portions of Tulare County. County of Tulare
regulations that direct planning and land development (and related water and wastewater utilities) include the
Tulare County General Plan, Zoning Ordinance, Subdivision Ordinance, and CEQA procedures. These responsibilities
are divided between Planning Branch, Public Works Branch, and other divisions or departments of RMA, and in
coordination with the Environmental Health Division of the Tulare County Health and Human Services Agency, and
the Tulare County Fire Department.

The County’s flood damage prevention code is intended to promote public health, safety, and general welfare in
addition to minimizing public and private losses due to flood conditions. The County code provisions to protect
against flooding include requiring uses vulnerable to floods be protected against flood damage at the time of initial
construction; controlling the alteration of natural flood plains; and preventing or regulating the construction of
flood barriers which will unnaturally divert flood waters or which may increase flood hazards in other areas. The
County flood damage prevention code, most recently amended by Ord. No. 3212 and effective October 29, 1998,
is modeled based upon FEMA guidance.

The Tulare County Flood Control District

The Tulare County Flood Control District, a countywide district governed by the County Board of Supervisors, is the
local flood management agency. Tulare County participates in the National Flood Insurance Program Community
Rating System, uses FEMA insurance rate maps, and enforces Ordinance Code of Tulare County, Part VII, Chapter
27, Flood Damage Prevention. The County Zoning Ordinance also provides regulations to reduce flood hazards
through land use regulations.®®

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update has a number of policies that apply to projects within Tulare County.
General Plan policies that relate to the proposed Project are listed:

e AG-1.17 Agricultural Water Resources wherein the County shall seek to protect and enhance surface water
and groundwater resources critical to agriculture;

e HS-4.4 Contamination Prevention wherein the County shall review new development proposals to protect
soils, air quality, surface water, and groundwater from hazardous materials contamination;

13 Tulare County Environmental Health Division. Who Are We. Accessed April 2024 at: https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/about-us/who-are-we /

14 1bid. Water Systems Program. Accessed April 2024 at: https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/our-services/water-systems-program/

15 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report. Page 3.6-29. Accessed April 2024 at:
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/generalplan2010/RecirculatedDraftEIR.pdf

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 2.10-7


https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/about-us/who-are-we
https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/our-services/water-systems-program/
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/generalplan2010/RecirculatedDraftEIR.pdf

e WR-1.1 Groundwater Withdrawal wherein the County shall cooperate with water agencies and
management agencies during land development processes to help promote an adequate, safe, and
economically viable groundwater supply for existing and future development within the County. These
actions shall be intended to help the County mitigate the potential impact on ground water resources
identified during planning and approval processes;

e WR-1.5 Expand Use of Reclaimed Wastewater to augment groundwater supplies and to conserve potable
water for domestic purposes, the County shall seek opportunities to expand groundwater recharge efforts;

o WR-1.6 Expand Use of Reclaimed Water wherein the County shall encourage the use of tertiary treated
wastewater and household gray water for irrigation of agricultural lands, recreation and open space areas,
and large landscaped areas as a means of reducing demand for groundwater resources;

o WR-2.1 Protect Water Quality wherein all major land use and development plans shall be evaluated as to
their potential to create surface and groundwater contamination hazards from point and non-point sources.
The County shall confer with other appropriate agencies, as necessary, to assure adequate water quality
review to prevent soil erosion; direct discharge of potentially harmful substances; ground leaching from
storage of raw materials, petroleum products, or wastes; floating debris; and runoff from the site;

e WR-2.2 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Enforcement wherein the County shall
continue to support the State in monitoring and enforcing provisions to control non-point source water
pollution contained in the U.S. EPA NPDES program as implemented by the Water Quality Control Board;

e WR-2.3 Best Management Practices (BMPs); wherein the County shall continue to require the use of
feasible BMPs and other mitigation measures designed to protect surface water and groundwater from the
adverse effects of construction activities, agricultural operations requiring a County Permit and urban
runoff in coordination with the Water Quality Control Board;

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the Project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality? Less Than Significant Impact.

The State Water Resources Control Board requires any new construction project greater than one acre to complete a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). A SWPPP would be prepared for the proposed Treehouse California
Almond expansion Project by a qualified engineer or erosion control specialist as a condition of approval and would
be submitted to the County for review and approval before being implemented during construction. The SWPPP would
be designed to reduce potential impacts related to erosion and surface water quality during construction activities
and throughout the life of the proposed Project. It would include the proposed Project information and best
management practices (BMP). The BMPs would include dewatering procedures, stormwater runoff quality control
measures, concrete waste management, watering for dust control, and construction of perimeter silt fences, as
needed. Implementation of the SWPPP will minimize the potential for the proposed Project to substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern in a manner that will result in substantial erosion or siltation onsite or offsite. There will be
no discharge to any surface or groundwater sources which may impact water quality standards.

Treehouse California Almonds, LLC, has requested changes to the waste discharge requirements for the Earlimart
facility and proposes additional Land Application Areas (LAAs) to allow an increase in almond harvest processing and
an increase in the discharge of almond process wastewater. Expansion of the LAAs allows application of treated
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effluent over a broader area. The existing process wastewater best management practices would remain in place at
the Earlimart facility and are effective in protecting the quality of discharged water. The depth to groundwater,
agronomic application rate of the treated wastewater, and the nutrient uptake of the cover crop effectively prevent
the potential for adverse impacts on groundwater from process wastewater discharge. The Project would not result
in degradation to beneficial uses of water, or otherwise result in degradation to groundwater water quality. Therefore,
the Project would not violate water quality standards, waste discharge requirements, or otherwise degrade
groundwater quality and this impact would be Less Than Significant.

Treehouse California Almonds LLC has requested changes to the existing Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) under
which the Earlimart facility is currently authorized to operate, and discharge treated wastewater to land. The discharge
specifications identified in the WDRs and Reports of Waste Discharge that have become operational under Water
Code Section 13264 control various aspects of the Earlimart wastewater treatment system including effluent
characteristics in the ponds and at the point of discharge to the LAAs. The WDRs establish a minimum excess storage
capacity, a maximum daily discharge volume, a minimum dissolved oxygen content and pH limits within surface
impoundments, and a maximum limit on measured conductivity and TDS in effluent at the point of discharge to LAAs.

Recently Treehouse California Almonds experienced a fire within the production area. The reconstruction design plans
include an increase in the number of production lines that will increase the amount of wastewater produced. To offset
that, additional farmable ground has been purchased to align with the increase in wastewater produced. The proposed
RWD is to revise the existing WDR for the water production of this plant and the inclusion of additional land for
farming. The remainder of the issued WDR is intended to remain in effect. Treehouse California Almonds, LLC, has
requested the following WDR modifications from the Central Valley RWQCB, which would establish new regulatory
limits:

(1)  Increase in the maximum annual discharge from 15.6 million gallons per year to 46.8 million gallons per year (a
300 percent increase);

(2) Add 28 acres of LAAs to allow for a total of 66 acres of land (a 73.68 percent increase) for the land discharge of
process wastewater; and,

(3) Authorize improvements to the wastewater treatment and distribution system to maintain treatment efficacy
while implementing the above three changes.

As such, the proposed Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality. Therefore, the proposed Treehouse California
Almond Expansion Project would result in a Less Than Significant Impact to water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements.

b) Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin? Less Than
Significant Impact.

The proposed Project site is located in the Tulare Lake Basin, an area significantly affected by overdraft. The
Department of Water Resources (DWR) has estimated the groundwater by hydrologic region and for the Tulare Lake
Basin. For the Tulare Lake Basin, the total overdraft is estimated at 820,000 acre-feet per year, the greatest overdraft
projected in the State, and 56 percent of the Statewide total overdraft. This overdraft is due to many factors including
reductions of surface supplies in recent years by Delta export restrictions, Endangered Species Act requirements, and
other factors. The proposed Project site is located within the Tule Subbasin portion of the regional area and is within
the Eastern Tule GSA Boundary.
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Given the nature of the proposed Project, the proposed Project would not require substantial increased use in water
consumption. Water usage and wastewater production are currently at 15,600,000 gallons (47.87-acre feet).
Anticipated annual wastewater production for the proposed Project is 46,800,000 gallons (143.62-acre feet). This is
an increase of 31,200,000 gallons (95.75-acre feet) at the Project site.

78.19 acres were purchased for proposed water treatment ponds, land application and nutrient uptake of wastewater.
Approximately 66 acres will be available for land application. Section 6.1, Page 7 of The Report of Waste Discharge
Technical Report to Revise WDR R-5-2018-0066 Treehouse California Almonds, LLC, states that the proposed Land
Application Area (LAA) crop rotation is corn silage in the summer and small grain silage such as wheat, triticale, barley,
and mixes of each in the winter. Corn planted 5/15 would consume 24.5 inches of water, or 2.04-acre feet per acre
per year. Wheat would consume 22.1 inches of water, or 1.84-acre feet per acre per year. This would total 46.6 inches
of water, or 3.88-acre feet of water per acre per year. 3.88 X 66 acres = 256.08-acre feet (83,443,668 gallons) of water
per year. The Project would increase the amount of water consumption from the existing ag-related use by 208.21-
acre feet (67,845,288 gallons) of water per year, which is a 81.31 percent increase. As such, the impact would be less
than significant.®

The average surface water supply for the Pixley Irrigation District (PID) is 37,645-acre feet (2023 Municipal Service
Review, Tulare County Irrigation Districts). The increase in water use is 208.21-acre feet. The project-related increase
in water use would represent 0.55 percent of the water allocated to PID from the Central Valley Project; groundwater
is only used as a supplement to surface water rarely during infrastructure maintenance. Therefore, the Project would
not result in excessive pumping of groundwater since the increase in water use would be less than one percent of the
water supply for the Pixley Irrigation District. In addition, the Project would not result in insufficient recharge from
irrigation, but rather would increase LAAs and increased discharge of process wastewater. Sustainable water
management practices, including irrigation at agronomic rates, water conservation measures, and monitoring water
levels, would be carried out. Therefore, the Project would have a Less Than Significant Impact on groundwater supply
and recharge.

c) Would the Project Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would cause:

i) Erosion and Siltation: Less Than Significant Impact. The extent of potential erosion will vary depending
on slope steepness/stability, vegetation/cover, concentration of runoff, and weather conditions. The
relatively flat nature of the site reduces the need for substantial grading. Any soils removed from these
areas would likely be redistributed around and retained elsewhere on the proposed Project site. The site
is, and will continue to have, a relatively flat topography after site construction. Also, as noted earlier, a
SWPPP will be in place during construction, as described in Impact 10-a. Therefore, construction-related
activities will minimally disturb the ground surface resulting in a Less Than Significant Impact from erosion
and siltation.

ii)  Runoff and Flooding: Less Than Significant Impact. Deer Creek is located approximately one (1) mile
north of the Project site and the White River is located approximately 3.75 miles south of the Project site.
A portion of the Project site (APNs: 318-290-006 and approximately the southern 25 percent of APN: 318-
290-005) is within Other Areas Zone X as shown on the National Flood Insurance Program, Flood Insurance
Rate Map (FIRM), Map Number 06107C1950E, for Community Number 065066 (Tulare County
Unincorporated Areas), dated June 16, 2009. There are no development restrictions associated with Other
Areas Zone X since these are areas determined to be outside the 0.2 percent annual chance floodplain. A

16 Water Management for Grapevines. Accessed April 2024 at: https://cetulare.ucanr.edu/files/82035.pdf.
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portion of the Project site (APNs: 319-060-019, 022, & 037 and approximately the northern 75 percent of
APN: 318-290-005) is within Zone A (Special Flood Hazard Area) as shown on the National Flood Insurance
Program, Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), Map Number 06107C1950E, for Community Number 065066
(Tulare County Unincorporated Areas), dated June 16, 2009. An elevation certificate and associated flood
hazard mitigation measures will be required on all proposed buildings within FEMA Zone A. The subject
parcel is located in a federally identified Special Flood Hazard Area as depicted on said plat. Individual
site plan approval is required for any parcel located within or partially within a special flood hazard area
prior to the issuance of any permits. The location of a structure within the special flood hazard area shall
require compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program under the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) and the special provisions of the Tulare County Flood Damage Prevention
Ordinance. The applicant will be required to comply with RWQCB and County of Tulare flood control
requirements, as applicable. As such, the proposed Treehouse California Almond expansion Project would
result in a Less Than Significant Impact to or from runoff and flooding.

iiiy Drainage Systems and Polluted Runoff: Less Than Significant Impact. See Items 10 c) i) and ii). Also, the
proposed Project will not connect to any existing or planned stormwater drainage system; as such, it will
not provide any additional sources of polluted runoff or create or contribute to runoff water that would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems. Therefore, the proposed
Treehouse California Almond expansion Project would result in a Less Than Significant Impact to drainage
systems and polluted runoff.

iv) Impede or Redirect Flood Flows: Less Than Significant Impact. See items 10 c ii) and iii). Although Deer
Creek is located approximately one (1) mile north of the Project site and the White River is located
approximately 3.75 miles south of the Project site, neither would be altered by the improvements
associated with the proposed Project. The proposed Treehouse California Almond expansion Project
would not substantially alter the surface area of the site as it will be designed to avoid impeding or
redirecting flood flows, as such, this would result in a Less Than Significant Impact to this resource.

d) Would the project result in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation? Less Than Significant Impact.

A portion of the Project site (APNs: 319-060-019, 022, & 037 and approximately the northern 75 percent of APN:
318-290-005) is within Zone A (Special Flood Hazard Area) as shown on the National Flood Insurance Program, Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), Map Number 06107C1950E, for Community Number 065066 (Tulare County
Unincorporated Areas), dated June 16, 2009. An elevation certificate and associated flood hazard mitigation
measures will be required on all proposed buildings within FEMA Zone A. The subject parcel is located in a federally
identified Special Flood Hazard Area as depicted on said plat. Individual site plan approval is required for any parcel
located within or partially within a special flood hazard area prior to the issuance of any permits. The location of a
structure within the special flood hazard area shall require compliance with the National Flood Insurance Program
under the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the special provisions of the Tulare County Flood
Damage Prevention Ordinance. Therefore, the proposed Project is not anticipated to result in the additional
exposure of persons or structures to risks associated with inundation. The proposed Project is not located on or
near any areas that would result in or be impacted by a tsunami, or seiche zones, that would result in a risk release
of pollutants due to Project inundation. Moreover, the proposed Treehouse California Almond Project site is not
exposed to or near any river, reservoirs, ponds, or lakes subject to seiches from earthquake activity; and it is
approximately 100 miles east of the nearest coastline that would be subject to tsunami. Therefore, the proposed
Project would result in a Less Than Significant Impact concerning flood hazard, tsunami, seiche zones, and would
not risk release of pollutants due to project inundation.
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e) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan? Less Than Significant Impact.

As indicated earlier in Impact 10-a), the proposed Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements; or otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality; and would not conflict
with or obstruct a water quality control plan. As indicated in 10-b) the proposed Project would not substantially
decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the Project may
impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin. Therefore, based on the analysis above, the Treehouse
California Almond Expansion Project would result in a Less Than Significant Impact concerning this resource.
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LAND USE AND PLANNING
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IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT

MITIGATION
a) Physically divide an established community? O O O
b) Cause a significant environmental impact

due to a conflict with any land use plan,

policy, or regulation adopted for the O O ]
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an

environmental effect?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.
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The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Land Use and Planning,
etc.; contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and
the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

Federal regulations for land use are not relevant to the Project because it is not a federal undertaking (the Project
site is not located on lands administered by a federal agency, and the project applicant is not requesting federal
funding or a federal permit).

State

The Project is being evaluated pursuant to CEQA; however, there are no state regulations, plans, programs, or
guidelines associated with land use and planning that are applicable to the proposed Project.

Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update (Chapter 4 — Land Use, Chapter 8 — Environmental Resources
Management and Part Il Chapter 1 - Rural Valley Lands Plan) contains the following goals and policies that relate to
land use and which have potential relevance to the Project’s California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review:

e [U-2.1 Agricultural Lands wherein the County shall maintain agriculturally-designated areas for agriculture
use and by directing urban development away from valuable agricultural lands to cities, unincorporated
communities, hamlets, and planned community areas where public facilities and infrastructure are
available;

e [U-5.1 Industrial Developments wherein the County shall encourage a wide range of industrial development
activities in appropriate locations to promote economic development, employment opportunities, and

provide a sound tax base; and,

e [U-7.15 Energy Conservation wherein the County shall encourage the use of solar power and energy
conservation building techniques in all new development.

Project Impact Analysis
a) Would the project physically divide an established community? No Impact.
The Project is in an agricultural area in southwestern Tulare County, approximately three miles northeast of the

unincorporated community of Earlimart. The Project will not physically divide any established community.
Therefore, the Project would result in No Impact on this resource.
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b) Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? No Impact.

The subject site is located outside any Urban Boundaries and is subject to the Rural Valley Lands Plan, with a Land
Use Designation of Valley Agricultural. The proposed project is consistent with relevant policies of the Tulare County
General Plan, including:

e Agriculture Element Goal 1

e Land Use Element Goals 1,2 and 7

e Environmental Resources Management Element Goals 1, 4 and 6

e Air Quality Element Goals 1,3 and 4

e Health and Safety Element Goals 1, 4, 6 and 8

e Water Resources Element Goal 2; Transportation & Circulation Element Goal 1
e Public Facilities & Services Element Goals 2, 3,5 and 7

APNs: 318-290-005 & 006 are in the AE-40 (Exclusive Agricultural — 40 Acre Minimum) Zone. APNs: 319-060-019,
022 & 037 are in the AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural — 20 Acre Minimum) Zone. The AE-20 and AE-40 Zones allow the
expansion of an existing almond processing plant with the amendment of a previously approved Special Use Permit.
Sections 9.6 and 9.7 of Ordinance No. 352, as amended, the Zoning Ordinance, regarding the AE-20 and AE-40
Zones, allows an “establishment for the curing, processing, packaging, storage and shipping of agricultural products”
with an approved Special Use Permit.

Section 16.II.E. of the Zoning Ordinance allows any person holding a Special Use Permit to file an application for an
amendment to the permit. The amendment may include modifications of the terms of the permit itself, or the
application, waiver or alterations of conditions. The same provisions shall be followed for an amendment as are
applicable to a new permit, including, but not limited to, the public notices, hearings and appeal rights set forth in
Section 18.

Building line setback requirements are separate and distinct requirements from yard areas. The Building Line
Setback Ordinance (Section 7-19-1010 in the Tulare County Ordinance Code) requires a setback of 50 feet from the
centerline of the right of way of Road 160. The subject site complies with the Zone’s yard areas and the building
line setbacks.

Section 16 of Ordinance No. 352, as amended, the Zoning Ordinance, states the following: "A Special Use Permit
shall be granted only if it is found that the establishment, maintenance, and operation of the use of the building or
land applied for will not, under the circumstances of the particular case, be detrimental to the health, safety, peace,
morals, comfort and general welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood or to the general welfare
of the County. Special Use Permits may be granted subject to such conditions as will ensure compliance with the
aforementioned standards."
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The Project will not cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. Therefore, the Project would
result in No Impact on this resource.
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a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to O O O
the region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
P Y O O O

delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)
phases.

e Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of

1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.
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e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Mineral Resources, etc.;
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

There are no federal or local regulations pertaining to mineral resources relevant to the Project.

State

California Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975

Enacted by the State Legislature in 1975, the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA), Public Resources Code
Section 2710 et seq., insures a continuing supply of mineral resources for the State. The act also creates surface
mining and reclamation policy to assure that:

*  Production and conservation of minerals is encouraged;

* Environmental effects are prevented or minimized;

* Consideration is given to recreational activities, watersheds, wildlife, range and forage, and aesthetic
enjoyment;

* Mined lands are reclaimed to a useable condition once mining is completed; and

* Hazards to public safety both now and in the future are eliminated.

Areas in the State (city or county) that do not have their own regulations for mining and reclamation activities rely
on the Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, Office of Mine Reclamation to enforce this law.
SMARA contains provisions for the inventory of mineral lands in the State of California. The State Geologist, in
accordance with the State Board’s Guidelines for Classification and Designation of Mineral Lands, must classify
Mineral Resource Zones (MRZ) as designated below:

e MRZ-1. Areas where available geologic information indicates that there is minimal likelihood of significant
resources.

e MRZ-2. Areas underlain by mineral deposits where geologic data indicate that significant mineral deposits
are located or likely to be located.

e MRZ-3. Areas where mineral deposits are found but the significance of the deposits cannot be evaluated
without further exploration.

e MRZ-4. Areas where there is not enough information to assess the zone. These are areas that have unknown
mineral resource significance.
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SMARA only covers mining activities that impact or disturb the surface of the land. Deep mining (tunnel) or
petroleum and gas production is not covered by SMARA.

Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update: Chapter 8 — Environmental Resources Management contains the
following goals and policies that relate to mineral resources and that have potential relevance to the Project’s
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review:

e ERM-2.1 Conserve Mineral Deposits wherein the County will encourage the conservation of identified
and/or potential mineral deposits, recognizing the need for identifying, permitting, and maintaining a 50-
year supply of locally available PCC grade aggregate.

o ERM 2.7-Minimize Adverse Impacts wherein the County will minimize the adverse effects on environmental
features such as water quality and quantity, air quality, flood plains, geophysical characteristics, biotic,
archaeological, and aesthetic factors.

e ERM 2.8-Minimize Hazards and Nuisances wherein the County will minimize the hazards and nuisances to
persons and properties in the area during extraction, processing, and reclamation operations.

e ERM 2.10-Incompatible Development wherein proposed incompatible land uses in the County shall not be
on lands containing or adjacent to identified mineral deposits, or along key access roads, unless adequate
mitigation measures are adopted or a statement of overriding considerations stating public benefits and
overriding reasons for permitting the proposed use are adopted.

e ERM-4.6 Renewable Energy wherein the County shall support efforts, when appropriately sited, for the
development and use of alternative energy resources, including renewable energy such as wind, solar,
biofuels and co-generation.

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project 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? No Impact.

Mineral resources located within Tulare County are predominately sand and gravel resources primarily provided by
four waterways: Kaweah River, Lewis Creek, Deer Creek, and the Tule River. Deer Creek is the nearest of these four
streams to the proposed Project site and is located approximately 1.5 miles to the north of the project. At the
crossing at Road 160, Deer Creek is below grade and moves via canal. The Project will not result in the loss of an
available known mineral resource. The Tulare County General Plan Update (see Figure 8-2 Mineral Resource Zone
in the General Plan) indicates the locations of State-designated Mineral Resource Zones. According to the map, the
Project site is located within 10 miles of a Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ). The California Department of Conservation
indicates that the nearest, active mining operation is located approximately 7 miles northeast of the Project site
(Deer Creek Ranch 91-54-0019 — sand and gravel). The Project would not 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. Therefore, there is No Impact
in relation to this resource.
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b) Would the project 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? No Impact.

As described above in subsection a), the proposed Project site is not delineated on a local land use plan as a locally
important mineral resource recovery site. Therefore, the proposed Treehouse California Almond Expansion project
would 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. Therefore, there is No Impact in relation to this resource.
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The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87 x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
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21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Noise, etc.; contained in
the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the Tulare County
General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if available, additional
site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

Federal Vibration Policies

The Federal Railway Administration (FRA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have published guidance
relative to vibration impacts. According to the FRA, fragile buildings can be exposed to ground-borne vibration levels
of 0.5 PPV without experiencing structural damage. ! The FTA has identified the human annoyance response to
vibration levels as 80 RMS (Root Mean Square = The square root of the arithmetic average of the squared amplitude
of the signal).?

State

The California Noise Control Act was enacted in 1973 (Health and Safety Code § 46010 et seq.), and states that the
Office of Noise Control (ONC) should provide assistance to local communities in developing local noise control
programs. It also indicates that ONC staff will work with the OPR to provide guidance for the preparation of the
required noise elements in city and county General Plans, pursuant to Government Code § 65302(f). California
Government Code § 65302(f) requires city and county general plans to include a noise element. The purpose of a
noise element is to guide future development to enhance future land use compatibility.

1 U.S. Department of Transportation. Federal Transit Administration. “The Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual”. September 2018. FTA Report No.
0123 Federal Transit Administration. Figure 5-4 Typical levels of Ground-Borne Vibration. Pages 112 and 113. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-

0123 0.pdf.
2 Ibid. 213.
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Local

Analytical noise modeling techniques, in conjunction with actual field noise level measurements, were used to
develop generalized Ldn or Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) contours for traffic noise sources within Tulare
County for existing conditions. Traffic data representing annual average daily traffic volumes, truck mix, and the
day/night distribution of traffic for existing conditions (1986) and future were obtained from the Tulare County Public
Works Department and used in the Tulare County Noise Element. The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update
Health & Safety Element (2012) includes noise and land use compatibility standards for various land uses. These are
shown in Table 2.13-1 Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise Environments3.

Table 2.13-1
Community Noise Exposure-La, or CNEL (dB)
Land Use Category 50 55 60 65 70 75 80

Residential - Low Density Single
Family, Duplex, Mobile Homes

Residential — Multi-Family

Transient Lodging = Motels, Hotels c
Schools, Libraries, Churches, _

Hospitals, Nursing Homes jreseerrsereese|

Auditoriums, Concerts Halls,
Amphitheaters

Sports Arenas, Outdoor Spectator

Sports

Playgrounds, Neighborhood Parks NN

Golf Courses, Riding Stables, Water

Recreation, Cemeteries

2=
Office Buildings, Business Commercial [ IIINININGGEGEGEEGEGEGEEGEEEEE
and Professional | |
Industrial, Manufacturing, Utilties, |
Agricuture

Specified land use is satisfactory. based upen the assumptien that any buildings
involved are of normal conventional construction, without any special noise
insulation reguirements.
Mew construction or development should be undertaken only after a detailed
Conditionally analysis of the noise reduction requirements is made and needed noise insulation
Acceptable features are included in the design. Conventional construction, but with clased
windows and fresh air supply sysiems or air conditioning will normally suffice.

| Mew construction or development should generally be discouraged. If new
| Normally construction or development does proceed, a detailed analysis of the noise

. Unacceptable reduction requirements must be made and needed neoise insulation features

i included in the design.

Mew construction or development generally should not be undertaken
Stmdards for Noise ‘Governors Office of Planning and

Normally
Acceptable

Clearly

[Source: Figure Noise-1. State Land Use
Research, October 2003]

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update: Chapter 10 — Health and Safety contains the following goals and
policies that relate to noise that have potential relevance to the Project’s California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) review:

e HS-8.2 Noise Impacted Areas — wherein the County shall designate areas as noise-impacted if exposed to
existing or projected noise levels that exceed 60 dB Ldn (or Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL)) at
the exterior of buildings; and

3 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update. Goals and Policies Report. Page 10-25.
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e HS-8.3 Noise Sensitive Land Uses — wherein the County shall not approve new noise sensitive uses unless
effective mitigation measures are incorporated into the design of such projects to reduce noise levels to 60
dB Ldn (or CNEL) or less within outdoor activity areas and 45 dB Ldn (or CNEL) or less within interior living
spaces; and

e HS-8.6 Noise Level Criteria wherein the County shall ensure noise level criteria applied to land uses other
than residential or other noise-sensitive uses are consistent with the recommendations of the California
Office of Noise Control (CONC); and

e HS-8.8 Adjacent Uses wherein the County shall not permit development of new industrial, commercial, or
other noise-generating land uses if resulting noise levels will exceed 60 dB Ldn (or CNEL) at the boundary of
areas designated and zoned for residential or other noise-sensitive uses, unless it is determined to be
necessary to promote the public health, safety, and welfare of the County; and

e HS-8.11 Peak Noise Generators wherein the County shall limit noise generating activities, such as
construction, to hours of normal business operation (7 a.m. to 7 p.m.). No peak noise generating activities
shall be allowed to occur outside of normal business hours without County approval; and

e HS-8.18 Construction Noise wherein the County shall seek to limit the potential noise impacts of
construction activities by limiting construction activities to the hours of 7 a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through
Saturday when construction activities are located near sensitive receptors. No construction shall occur on
Sundays or national holidays without a permit from the County to minimize noise impacts associated with
development near sensitive receptors; and

e HS-8.19 Construction Noise Control wherein the County shall ensure that construction contractors
implement best practices guidelines (i.e., berms, screens, etc.) as appropriate and feasible to reduce
construction-related noise-impacts on surrounding land uses.

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance,
or applicable standards of other agencies? Less Than Significant Impact.

The ambient noise environment in the proposed Project vicinity is dominated by agricultural-related uses, including
tractor-intensive work. The magnitude and frequency of the existing ambient noise levels may vary considerably
over the course of the day and throughout the week. The variation is caused by different reasons, for example,
changing weather conditions, the effects of rotation of agricultural crops, and other human-related activities.

Construction Noise

Proposed Project construction related activities will involve temporary noise sources and will be periodic in nature.
Typical construction-related equipment includes graders, trenchers, small tractors, and excavators. During the
proposed Project construction, noise from construction related activities will contribute to the noise environment
in the immediate vicinity. Activities involved in construction will generate maximum noise levels, as indicated in
Table 2.13-2, ranging from 79 to 91 dBA at a distance of 50 feet, without feasible noise control (e.g., mufflers) and
ranging from 75 to 80 dBA at a distance of 50 feet, with feasible noise controls.
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The distinction between short-term construction noise impacts and long-term operational noise impacts is a typical
one in both CEQA documents and local noise ordinances, which generally recognize the reality that short-term noise
from construction is inevitable and cannot be mitigated beyond a certain level. Thus, local agencies frequently
tolerate short-term noise at levels that they would not accept for permanent noise sources. A more severe approach
would be impractical and might preclude the kind of construction activities that are to be expected from time to
time in urban and semi-urban environments. Most residents of these areas recognize this reality and expect to hear
construction activities on occasion.

Table 2.13-2
Typical Construction Noise Levels
Type of Equipment dBA at 50 feet

Without Feasible With Feasible

Noise Control Noise Control

Dozer or Tractor 80 75
Excavator 88 80
Scraper 88 80
Front End Loader 79 75
Backhoe 85 75
Grader 85 75
Truck 91 75

Although impacts are considered less than significant, the Project will be required to adhere to the County’s noise
policies, as noted earlier, to ensure that impacts remain less than significant, including

e HS-8.11 Peak Noise Generators; and
e HS-8.18 Construction Noise; and,

e HS-8.19 Construction Noise Control, as appropriate and feasible to reduce construction-related noise-
impacts on surrounding land uses.

Operational Noise

As noted previously, the proposed project in the southern-western part of Tulare County in a predominantly
agricultural area of the San Joaquin Valley. The site is currently planted to grapevines. Surrounding areas include
agricultural production and existing almond warehousing buildings. The nearest rural residence is located across
the street from (west of Road 60) the Project site along the Avenue 68 alignment. It is also noted that the land
surrounding the Project site is predominantly zoned agricultural (to the north, south, east, and west), which is an
exclusive zone for intensive agricultural uses and for those uses which are necessary and an integral part of
agricultural operations.

Tulare County’s Land Use Compatibility for Community Noise Environments identified a noise standard of 75
Ldn/CNEL for agricultural land uses, which is the land use that applies to the proposed Treehouse California Almond
Expansion project and the residential home located on the northwest corner of Avenue 68/Road 160. Operational
noise will be similar in character to existing noise in the area resulting from agricultural operations. At full buildout,
the Project will be operational 20 hours a day, 4-5 days per week. Noise generating operational activities include
employee and delivery vehicle traffic and equipment such as fork-lifts and small loaders. Operating noise is expected
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to be below Tulare County General Plan noise standard of 75Ldn/CNEL at the exterior of the nearby residence. As
such, the potential impact to ambient noise is a Less Than Significant Impact.

b) Would the project result in the generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels?
Less Than Significant Impact.

“Vibration is an oscillatory motion that can be described in terms of displacement, velocity, or acceleration. Because
the motion is oscillatory, there is no net movement of the vibration element and the average of any of the motion
metrics is zero. Displacement is the most intuitive metric. For a vibrating floor, the displacement is simply the
distance that a point on the floor moves away from its static position. The velocity represents the instantaneous
speed of the floor movement and acceleration is the rate of change of the speed. Although displacement is easier
to understand than velocity or acceleration, it is rarely used for describing ground-borne vibration. Most
transducers used for measuring ground-borne vibration use either velocity or acceleration. Furthermore, the
response of humans, buildings, and equipment to vibration is more accurately described using velocity or
acceleration.”*

“The effects of ground-borne vibration can include perceptible movement of floors in buildings, rattling of windows,
shaking of items on shelves or hanging on walls, and low-frequency noise (ground-borne noise). Building damage is
not a factor for typical transportation projects, but in extreme cases, such as during blasting or pile-driving during
construction, vibration could cause damage to buildings. Although the perceptibility threshold is approximately 65
VdB, human response to vibration is not usually substantial unless the vibration exceeds 70 VdB. A vibration level
that causes annoyance is well below the damage risk threshold for typical buildings (100 VdB).”*> “Ground-borne
vibration is almost never a problem outdoors. Although the motion of the ground may be perceived, without the
effects associated with the shaking of a building, the motion does not provoke the same adverse human reaction.”®

Table 2.13-3 presents the human response to different levels of ground-borne vibration and noise. “The vibration
level (VdB) is presented with the corresponding frequency assuming that the vibration spectrum peaks at 30 Hz or
60 Hz (xi) The groundborne noise levels (dBA) are estimated for the specified vibration velocity with a peak vibration
spectrum of 30 Hz (Low Freq) and 60 Hz (Mid Freq). Note that the human response differs for vibration velocity
level based on frequency. For example, the noise caused by vibrating structural components may cause annoyance
even though the vibration cannot be felt. Alternatively, a low frequency vibration can cause annoyance while the
ground-borne noise level it generates does not.”’

Table 2.13-3
Human Response to Different levels of Ground-Bourne Vibration and Noise®
Vibration Noise Level

. - H R
Velocity Level Low Freq* | Mid Freq** fman Besponse

Approximate threshold of perception for many
humans. Low frequency sound: usually inaudible.
Mid-frequency sound: excessive for quiet sleeping
areas.

65 VdB 25 dBA 40dBA

4 U.S. DOT. FTA. Transit Noise & Vibration Impact Assessment Manual. September 2018. Page 110. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-
0123 0.pdf

5 Ibid. 117-118.

6 Op. Cit. 118.
7 Op. Cit. 119.
8 Op. Cit. 120.
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Approximate dividing line between barely
perceptible and distinctly perceptible. Many
people find transit vibration at this level annoying.
Low-frequency noise: tolerable for sleeping areas.
Mid-frequency noise: excessive in most quiet
occupied.

Vibration is tolerable only if there are an
infrequent number of events per day. Low-
85 VdB 45 dBA 60dBA frequency noise: excessive for sleeping areas.
Mid-frequency noise: excessive even for
infrequent events for some activities.
*Approximate noise level when vibration spectrum peak is near 30 Hz.

**Approximate noise level when vibration spectrum peak is near 60 Hz.

75VdB 35 dBA 50dBA

Table 2.13-4 presents average source levels in terms of velocity for various types of construction equipment
measured under a wide variety of construction activities.

Typical outdoor sources of perceptible ground borne vibration are construction equipment, steel-wheeled trains,
and traffic on rough roads. Construction vibrations can be transient, random, or continuous. The approximate
threshold of vibration perception is 65 VdB, while 85 VdB is the vibration acceptable only if there are an infrequent
number of events per day.

Construction Related Vibration Impacts: While construction-related activities will result in minor amounts of
groundborne vibration, such groundborne noise or vibration will attenuate rapidly from the source and will not be
generally perceptible outside of the construction areas. As such, impacts to the neighboring sensitive receptor will
be a Less Than Significant Impact.

Project Operational Vibration Impacts: As described in Impact 13 a), The Project will result in typical
agricultural/industrial use-related noise. Typical noise will result from vehicles accessing and egressing the site, on-
site forklifts, small loaders, and etc. Other than these sources there will be no vibrational impacts from Project
operation. As such, there will be no exposure of persons for generation of excessive groundborne vibration.

Table 2.13-4
Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment®
Equipment PPV at 25 Approximate
ft. in/sec Lv * at 25 ft
upper
1.518 112
Pile Driver (impact) range
Typical 0.544 104
upper
0.734 105
Pile Driver (sonic) range
typical 0.17 93
Clam shovel drop (slurry wall) 0.202 94
. in soil 0.008 66
Hydromill (slurry wall) i rock 0.017 75
Vibratory Roller 0.21 94
9 Op. Cit. 184.
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Hoe Ram 0.089 87
Large bulldozer 0.089 87
Caisson drilling 0.089 87
Loaded trucks 0.076 86
Jackhammer 0.035 79
Small bulldozer 0.003 58

*RMS velocity in decibels, VDB re 1 micro-in/sec

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or 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? No Impact.

The proposed Project is not within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a private airfield. The proposed
Treehouse California Almond Expansion project will not conflict with Tulare County Airport Land Use Plan policy
and as such, there will be No Impact to people residing or working in the project area because of excessive noise

levels.
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING
LESs THAN
LESs THAN
. SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
Would the project: SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION
a) Induce substantial unplanned population
growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, O O u
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing O D D
elsewhere?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87 x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.
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e Phase 3: Construction of a162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

o Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Population and Housing,
etc.; contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and
the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

“HUD’s mission is to create strong, sustainable, inclusive communities and quality affordable homes for all. HUD is
working to strengthen the housing market to bolster the economy and protect consumers; meet the need for quality
affordable rental homes: utilize housing as a platform for improving quality of life; build inclusive and sustainable
communities free from discrimination; and transform the way HUD does business.”! However, as the Project does
not propose any community housing, HUD or other, federal regulations do not apply.

State

California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD)

HCD’s mission is to “Promote safe, affordable homes and strong vibrant communities throughout California.” “In
1977, the State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) adopted regulations under the
California Administrative Code, known as the Housing Element Guidelines, which are to be followed by local
governments in the preparation of local housing elements. AB 2853, enacted in 1980, further codified housing
element requirements. Since that time, new amendments to the State Housing Law have been enacted. Each of
these amendments has been considered during development of this Housing Element.”?

California Relocation Assistance Act

The State of California adopted the California Relocation Assistance Act (California Government Code §7260 et seq.)
in 1970. This State law, which follows the federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Act,
requires public agencies to provide procedural protections and benefits when they displace businesses,
homeowners, and tenants in the process of implementing public programs and projects. This State law calls for fair,
uniform, and equitable treatment of all affected persons through the provision of relocation benefits and assistance
to minimize the hardship of displacement on the affected persons. There are no state regulations that are relevant
to this Project.

1 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. Mission. Accessed May 2024 at: https://www.hud.gov/about/mission.
2 Tulare County Housing Element 2023-2031 Update. Page 1-3. Accessed May 2024 at: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/tulare-county-
housing-element/complete-initial-draft-dec-2023-housing-element/
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Local

Tulare County Regional Housing Needs Assessment Plan 2014-2023

The Tulare County Association of Governments (TCAG) was responsible for allocating the State’s projections to each
local jurisdiction within Tulare County including the County unincorporated area, which is reflected in this Housing
Element. Tulare County has no control over the countywide population and housing projections provided to TCAG
when it prepared the Regional Housing Needs Assessment Plan (RHNP). As the Project does not include (or
remove/displace) any housing, the RHNA does not apply.

Tulare County Regional Blueprint 2009

This Blueprint includes the following preferred growth scenario principals:3

Increase densities county-wide by 25% over the status quo densities;

Establish light rail between cities;

Extend Highway 65 north to Fresno County;

Expand transit throughout the county;

Maintain urban separators around cities; and

Growth will be directed toward incorporated cities and communities where urban development exists and
where comprehensive services and infrastructure are or will be provided.

VVVYVVYYVY

Tulare County Housing Authority

“The Housing Authority of the County of Tulare (HATC) has been officially designated as the local public housing
agency for the County of Tulare by the Board of Supervisors and was created pursuant to federal and state laws.
...HATC is a unique hybrid: a public sector agency with private sector business practices. Their major source of income
is the rents from residents. The HATC mission is "to provide affordable, well-maintained rental housing to qualified
low- and very low-income families. Priority shall be given to working families, seniors and the disabled. Tenant self-
sufficiency and responsibility shall be encouraged. Programs shall be self-supporting to the maximum extent
feasible.” *

HATC provides rental assistance to very low and moderate-income families, seniors and the handicapped throughout
the county. HATC offers many different programs, including the conventional public housing program, the housing
choice voucher program (Section 8), the farm labor program for families with farm labor income, senior housing
programs, and other programs. They also own or manage some individual subsidized rental complexes that do not
fall under the previous categories and can provide information about other affordable housing that is available in
Tulare County. All programs are handicap accessible. AlImost all of the complexes have 55-year recorded affordability
covenants.”® As noted earlier, the Project does not include (or remove/displace) any public housing, no impact would
occur to HATC'’s objectives/programs.

Tulare County General Plan/Housing Element Policies

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)
phases. The proposed Project is anticipated to add eight (8) additional employees. There are no policies from the
Tulare County General Plan/Housing Element that would apply to this Project.

3TCAG. Tulare County Regional Blueprint. May 2009. Page 18. Accessed May 2024 at: https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/regional-transportation-plan-rtp/rtp-
20181/tulare-county-blue-print/.

4 Tulare County Housing Element 2023-2031 Update. Page 5-11. Accessed May 2024 at: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/tulare-county-
housing-element/complete-initial-draft-dec-2023-housing-element/ Accessed May 2024

5 lbid.
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Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project induce substantial unplanned 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)? Less Than Significant Impact.:

The proposed Project will not have a direct or cumulative effect or create an unusual circumstance that will cause a
significant effect on the population, or housing of the area. Although the proposed Project is anticipated to add eight
(8) additional employees, these increases are not substantial. A portion of the Project site (APNs: 318-290-005 & 006)
is Zoned AE-20 and is designed for agricultural uses. A portion of the Project site (APNs: 318-290-005 & 006) is Zoned
AE-40 and is designed for agricultural uses. Due to the surrounding uses being predominantly agricultural in nature, it
is unlikely that the surrounding properties will be used for the development of a residential subdivision. Therefore,
the Project will not induce a significant population growth and will result in a Less Than Significant Impact.

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? Less Than Significant Impact.

The proposed Project will not have a direct or cumulative effect or create an unusual circumstance that will cause a
significant effect on the population, or housing of the area. Although the proposed Project is anticipated to add eight
(8) additional employees, these increases are not substantial. A portion of the Project site (APNs: 318-290-005 & 006)
is Zoned AE-20 and is designed for agricultural uses. A portion of the Project site (APNs: 318-290-005 & 006) is Zoned
AE-40 and is designed for agricultural uses. Due to the surrounding uses being predominantly agricultural in nature, it
is unlikely that the surrounding properties will be used for the development of a residential subdivision. Therefore,
the Project will not displace an existing population and will result in a Less Than Significant Impact.
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XV.

PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of

new or physically altered governmental facilities,

LESS THAN

need for new or physically altered governmental LESS THAN
e . i SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
facilities, the construction of which could cause SIGNIFICANT
o ) . . IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
significant environmental impacts, in order to IMPACT
MITIGATION

maintain acceptable service ratios, response times
or other performance objectives for any of the
public services:

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

Oooon
Oooon
X XX X X
Oofooo

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87 x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.
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e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Public Services, etc.;
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

None that are applicable to this Project.
State

California Fire Code and Building Code

The purpose of the California Fire Code (Title 24, Part 9 of the California Code of Regulations) is to establish the
minimum requirements consistent with nationally recognized good practices to safeguard the public health, safety
and general welfare from the hazards of fire, explosion or dangerous conditions in new and existing buildings,
structures and premises, and to provide safety and assistance to fire fighters and emergency responders during
emergency operations.?

Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Chapter 14 — Public Facilities and Services, contains the
following policies that relate to public services and may apply to this Project:

e PFS-7.2 Fire Protection Standards wherein the County shall require all new development to be adequately
served by water supplies, storage, and conveyance facilities supplying adequate volume, pressure, and capacity
for fire protection;

12019 California Fire Code (Title 24, Part 9 of the California Code of Regulations). 1.1.2 Purpose. Page 3. Accessed May 2024 at: Building Department - RMA
(ca.gov) then click CHAPTER 24 - FLAMMABLE FINISHES, 2019 California Fire Code, Title 24, Part 9 | ICC Digital Codes (iccsafe.org)
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e PFS-7.5 Fire Staffing and Response Time Standards wherein the County shall strive to maintain fire department
staffing and response time goals consistent with National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) standards, as shown
in Table 15-1;

e PFS-7.6 Provision of Station Facilities and Equipment wherein the County shall strive to provide sheriff and fire
station facilities, equipment (engines and other apparatus), and staffing necessary to maintain the County’s
service goals. The County shall continue to cooperate with mutual aid providers to provide coverage throughout
the County;

Table 15-1
Fire Staffing and Response Time Standards
Demographics Staffing/Response Time % of Calls
Urban > 1,000 people/sq. 90
mi. | 15 fire fighters (FF)/9 min.
Suburban 500-100 people/sq. 80
mi. 10 FF/10 min.
Rural < 500 people/sq. mi. 6 FF/14 min. 80
Remote* 4 FF/no specific response
. . . 90
Travel Dist.>8 min. time
*Upon assembling the necessary resources at the emergency scene, the fire
department should have the capacity to safety commence an initial attach
within 2 minutes, 90% of the time.

e PFS-7.9 Sheriff Response Time wherein the County shall work with the Sheriff’s Department to achieve and
maintain a response time of:
1. Less than 10 minutes for 90 percent of the calls in the valley region; and
2. 15 minutes for 75 percent of the calls in the foothill and mountain regions; and,

e PFS-7.12 Design Features for Crime Prevention and Reduction wherein the County shall promote the use of
building and site design features as means for crime prevention and reduction.

Project Impact Analysis

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, to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

a) Fire protection? Less Than Significant Impact

The Tulare County Fire Department provides fire suppression and recovery and fire law services for the project area.
Tulare County Fire Station 28, located at 800 E. Washington Avenue in Earlimart (approximately four miles
southwest of the project site), serves the project area. Response times to the project area range from eight to ten
minutes. The fire station is staffed 24 hours a day by a full-time Fire Captain or Fire Apparatus Engineer, and
emergency response is augmented with over Paid Call Firefighters (PCFs) volunteers. These PCFs are organized into
engine companies by the station’s response area with which they reside. The metal agricultural buildings for the
proposed project would be constructed in compliance with local and state fire codes and be used to store almond
products. On-site fire protection infrastructure includes a water storage tank and an on-site fire hydrant system. As
such, an increase in demand for fire services is not expected to result, calls for service would cause only temporary
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effects, and the proposed Project would not result in a notable increase in fire risk and service demand for the area.
Therefore, there would be a Less Than Significant Impact concerning fire protection.

b) Police Protection? Less Than Significant Impact

Law enforcement services for the project area are provided by the Tulare County Sheriff’'s Department. The nearest
Sheriff’s Community Sub Station is located at 161 N. D Street in Pixley, approximately six miles northwest of the
project site. Although the type of use proposed does not specifically create an environment associated with
unlawful activities requiring law enforcement services, the project could have an effect upon local sheriff protection
services in the event that such services would be required, e.g., theft. This effect would be minor and temporary in
nature due to on-site security and surveillance; therefore, there would be a Less Than Significant Impact concerning
law enforcement.

c) Schools? Less Than Significant

The proposed Project is located within the boundaries of the Earlimart Unified School District; however, only eight
(8) additional jobs would be provided because of the Project that would be filled with local residents. Therefore,
the project would not directly create significant increase in the number of school age children for Earlimart Unified
School District. Residential [and commercial] construction would require payment of school fees prior to issuance
of a building permit. As such, there would be a Less Than Significant Impact concerning schools due to the low
number of school children as part of this Project.

d) Parks? Less Than Significant Impact

The nearest park is in Earlimart, located approximately four miles southwest of the proposed Project. Only eight (8)
additional jobs would be provided because of the Project that would be filled with local residents, which would not
create an increase in demand for parks. Therefore, there would be a Less Than Significant Impact concerning parks

e) Other Public Facilities? No Impact

Adventist Health, located at 1401 Garces Highway in Delano (Kern County) is the closest medical facility,
approximately 11 miles south of the project site. Likewise, the jobs that will be provided because of the project will
be filled by local residents. The project does not represent a substantial increase in respect to the currently available
health services and this impact is therefore less than significant. The proposed Project will not create the need to
construct new electric infrastructure. The Project site is not located in an area where water and sewer service are
provided. Instead, the project site relies on individual wells, septic systems, and an on-site wastewater treatment
facility. Therefore, it would not create a need for any new or improved public facilities and this would be a Less
Than Significant Impact.
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XVI. RECREATION

LESS THAN
LESS THAN
. SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
Would the project: SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that J J J
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 J J J

might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)
phases.

e Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87 x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.
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e Phase 3: Construction of a162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

o Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Recreation, etc.;
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

Lakes Kaweah and Success

“Lake Kaweah was formed after the construction of the Terminus Dam on the Kaweah River in 1962. The lake offers
many recreational opportunities including fishing, camping, and boating. Lake Kaweah is located 20 miles east of
Visalia on Highway 198 and was constructed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for flood control and water
conservation purposes. The lake has a maximum capacity to store 143,000 acre-feet of water. There are a total of
80 campsites at the lake’s Horse Creek Campground, which contains toilets, showers and a playground. Campfire
programs are also available. Aside from camping, boat ramps are provided at the Lemon Hill and Kaweah Recreation
Areas. Both Kaweah and Horse Creek provide picnic areas, barbecue grills and piped water. Swimming is allowed in
designated areas. In addition, there is a one-mile hiking trail between Slick Rock and Cobble Knoll, which is ideal for
bird watching.

Lake Success was formed by construction of the Success Dam on the Tule River in 1961. The lake offers many
recreational activities including fishing, boating, waterskiing, and picnicking. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACOE) constructed this reservoir for both flood control and irrigation purposes. The lake has a capacity of 85,000
acre-feet of water. The lake is located eight miles east of Porterville in the Sierra Nevada foothills area. Recreational
opportunities include ranger programs, camping at the Tule campground, which provides 104 sites, boating, fishing,
picnic sites, playgrounds, and a softball field. Seasonal hunting is also permitted in the 1,400-acre Wildlife
Management Area.”?

National Parks and National Forests

“Most of the recreational opportunities in the county are located in Sequoia National Forest, Giant Sequoia National
Monument, and in Sequoia and Kings Canyon National Parks (SEKI). Although these parks span adjacent counties,
they make a significant contribution to the recreational opportunities that Tulare County has to offer.”?

1 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Background Report. February 2010. Page 4-7. Accessed June 2024 at:
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents.html then scroll to and click on “Appendix B-Background Report ”
2 |bid. 4-8.
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Sequoia National Forest

“Sequoia National Forest takes its name from the Giant Sequoia, which is the world’s largest tree. There are more
than 30 groves of sequoias in the lower slopes of the park. The park includes over 1,500 miles of maintained roads,
1,000 miles of abandoned roads and 850 miles of trails for hikers, off-highway vehicle users and horseback riders.
The Pacific Crest Trail connecting Canada and Mexico, crosses a portion of the forest, 78 miles of the total 2,600
miles of the entire trail. It is estimated that 10 to 13 million people visit the forest each year. "3

Giant Sequoia National Monument

“The Giant Sequoia National Monument was created in 2000 by President Clinton in an effort to preserve 34 groves
of ancient sequoias located in the Sequoia National Forest. The Monument includes a total of 327,769 acres of
federal land, and provides various recreational opportunities, including camping, picnicking, fishing, and whitewater
rafting. According to the Giant Sequoia National Monument Management Plan EIS, the Monument includes a total
of 21 family campgrounds with 502 campsites and seven group campgrounds. In addition, there are approximately
160 miles of system trails, including 12 miles of the Summit National Recreation Trail.”*

Sequoia and Kings Canyon National Parks (SEKI)

“The U.S. Congress created the Kings Canyon National Park in 1940 and Sequoia National Park in 1890. Because they
share many miles of common boundaries, they are managed as one park. The extremely large elevation ranges in
the parks (from 1,500 to 14,491 feet above sea level), provide for a wide range of vegetative and wildlife habitats.
This is witnessed from exploring Mt. Whitney, which rises to an elevation of 14,491 feet, and is the tallest mountain
in the contiguous United States. During the summer months, park rangers lead walks through the parks, and tours
of Crystal and Boyden Caves. During the winter, visitors explore the higher elevations of the parks via cross country
skis or snowshoes or hike the trails in the foothills. The SEKI also contains visitor lodges, the majority of which are
open year-round. According to the National Parks Conservation Association, a combined total of approximately 1.5
million people visit the two parks on an annual basis.”®

State

“The Mountain Home State Forest is a State Forest managed by the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection (CDF). The Forest consists of 4,807 acres of parkland containing a number of Giant Sequoias and is located
east of Porterville. The Forest is a Demonstration Forest, which is considered timberland that is managed for forestry
education, research, and recreation. Fishing ponds, hiking trails, and campsites are some of the amenities that can
be found in the Forest.”® Colonel Allensworth State Historic Park (approximately 3,715 acres in area) is located in
the unincorporated community of Allensworth in southwestern Tulare County.

Local

Parks

The nearest recreational facility, Earlimart Neighborhood Park, lies about three (3) miles southwest of the southern
area of the proposed project. Owned by the Earlimart School District, the park operates under a long-term joint
powers agreement with the County, covering its development, operation, and maintenance. The park boasts
amenities such as a children’s play area, picnic spots, event spaces, gateway features, and resilient landscaping.

3 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Background Report, Op. Cit. 4-9.
4Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Background Report, Op. Cit.
5 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Background Report, Op. Cit.
6 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Background Report, Op. Cit. 4-7.
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Schools

“A total of 48 school districts provide education throughout Tulare County. Of the 48 school districts, seven are
unified districts providing educational services for kindergarten through 12* grade. The remaining 41 districts
consist of 36 elementary school districts and four high school districts. Many districts only have one school.”” The
nearest elementary school (Earlimart Elementary School) is located approximately four (4) miles southwest of the
Project site. The next nearest school is Earlimart Middle School, which is also located approximately four (4) miles
southwest of the Project site.

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project
ERM-5.6 Location and Size Criteria for Parks

Project Impact Analysis

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? No Impact.

As described above, the proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging
facility in four (4) phases. The proposed Project is anticipated to add eight (8) additional employees. These increases
are not substantial and the proposed Project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional parks,
or other recreational facilities, such that a physical deterioration would occur or be accelerated. As stated above,
the closest park is 3 miles southwest of the Project site and it will not be affected by the proposed Project. A portion
of the Project site (APNs: 318-290-005 & 006) is Zoned AE-20 and is designed for agricultural uses. A portion of the
Project site (APNs: 318-290-005 & 006) is Zoned AE-40 and is designed for agricultural uses. The surrounding uses are
predominantly agricultural in nature. Therefore, there would be No Impact.

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? No Impact.

See response XVI a) above. The proposed project would not include the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities, which could physically affect the environment. Therefore, there would be No Impact.

7Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Background Report. Pages 7-75 and 7-76. Accessed June 2024 at: http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents.html
then scroll to Recirculated Draft EIR, the click on “Appendix B-Background Report”
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XVII. TRANSPORTATION
LESS THAN LESs THAN
Would the project: SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT IMPACT
MITIGATION
a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or
policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and O O u
pedestrian facilities?
b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent
with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, ] L] ]
subdivision (b)?
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections) or incompatible O O O
uses, (e.g., farm equipment)?
d) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] ] ]

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87 x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.
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e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Transportation, etc.;
contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting
Federal

Several federal regulations govern transportation issues. They include: Title 49, CFR, Sections 171-177 (49 CFR 171-
177) that governs the transportation of hazardous materials, the types of materials defined as hazardous, and the
marking of the transportation vehicles; 49 CFR 350-399, and Appendices A-G, Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Regulations that address safety considerations for the transport of goods, materials, and substances over public
highways; and 49 CFR 397.9, the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act of 1974, which directs the U.S. Department
of Transportation to establish criteria and regulations for the safe transportation of hazardous materials.

State

(1) Land Use Projects. Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) exceeding an applicable threshold of significance may indicate
a significant impact. Projects within one-half mile of either an existing major transit stop or a stop along an
existing high-quality transit corridor should be presumed to cause a less than significant transportation impact.
Projects that decrease VMT in the project area compared to existing conditions should be considered to have a
less than significant transportation impact.

(2) Transportation Projects. Transportation projects that reduce, or have no impact on, VMT should be presumed
to cause a less than significant transportation impact. For roadway capacity projects, agencies have discretion
to determine the appropriate measure of transportation impact consistent with CEQA and other applicable
requirements. To the extent that such impacts have already been adequately addressed at a programmatic
level, a lead agency may tier from that analysis as provided in Section 15152.

(3) Qualitative Analysis. If existing models or methods are not available to estimate the VMT for the particular
project being considered, a lead agency may analyze the project’s vehicle miles traveled qualitatively. Such a
qualitative analysis would evaluate factors such as the availability of transit, proximity to other destinations,
etc. For many projects, a qualitative analysis of construction traffic may be appropriate.
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(4) Methodology. A lead agency has discretion to choose the most appropriate methodology to evaluate a project’s
VMT, including whether to express the change in absolute terms, per capita, per household or in any other
measure. A lead agency may use models to estimate a project’s VMT and may revise those estimates to reflect
professional judgment based on substantial evidence. Any assumptions used to estimate VMT and any revisions
to model outputs should be documented and explained in the environmental document prepared for the
project. The standard of adequacy in Section 15151 shall apply to the analysis described in this section.

Caltrans: Transportation Concept Reports

Each District of the State of California Transportation Department (Caltrans) prepares a Transportation Concept
Report (TCR) for every state highway or portion thereof in its jurisdiction. The TCR usually represents the first step
in Caltrans’ long-range corridor planning process. The purpose of the TCR is to determine how a highway will be
developed and managed so that it delivers the targeted LOS and quality of operations that are feasible to attain
over a 20-year period, otherwise known as the “route concept” or beyond 20 years, for what is known as the
“ultimate concept”.

Caltrans has prepared a number concept reports for State Routes, Interstate Routes, and U.S. Routes. Tulare County
is located in Caltrans District 6. Caltrans has completed a Transportation Concept Report (November 2003, 2016) for

State Route 99, which is approximately 3.5 miles west of the proposed Project site.

Vehicle Miles Traveled — Focused Traffic Impact Study Guide

Caltrans prepared the Transportation Impact Study Guide (TISG) to provide guidance to Caltrans Districts, lead
agencies, tribal governments, developers and consultants regarding Caltrans review of a land use project or plan’s
transportation analysis using vehicle miles traveled (VMT) metric. ! The guidance, dated May 20, 2020, is not binding
on public agencies, and it is intended to be a reference and informational document. The guidance may be updated
based upon need, or in response to updates of the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research’s Technical Advisory
on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA. The TISG replaces the Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact
Studies (Caltrans, 2002) and is for use with local land use projects, not for transportation projects on the State Highway
System.

SB 743, through a new CEQA metric for transportation impacts, sought to promote the reduction of greenhouse gas
emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses (Public Resources
Coad Section 21099 (7)(b)(1)). That is, it sought to modernize CEQA transportation analysis in a way that supports
these goals. A new metric, VMT, was selected for land use development based on the expectation that a vehicle miles
traveled metric will better support greenhouse gas emission reductions and improve multimodal transportation
options for land use development.

Caltrans references OPR’s December 2018 Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA, which
identifies projects and areas presumed to have a less than significant transportation impact.

Those include:
1. Residential, office, or retail projects within a Transit Priority Area, where a project is within a %

mile of an existing or planned major transit stop or an existing stop along a high-quality transit
corridor.

1 Caltrans. Vehicle Miles Traveled — Focused Transportation Impact Study Guide (May 20, 2020). Accessed June 2024 at: https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-
media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/sb-743/2020-05-20-approved-vmt-focused-tisg-ally.pdf
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2. Anarea pre-screened by an agency as having low residential or office VMT.

3. Residential projects composed of 100 percent or near-100 percent affordable housing located in
any infill location. Additionally, per OPR’s Technical Advisory, “Lead agencies may develop their
own presumption of less than significant impact for residential projects (or residential portions of
mixed-use projects) containing a particular amount of affordable housing, based on local
circumstances and evidence. Furthermore, a project which includes any affordable residential
units may factor the effect of the affordability on VMT into the assessment of VMT generated by
those units.”

4. A locally-serving retail project (such a project typically reduces vehicle travel by providing a more

proximate shopping destination, i.e., better accessibility).

Mixed-use projects composed entirely of the above low-VMT project types.

6. In any area of the state, absent substantial evidence indicating that a project would generate a
potentially significant level of VMT, or inconsistency with a Sustainable Communities Strategy
(SCS) or general plan, projects that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per day generally may
be assumed to cause a less-than significant transportation impact.

gl

Caltrans supports CEQA streamlining for these projects and acknowledges the importance of streamlining them in
improving access to destinations, livability, and community vibrancy. Further, Caltrans encourages these projects
because they will help achieve VMT reduction and mode shift goals.

In very limited situations, analysis or mitigation may be appropriate in low VMT areas to address specific multimodal
access management issues directly caused by the project such as issues related to line of sight caused by the placement
of a driveway. These situations are to be determined based on the details of specific development proposals and their
setting and will be addressed in future guidance.

Caltrans will review projects that are not presumed to have a less than significant transportation impact (using a VMT
metric):

For residential and office projects, OPR’s Technical Advisory recommends VMT per capita or per employee thresholds
15% below existing city or regional VMT per capita. The recommended thresholds align with the reduction in per
capita VMT required to achieve GHG reductions sufficient to achieve targets contained in State law. Caltrans suggests
use of OPR’s recommended thresholds of significance for land use projects and may request mitigation from projects
and plans which do not meet those thresholds.

Caltrans' comments on the transportation impacts portion of a particular CEQA document may note methodological
deviations from OPR’s Technical Advisory and may strongly recommend significance determinations and project
changes or mitigation aligned with state GHG and VMT reduction goals as articulated in that guidance and in the
California Air Resources Board’s Scoping Plan and related documentation.

Lead Agencies should consider the legal requirements and practical implications of programmatic mitigation
strategies. The considerations include “additionality” (generally meaning the improvements would not have occurred
without funding from the VMT mitigation bank), equity (with respect to geographical distribution of beneficial
mitigation projects), verifiability, and exhaustion of on-site mitigation strategies.

Local Policy and Regulations
Tulare County Association of Governments (TCAG)

“... [W]ith the passage of Assembly Bill (AB) 69 State law has required the preparation of Regional Transportation
Plans (RTPs) to address transportation issues and assist local and state decision makers in shaping California’s
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transportation infrastructure.” TCAG has prepared the 2022 RTP. Specific policies that apply to the Proposed Project
are listed as follows:

System Performance - Objective: Develop an efficient regional road and circulation system that provides maximum
achievable mobility and accessibility for vehicles, bicycles, pedestrians, and public transportation.

Policy 1 — Maintain a Level of Service C or better on rural roads and Level of Service D or better on urban roads.

Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases - Objective: Encourage coordinated development to achieve an improved jobs-
housing balance in the region.

Policy 1 — Encourage mixed-use developments in urbanized areas and existing small communities, both
incorporated and unincorporated.

Transportation Control Measures (TCMs) are also being utilized to reduce vehicle trips, improve air quality, and
relieve congestion. The SJVAPCD, in compliance with the California Clean Air Act (CCAA) to reduce vehicle trips, is
enforcing the TCMs. Listed in the appendix under the Air Quality Conformity findings is a thorough analysis and
description of the implemented TCMs in Tulare County. There are many sources of funding that can be used to
implement TCMs. Some primary sources for TCM implementation are the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
(CMAQ) Program, Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funding, Active Transportation Program (ATP) funds, and
eligible local sales tax funds.?

Local

County of Tulare SB 743 Guidelines

County of Tulare SB 743 Guidelines (VMT Guidelines or Guidelines) were prepared for implementation of Senate Bill
743 (SB 743) in the unincorporated area of Tulare County. SB 743 was passed by the legislature and signed into law
in the fall of 2013. This legislation led to a change in the way that transportation impacts will be measured under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Starting on July 1, 2020, automobile delay and level of service (LOS) was
no longer be used as the performance measure to determine the transportation impacts of land development projects
under CEQA and the new performance measure will be vehicle miles traveled (VMT).

Although statewide guidance for the implementation of SB 743 has been written by the Governor’s Office of Planning
and Research (OPR)3, CEQA allows lead agencies (including Tulare County) the latitude to determine their own
methodologies and significance thresholds for CEQA technical studies. The SB 743 Guidelines provided in this report
are based on the statewide guidance provided by OPR, but they include clarifications and details tailored for and
specific to local conditions in Tulare County SB 743 applies to both land development and transportation projects. The
VMT analysis methodology for land development projects was developed in order to accomplish the following:

. Meet the requirements of CEQA, including the new SB 743 regulations that were adopted into CEQA in
December 2018 and went into effect on July 1, 2020.
. Provide for transportation improvements to be built that benefit Tulare County residents and facilitate

travel by walking, bicycling, and transit.

2TCAG 2022 Regional Transportation Plan. Action Element. Accessed June 2024 at: tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-2022/chapter-d-action-element/
3 https://opr.ca.gov/docs/20190122-743 Technical Advisory.pdf
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. Provide for analysis and mitigation of VMT impacts in a way that is feasible and within the scale of land
development projects in Tulare County.

VMT analysis for land development projects is to be conducted by comparing a project’s VMT/capita or
VMT/employee to the average VMT/capita or VMT/employee for the traffic analysis zone (TAZ) in which the project
is located. Projects that have a VMT/capita or VMT/employee equal to or above the average for the TAZ are required
to provide mitigation in the form of relatively low-cost improvement projects that would support travel by bicycling
or walking or provide justification that improvements at the regional level are sufficient to mitigate their VMT impacts.

Certain projects such as small projects and local-serving retail projects would be presumed to have a less than
significant impact and would not be required to do a VMT analysis. It is important to note that goods movement (e.g.,
the transport of raw or finished products from one location to another, for example, transfer of milk to an ice cream
producing plant and then the transfer of ice cream to a distributor or directly to a retailer) is not subject to SB 743 and
only passenger trips need to be considered in a VMT analysis.*

Transportation projects that are focused on improvements to travel by bicycling, walking, and transit would be
presumed to have a less than significant impact (as these modes of travel eliminate or reduce miles travelled by a
vehicle) and would not be required to do a VMT analysis. Certain small roadway projects and all roadway projects
that are consistent with the General Plan would be presumed to have a less than significant impact (as these projects
have been anticipated to accommodate projected growth and/or are planned improvements to the roadway system
for safety, to meet current roadway standards, or to improve roads that are functionally obsolete). Larger roadway
projects that are inconsistent with the General Plan would need to conduct a VMT analysis and would need to consider
providing mitigation if the project is forecasted to cause an increase in VMT.

Although VMT will be the performance measure for CEQA transportation studies, California jurisdictions may still
require consideration of roadway operational analysis in the project approval process and may condition projects to
provide roadway improvements. Guidelines are provided for the evaluation of the effect of projects on roadways,
including the determination of required roadway improvements.

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project:

e [U-7.4 Streetscape Continuity — wherein the County shall ensure that streetscape elements (e.g., street
signs, trees, and furniture) maintain visual continuity and follow a common image for each community;

e T(C-1.13 Land Dedication for Roadways and Other Travel Modes - As required by the adopted County
Improvement Standards, the County shall require, where warranted, an irrevocable offer of dedication to
the right-of-way for roadways and other travel modes, as part of the development review process;

e TC-1.14 Roadway Facilities - As part of the development review process, new development shall be
conditioned to fund, through impact fees, tonnage fees, and/or other mechanism, the construction and
maintenance of roadway facilities impacted by the project. As projects or locations warrant, construction
or payment of pro-rata fees for planned road facilities may also be required as a condition of approval;

4 California Public Resources Code. Section 21000 et seq. Title 14. Division 6. California Natural Resources Agency. Chapter 3. Section 15064.3, subdivision (a).
Accessed June 2024 at: https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/ceqa/docs/2018 CEQA FINAL TEXT 122818.pdf
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e TC-1.15 Traffic Impact Study - The County shall require an analysis of traffic impacts for land development
projects that may generate increased traffic on County roads. Typically, projects generating over 100 peak
hour trips per day or where LOS “D” or worse occurs, will be required to prepare and submit this study. The
traffic impact study will include impacts from all vehicles, including truck traffic;

e T(C-1.16 County Level Of Service (LOS) Standards wherein the County shall strive to develop and manage its
roadway system (both segments and intersections) to meet a LOS of “D” or better in accordance with the
LOS definitions established by the Highway Capacity Manual; and.

e HS-1.9 Emergency Access wherein the County shall require, where feasible, road networks (public and
private) to provide for safe and ready access for emergency equipment and provide alternate routes for
evacuation.

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? Less Than Significant Impact.

This project would not conflict with any local or regional plan, ordinance or policy related to the transportation
systems in Tulare County. Currently, Road 160 does not have bicycle or pedestrian facilities and the nearest existing
transit stops to the project site is 5 miles away in northern Earlimart [Tulare County Regional Transit Agency
(TCRTA)]. Further, adding 32 trips/day, as identified in subsection b) below, would result in a Less Than Significant
Impact to existing plans, ordinances or policies to the circulation system.

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? Less
Than Significant Impact.

According to the operating statement provided by Treehouse California Almond, LLC, the project would add eight
(8) employees to their operation. Assuming each employee drives alone, this would result in 16 trips (8 in and 8
out) per day. If each employee left and returned for lunch, it would result in 16 additional trips for a total of 32 net
new trips throughout the day. Tulare County SB 743 Guidelines states that projects that generate less than 500
trips per day can be presumed to have a Less Than Significant Impact.

c) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses, (e.g., farm equipment)? Less Than Significant Impact.

Construction of the proposed Project may require the delivery of construction-related equipment and facility
materials, some that may require transport by oversize vehicles. The use of oversize vehicles during construction
can create a hazard to the public by limiting motorist views on roadways and by the obstruction of space.
Construction-related oversize vehicle loads must comply with permit-related and other requirements of the
California Vehicle Code and the California Streets and Highway Code. CHP escorts may be required at the discretion
of Caltrans and the County and would be detailed in respective oversize load permits. Due to the rural nature of the
area roads and flat terrain, construction-related vehicles are not anticipated to incur hazards traveling to and from
the Project site. Furthermore, the proposed Project would not include a design feature or use vehicles with
incompatible uses that would create a hazard on the roadways surrounding the Project site. The proposed Project
would result in a Less Than Significant Impact.
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d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? Less Than Significant Impact.

As the project will utilize existing driveways, access to emergency vehicles will remain the same, i.e., via Road 160.
Therefore, there will be a Less Than Significant Impact on emergency access.
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XVIIl.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the Project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural

resource, defined in Public Resources Code section LEss THAN
. . LESS THAN
21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
. . . . SIGNIFICANT
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT IMPACT
the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, MITIGATION

or object with cultural value to a California Native
American tribe, and that is:

a)

b)

Listed or eligible for listing in the California

Register of Historical Resources, or in a local

register of historical resources as defined in O O O
Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)?

A resource determined by the lead agency,

in its discretion and supported by substantial

evidence, to be significant pursuant to

criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public

Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead O O O
agency shall consider the significance of the

resource to a California Native American

tribe?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87 x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
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21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Tribal Cultural Resources,
etc.; contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and

the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if
available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

The National Historic Preservation Act

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, which has been amended several times, was passed to
acknowledge the importance of protecting our nation's heritage from federal development. The NHPA sets federal
historic preservation policy, establishes partnerships between the Federal government and states and the Federal
government and tribes, creates the National Register of Historic Places and National Historic Landmarks programs,
mandates the selection of qualified State Historic Preservation Officers, establishes the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, charges Federal agencies with stewardship, and establishes the role of Certified Local
Governments within the states.

Title | of the statute established the National Register of Historic Places to create a national listing of historic
properties (districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects) significant in American history, architecture,
archeology, engineering, and culture. Title | also expanded the level of Federal concern to include the preservation
of historic properties of local or State significance. It established State Historic Preservation Office as partners in the
national historic preservation program and also describes how local governments or Indian tribes may, in certain
circumstances, carry out SHPO functions.

Implementation of Section 106 of Title | has been critical to archeology and archeological preservation in the United
States. Section 106 requires federal agencies to take into account the effects of their actions on historic properties
by identifying historic properties, assessing adverse effects, and resolving those adverse effects. The process is
initiated by the federal agency, and includes comment and input from stakeholders at the local and State levels, as
well as the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. After the procedures for implementing Section 106 were
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established (6 CFR 800), the field of professional archeology expanded throughout governments and the private
sector to meet the need for compliance.

Section 110 requires all federal agencies to establish -- in conjunction with the Secretary of the Interior -- their own
historic preservation programs for the identification, evaluation, and protection of historic properties, including
archeological properties. Determinations of Eligibility for the National Register are established during Phase I
archeological surveys.

Title Il

Title 1l of NHPA establishes the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, an independent Federal agency. The
Council and its staff advise Federal agencies on their roles in the national historic preservation program, especially
Section 106. The ACHP also develops advice and training to support Federal agencies.

Title IV

Title IV of the statute established the National Center for Preservation Technology and Training, part of the National
Park Service. NCPTT contributes research and training to archeological preservation practice.

Statute and regulation texts:

e National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S. Code 470 et seq.), statute text.

e National Register of Historic Places (36 CFR 60), regulation text.

e Procedures for State, Tribal, and Local Government Historic Preservation Programs (36 CFR 61), regulation
text.

o Determinations of Eligibility for Inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (36 CFR 63), regulation
text.

e Protection of Historic Properties (36 CFR 800), regulation text.*

State

California State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP)

“The California State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) is responsible for administering federally and state
mandated historic preservation programs to further the identification, evaluation, registration and protection of
California's irreplaceable archaeological and historical resources under the direction of the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO), a gubernatorial appointee, and the State Historical Resources Commission”?

“OHP's responsibilities include:

Identifying, evaluating, and registering historic properties;

Ensuring compliance with federal and state regulatory obligations;

Encouraging the adoption of economic incentives programs designed to benefit property owners;
Encouraging economic revitalization by promoting a historic preservation ethic through preservation
education and public awareness and, most significantly, by demonstrating leadership and stewardship for
historic preservation in California.”3

VVVYVYVY

1 U.S. Department of the Interior. National Park Service. Accessed March 2024 at: National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 - Archeology (U.S. National Park
Service) (nps.gov

2 Office of Historic Preservation. Mission and Responsibilities. Accessed March 2024 at: http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=1066.

31bid.
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“Architectural Review and Incentives

OHP administers the Federal Historic Preservation Tax Incentives Program and provides architectural review and
technical assistance to other government agencies and the general public in the following areas:
» Interpretation and application of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment
of Historic Properties;
» General assistance with and interpretation of the California Historical Building Code and provisions for
qualified historic properties under the Americans with Disabilities Act;
» Developing and implementing design guidelines;
» Preservation incentives available for historic properties;
> Sustainability and adaptive reuse of historic properties.”*

“Information Management

The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) includes the statewide Historical Resources Inventory
(HRI) database maintained by OHP and the records maintained and managed, under contract, by twelve
independent regional Information Centers (ICs). The ICs provide archeological and historical resources information,
on a fee-for-service basis, to local governments and individuals with responsibilities under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), and California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), as well as to the general public. ICs collect and maintain information on historical and archaeological
resources which was not reviewed under a program administered by OHP.”®

Criteria for Designhation

> Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional
history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States (Criterion 1).

» Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California or national history (Criterion 2).

» Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of construction or represents
the work of a master or possesses high artistic values (Criterion 3).

» Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history of the local
area, California or the nation (Criterion 4).°

A historical resource may be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) if it:
> Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of California’s
history and cultural heritage;
> Is associated with the lives of persons important to our past;
> Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or represents
the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or
> Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.”’

Native American Heritage Commission

“The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), created in statute in 1976, is a nine-member body, appointed
by the Governor, to identify and catalog cultural resources -- ancient places of special religious or social significance

4 Op. Cit.

5 Op. Cit. Criteria for Designation. Accessed March 2024 at: California Register of Historical Resources

6 Op. Cit.

7 Office of Historic Preservation. Mission and Responsibilities. Accessed March 2024 at: http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=1066
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to Native Americans and known ancient graves and cemeteries of Native Americans on private and public lands in
California. The NAHC is also charged with ensuring California Native American tribes’ accessibility to ancient Native
American cultural resources on public lands, overseeing the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered
Native American human remains and burial items, and administering the California Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (CaINAGPRA), among many other powers and duties.”®

Tribal Consultation Requirements: AB 52 (Gatto, 2014)

“The Public Resources Code has established that “[a] project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the
environment.” (Pub. Resources Code, § 21084.2.).

To help determine whether a project may have such an effect, the Public Resources Code requires a lead agency to
consult with any California Native American tribe that requests consultation and is traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of a Project. That consultation must take place prior to the release of a negative
declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report for a project. (Pub. Resources Code, §
21080.3.1.)

If a lead agency determines that a project may cause a substantial adverse change to tribal cultural resources, the
lead agency must consider measures to mitigate that impact. Pub. Res. Code § 20184.3 (b)(2) provides examples of

mitigation measures that lead agencies may consider to avoid or minimize impacts to tribal cultural resources.”®

CEQA Guidelines: Archaeological Resources

Section 15064.5(c) of CEQA Guidelines provides specific guidance on the treatment of archaeological resources as
noted below.0!!

(1) When a Project will impact an archaeological site, a lead agency shall first determine whether the site is an
historical resource, as defined in subdivision (a).

(2) If a lead agency determines that the archaeological site is an historical resource, it shall refer to the provisions
of Section 21084.1 of the Public Resources Code, and this section, Section 15126.4 of the Guidelines, and the
limits contained in Section 21083.2 of the Public Resources Code do not apply.

(3) If an archaeological site does not meet the criteria defined in subdivision (a), but does meet the definition of a
unique archeological resource in Section 21083.2 of the Public Resources Code, the site shall be treated in
accordance with the provisions of section 21083.2. The time and cost limitations described in Public Resources
Code Section 21083.2 (c—f) do not apply to surveys and site evaluation activities intended to determine whether
the Project location contains unique archaeological resources.

(4) If an archaeological resource is neither a unique archaeological nor an historical resource, the effects of the
Project on those resources shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment. It shall be sufficient
that both the resource and the effect on it are noted in the Initial Study or EIR, if one is prepared to address
impacts on other resources, but they need not be considered further in the CEQA process.

8 Native American Heritage Commission. Welcome. Accessed March 2024 at: http://nahc.ca.gov/.

Office of Planning and Research. Technical Advisory: AB 52 and Tribal Cultural Resources in CEQA (June 2017). Page 3. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/20200224-AB 52 Technical Advisory Feb 2020.pdf

10 Office of Historic Preservation. CEQA Basics. Accessed March 2024 at: https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=21721.

11 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5 - Determining the Significance of Impacts to Archaeological and Historical Resources. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://casetext.com/regulation/california-code-of-regulations/title-14-natural-resources/division-6-resources-agency/chapter-3-guidelines-for-
implementation-of-the-california-environmental-quality-act/article-5-preliminary-review-of-projects-and-conduct-of-initial-study/section-150645-
determining-the-significance-of-impacts-to-archaeological-and-historical-resources
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CEQA Guidelines: Human Remains

Public Resources Code Sections 5097.94 and 5097.98 provide guidance on the disposition of Native American burials

(human remains), and fall within the jurisdiction of the Native American Heritage Commission:*?

(d) When an initial study identifies the existence of, or the probable likelihood, of Native American human
remains within the Project, a lead agency shall work with the appropriate Native Americans as identified by
the Native American Heritage Commission as provided in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The
applicant may develop an agreement for treating or disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human
remains and any ltems associated with Native American burials with the appropriate Native Americans as
identified by the Native American Heritage Commission. Action implementing such an agreement is exempt
from:

(1) The general prohibition on disinterring, disturbing, or removing human remains from any location other
than a dedicated cemetery (Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5).
(2) The requirements of CEQA and the Coastal Act.

(e) In the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any human remains in any location other than a
dedicated cemetery, the following steps should be taken:

(1) There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected
to overlie adjacent human remains until:

(A) The coroner of the county in which the remains are discovered must be contacted to determine that

no investigation of the cause of death is required, and

(B) If the coroner determines the remains to be Native American:

1. The coroner shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours.

2. The Native American Heritage Commission shall identify the person or persons it believes to
be the most likely descended from the deceased Native American.

3. The most likely descendent may make recommendations to the landowner or the person
responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or disposing of, with appropriate
dignity, the human remains and any associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources
Code Section 5097.98, or

(2) Where the following conditions occur, the landowner or his authorized representative shall rebury the

Native American human remains and associated grave goods with appropriate dignity on the property

in a location not subject to further subsurface disturbance.

(A) The Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identify a most likely descendent or the most
likely descendent failed to make a recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by the
commission.

(B) The descendant identified fails to make a recommendation; or

(C) The landowner or his authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the descendant, and
the mediation by the Native American Heritage Commission fails to provide measures acceptable to
the landowner.

(f) As part of the objectives, criteria, and procedures required by Section 21082 of the Public Resources Code,
a lead agency should make provisions for historical or unique archaeological resources accidentally
discovered during construction. These provisions should include an immediate evaluation of the find by a
qualified archaeologist. If the find is determined to be an historical or unique archaeological resource,
contingency funding and a time allotment sufficient to allow for implementation of avoidance measures or
appropriate mitigation should be available. Work could continue on other parts of the building site while
historical or unique archaeological resource mitigation takes place.

2 Op. Cit.
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Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The General Plan has a number of policies that apply to Projects within Tulare County. General Plan policies that
relate to the Project are listed as follows:

e ERM-6.1 Evaluation of Cultural and Archaeological Resources wherein the County shall participate in and
support efforts to identify its significant cultural and archaeological resources using appropriate State and
Federal standards;

e ERM-6.2 Protection of Resources with Potential State or Federal Designations wherein the County shall
protect cultural and archaeological sites with demonstrated potential for placement on the National
Register of Historic Places and/or inclusion in the California State Office of Historic Preservation’s California
Points of Interest and California Inventory of Historic Resources;

e ERM-6.3 Alteration of Sites with Identified Cultural Resources which states that when planning any
development or alteration of a site with identified cultural or archaeological resources, consideration should
be given to ways of protecting the resources. Development can be permitted in these areas only after a site
specific investigation has been conducted pursuant to CEQA to define the extent and value of resource, and
Mitigation Measures proposed for any impacts the development may have on the resource;

e ERM-6.4 Mitigation which states that if preservation of cultural resources is not feasible, every effort shall
be made to mitigate impacts, including relocation of structures, adaptive reuse, preservation of facades,
and thorough documentation and archival of records;

e ERM-6.9 Confidentiality of Archaeological Sites wherein the County shall, within its power, maintain
confidentiality regarding the locations of archaeological sites in order to preserve and protect these
resources from vandalism and the unauthorized removal of artifacts;

e ERM-6.10 Grading Cultural Resources Sites wherein the County shall ensure all grading activities conform to
the County’s Grading Ordinance and California Code of Regulations, Title 20, § 2501 et. seq.

The intensive agricultural use of the Project site has continually been disturbed to the point that there are no evident
surface Tribal cultural resources. However, as discussed below, mitigation measures are included in the unlikely
event that Tribal cultural resources are encountered.

Project Impact Analysis

a)and b) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)? A resource determined by the
lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe? Less Than Significant Impact With
Mitigation:
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As noted previously, information provided by the Southern San Valley Historical Resources Information Center,
at California State University, Bakersfield (Center) and the California Native American Heritage Commission
Sacred Lands File search (included in Attachment “C” of this document) were used as the basis for determining
that this proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact with mitigation. Although no cultural
resources were identified within the proposed Treehouse California Almonds Expansion project area in the
records search, there is a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered during proposed Project
construction-related activities. In such an unlikely event, potentially significant impacts to previously unknown
subsurface resources may occur. Also, to date, RMA one response(s) has/have been received from the tribes
that were notified in compliance with AB 52 requirements through a list of potentially affected tribes provided
by the NAHC. As such, it is not anticipated that Native American tribal cultural resources or remains will be
found within the proposed Project area. However, Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-3 are included in the
unlikely event that Native American remains or tribal cultural resources are unearthed during any ground
disturbance activities. Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-3 would be implemented to reduce the potential
level of impact to this resource as less than significant for resources listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 5020.1(k); or to a resource consider significant to a California Native American tribe. Therefore, the
proposed Treehouse California Almonds Expansion project would result in a Less Than Significant Impact to
Tribal Cultural Resources.

Mitigation Measures: See Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-3 (which can be found in their entirety in
Attachment “D” of this IS/MND)
Summary of Mitigation Measures:
5-1. Discovery.
5-2. Cessation of Work/Preservation/Treatment Plan/PRC § 21074.
5-3. Implementation of Health and Safety Code § 7050.5, CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5, PRC § 5097.98.

Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure 5-1 through 5-3 would result in a Less Than Significant Impact
to Tribal cultural resources.
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XIX.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

LESS THAN
LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No

Would the project: SIGNIFICANT

a)

b)

d)

IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION

Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or O O O
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?
Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during
normal, dry and multiple dry years?
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?
Generate solid waste in excess of State or
local standards, or in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair O O O
the attainment of solid waste reduction
goals?
Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and O O O
regulations related to solid waste?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.
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The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Utilities and Service
Systems, etc.; contained in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background
Report, and the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where
necessary and if available, additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.
Regulatory Setting

Federal

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) - Federal Regulation Tile 40, Part 503

In 1993, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) promulgated Standards for the Use or Disposal of
Sewage Sludge (Code of Federal Regulations Title 40, Part 503), which establish pollutant limitations, operational
standards for pathogen and vector attraction reduction, management practices, and other provisions intended to
protect public health and the environment from any reasonably anticipated adverse conditions from potential waste
constituents and pathogenic organisms.

This part establishes standards, which consist of general requirements, pollutant limits, management practices, and
operational standards, for the final use or disposal of sewage sludge generated during the treatment of domestic
sewage in a treatment works. Standards are included in this part for sewage sludge applied to the land, placed on a
surface disposal site, or fired in a sewage sludge incinerator. Also included in this part are pathogen and alternative
vector attraction reduction requirements for sewage sludge applied to the land or placed on a surface disposal site.

In addition, the standards in this part include the frequency of monitoring and recordkeeping requirements when
sewage sludge is applied to the land, placed on a surface disposal site, or fired in a sewage sludge incinerator. Also
included in this part are reporting requirements for Class | sludge management facilities, publicly owned treatment
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works (POTWSs) with a design flow rate equal to or greater than one million gallons per day, and POTW:s that serve
10,000 people or more.?

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)2

Congress passed RCRA on October 21, 1976, to address the increasing problems the nation faced from our growing
volume of municipal and industrial waste. RCRA, which amended the Solid Waste Disposal Act of 1965, set national
goals for:

a) Protecting human health and the environment from the potential hazards of waste disposal.

b) Conserving energy and natural resources.

c) Reducing the amount of waste generated.

d) Ensuring that wastes are managed in an environmentally-sound manner

e) To achieve these goals, RCRA established three distinct, yet interrelated, programs:

f) The solid waste program, under RCRA Subtitle D, encourages states to develop comprehensive plans to
manage nonhazardous industrial solid waste and municipal solid waste, sets criteria for municipal solid
waste landfills and other solid waste disposal facilities, and prohibits the open dumping of solid waste.

g) The hazardous waste program, under RCRA Subtitle C, establishes a system for controlling hazardous waste
from the time it is generated until its ultimate disposal — in effect, from “cradle to grave.”

h) The underground storage tank (UST) program, under RCRA Subtitle I, regulates underground storage tanks
containing hazardous substances and petroleum products. RCRA banned all open dumping of waste,
encouraged source reduction and recycling, and promoted the safe disposal of municipal waste. RCRA also
mandated strict controls over the treatment, storage, and disposal of hazardous waste.

State

The Integrated Waste Management Act (Assembly Bill 939)

In 1989 the California legislature passed the Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, known as AB 939. The bill
mandates a reduction of waste being disposed: jurisdictions were required to meet diversion goals of 25% by 1995
and 50% by the year 2000. AB 939 also established an integrated framework for program implementation, solid
waste planning, solid waste facility and landfill compliance.

State Water Quality Control Board

“The State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) was created by the Legislature in 1967. The joint
authority of water allocation and water quality protection enables the State Water Board to provide comprehensive
protection for California’s waters. The State Water Board consists of five full-time salaried members, each filling a
different specialty position. Board members are appointed to four-year terms by the Governor and confirmed by
the Senate. There are nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Boards). The mission of the Regional
Boards is to develop and enforce water quality objectives and implementation plans that will best protect the State's
waters, recognizing local differences in climate, topography, geology and hydrology. Each Regional Board has seven
part-time members appointed by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate. Regional Boards develop “basin plans”
for their hydrologic areas, issue waste discharge requirements, take enforcement action against violators, and
monitor water quality. The task of protecting and enforcing the many uses of water, including the needs of industry,

! National Archives and Records Administration. Code of Federal Regulations. Title 40: Protection of Environment Part 503: Standards for the Use of Disposal
of Sewage Sludge. Accessed April 2024 at: https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40/chapter-1/subchapter-O/part-503?toc=1.

2 United States Environmental Protection Agency. Summary of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-resource-conservation-and-recovery-act ; then click on “EPA History: RCRA”.
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agriculture, municipal districts, and the environment is an ongoing challenge for the State and Regional Water
Quality Control Boards.”?

Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)

“There are nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards (Regional Boards). The mission of the Regional Boards is to
develop and enforce water quality objectives and implementation plans that will best protect the State's waters,
recognizing local differences in climate, topography, geology and hydrology. Each Regional Board has seven part-
time members appointed by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate. Regional Boards develop “basin plans” for
their hydrologic areas, issue waste discharge requirements, take enforcement action against violators, and monitor

water quality.”*

The Regional Water Quality Control Board — Biosolids

In California, the beneficial reuse of treated municipal sewage sludge (a.k.a., biosolids) generally must comply with
the California Water Code in addition to meeting the requirements specified in Part 503 in Title 40 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.

In July 2004, the State Water Resources Control Board adopted Water Quality Order No. 2004-12-DWQ (General
Order) and certified a supporting statewide Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (PEIR).

The General Order incorporates the minimum standards established by the Part 503 Rule and expands upon them
to fulfill obligations to the California Water Code. However, since California does not have delegated authority to
implement the Part 503 Rule, the General Order does not replace the Part 503 Rule. The General Order also does
not preempt or supersede the authority of local agencies to prohibit, restrict, or control the use of biosolids subject
to their jurisdiction, as allowed by law.

Persons interested in seeking coverage under the General Order should contact the appropriate Regional Water
Quality Control Board. Only applicants who submit a complete Notice of Intent (NOI), appropriate application fee,
and are issued a Notice of Applicability by the executive officer of the appropriate Regional Water Quality Control
Board are authorized to land apply biosolids at an agricultural, horticultural, silvicultural, or land reclamation site as
a soil amendment under the General Order.

State Water Resources Control Board, Divisions of Drinking Water and Clean Water

Recycled water regulations are administered by both Central RWQCB and the California State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB). The regulations governing recycled water are found in a combination of sources, including
the Health and Safety Code, Water Code, and Titles 22 and 17 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR). Issues
related to the treatment and distribution of recycled water are generally under the permitting authority of RWQCB
and the Clean Water Division of the SWRCB.

State Water Resources Control Board Water Onsite Wastewater Treatment Systems (OWTS) Policy

“The purpose of this Policy is to allow the continued use of OWTS, while protecting water quality and public health.
This Policy recognizes that responsible local agencies can provide the most effective means to manage OWTS on a
routine basis. Therefore, as an important element, it is the intent of this policy to efficiently utilize and improve upon

3 California State Water Boards Mission Statement. Accessed April 2024 at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/about us/water boards structure/mission.html.
4 Ibid.
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where necessary existing local programs through coordination between the State and local agencies. To accomplish
this purpose, this Policy establishes a statewide, risk-based, tiered approach for the regulation and management of
OWTS installations and replacements and sets the level of performance and protection expected from OWTS. In
particular, the Policy requires actions for water bodies specifically identified as part this Policy where OWTS
contribute to water quality degradation that adversely affect beneficial uses.”>

State NPDES General Construction Permit

The State NPDES General Construction Permit requires development and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that uses storm water “Best Management Practices” to control runoff, erosion and
sedimentation from the site both during and after construction. The SWPPP has two major objectives: (1) to help
identify the sources of sediments and other pollutants that affect the quality of storm water discharges; and (2) to
describe and ensure the implementation of practices to reduce sediment and other pollutants in storm water
discharges.

CalRecycle

CalRecycle (formerly the California Integrated Waste Management Board) governs solid waste regulations on the
state level, delegating local permitting, enforcement, and inspection responsibilities to Local Enforcement Agencies
(LEA). Regulations authored by CalRecycle (Title 14) were integrated with related regulations adopted by the State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) pertaining to landfills (Title 23, Chapter 15) to form CCR Title 27.

California Public Utilities Commission

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) regulates privately owned electric, natural gas,
telecommunications, water, railroad, rail transit, and passenger transportation companies, in addition to authorizing
video franchises. In 1911, the CPUC was established by Constitutional Amendment as the Railroad Commission. In
1912, the Legislature passed the Public Utilities Act, expanding the Commission's regulatory authority to include
natural gas, electric, telephone, and water companies as well as railroads and marine transportation companies. In
1946, the Commission was renamed the California Public Utilities Commission. It is tasked with ensuring safe,
reliable utility service is available to consumers, setting retail energy rates, and protecting against fraud.

Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

As the Project will not utilize any new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, natural
gas, or telecommunications facilities, the applicable Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this
resource are limited to the following for this resource item:

o PFS-2.3 Well Testing wherein the County shall require new development that includes the use of water wells
to be accompanied by evidence that the site can produce the required volume of water without impacting
the ability of existing wells to meet their needs;

e PFS-5.4 County Usage of Recycled Materials and Products wherein the County shall encourage all industries
and government agencies in the County to use recycled materials and products where economically feasible;

5 California State Water Resources Control Board. OWTS Policy. Water Quality Control Policy for Siting, Design, Operation, and Maintenance of Onsite
Wastewater Treatment Systems. June 19, 2012. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/owts/docs/owts policy.pdf.
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e PFS-5.5 Private Use of Recycled Products wherein the County shall work with recycling contractors to
encourage businesses to use recycled products and encourage consumers to purchase recycled products;

e PFS-5.6 Ensure Capacity wherein the County shall require evidence that there is adequate capacity within
the solid waste system for the processing, recycling, transmission, and disposal of solid waste prior to
approving new development;

e PFS-5.7 Provisions for Solid Waste Storage, Handling, and Collection wherein the County shall ensure all new
development adequately provides for solid waste storage, screening, handling, and collection prior to
issuing building permits;

e PFS-5.8 Hazardous Waste Disposal Capabilities wherein the County shall require the proper disposal and
recycling of hazardous materials in accordance with the County’s Hazardous Waste Management Plan;

e PFS-9.1 Expansion of Gas and Electricity Facilities wherein the County shall coordinate with gas and
electricity service providers to plan the expansion of gas and electrical facilities to meet the future needs of
County residents;

e PFS-9.2 Appropriate Siting of Natural Gas and Electric Systems wherein the County shall coordinate with
natural gas and electricity service providers to locate and design gas and electric systems that minimize
impacts to existing and future residents;

e PFS-9.4 Power Transmission Lines wherein the County shall work with the Public Utilities Commission and
power utilities in the siting of transmission lines to avoid interfering with scenic views, historic resources,
and areas designated for future urban development; and

e PFS-9.3 Transmission Corridors wherein the County shall work with the Public Utilities Commission and
power utilities so that transmission corridors meet the following minimum requirements:
1. Transmission corridors shall be located to avoid health impacts on residential lands and sensitive
receptors, and
2. Transmission corridors shall not impact the economic use of adjacent properties.

Project Impact Analysis

a) Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction
or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects? Less Than Significant Impact.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over a screen
separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and collected at the plant.
The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity flow into the first of two anaerobic
ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then gravity
flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers pressurized by blowers
adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.
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The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the anaerobic and
aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’) for use in crop irrigation.
A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop irrigations. The
RWQCB approved the HDPE double liner pond design on July 21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds.
The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use
permit.

Direct rainfall onto the ponds was considered in the storm water volume calculations for the storage pond. A
portion of storm water from the southwest plant entry area (driveway, parking, and roof) will be collected and
pumped to the lined storage pond. This additional water will reduce the use of the agricultural well for crop
irrigation and aid in ground water sustainability issues.

Approximately 434,600 ft2 of pavement and roof from the production area will have its rainfall directed to a sump
which will pump it to the lined storage pond. The remainder of the rainfall onto the facility will remain separate
from the wastewater and routed to a soil lined pond. Volumes calculated of the remaining stormwater are
presented in Section 5.

This 434,600 ft2 of rainfall capture will be pumped separately from the wastewater and be routed directly to the
lined storage pond bypassing the treatment ponds. Rainfall runoff factors for surfaced areas were used in storage
calculations. A Less Than Significant Impact would occur, and no mitigation would be necessary.

Existing electric power, natural gas and telecommunications facilities have the necessary capacity to accommodate
project expansion demand. Any construction or relocation of existing facilities would not cause significant impacts
to current electric power, natural gas or telecommunication capacities.

b) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? Less Than Significant Impact.

The proposed Project site is located in the Tulare Lake Basin, an area significantly affected by overdraft. The
Department of Water Resources (DWR) has estimated the groundwater by hydrologic region and for the Tulare Lake
Basin. For the Tulare Lake Basin, the total overdraft is estimated at 820,000 acre-feet per year, the greatest overdraft
projected in the State, and 56 percent of the Statewide total overdraft. This overdraft is due to many factors including
reductions of surface supplies in recent years by Delta export restrictions, Endangered Species Act requirements, and
other factors. The proposed Project site is located within the Tule Subbasin portion of the regional area and is within
the Eastern Tule GSA Boundary.

Given the nature of the proposed Project, the proposed Project would not require substantial increased use in water
consumption. Water usage and wastewater production are currently at 15,600,000 gallons (47.87-acre feet).
Anticipated annual wastewater production for the proposed Project is 46,800,000 gallons (143.62-acre feet). This is
an increase of 31,200,000 gallons (95.75-acre feet), which is a 300 percent increase.

78.19 acres were purchased for proposed water treatment ponds, land application and nutrient uptake of wastewater.
Approximately 66 acres will be available for land application. Section 6.1, Page 7 of The Report of Waste Discharge
Technical Report to Revise WDR R-5-2018-0066 Treehouse California AlImonds, LLC, states that the proposed Land
Application Area (LAA) crop rotation is corn silage in the summer and small grain silage such as wheat, triticale, barley,
and mixes of each in the winter. Corn planted 5/15 would consume 24.5 inches of water, or 2.04-acre feet per acre
per year. Wheat would consume 22.1 inches of water, or 1.84-acre feet per acre per year. This would total 46.6 inches
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of water, or 3.88-acre feet of water per acre per year. 3.88 X 66 acres = 256.08-acre feet (83,443,668 gallons) of water
per year. The project would increase the amount of water consumption from the existing ag-related use by 208.21-
acre feet (67,845,288 gallons) of water per year, which is an 81.31 percent increase.

The average surface water supply for the Pixley Irrigation District is 37,645-acre feet (2023 Municipal Service Review,
Tulare County Irrigation Districts). The increase in water use is 208.21-acre feet. The project-related increase in water
use would represent 0.55 percent of the water allocated to the Pixley Irrigation District from the Central Valley Project;
groundwater is only used as a supplement to surface water rarely during infrastructure maintenance.

Consequently, the project would not result in excessive pumping of groundwater since the increase in water use would
be less than one percent of the water supply for the Pixley Irrigation District. Sustainable water management practices,
including irrigation at agronomic rates, water conservation measures, and monitoring water levels, would be carried
out. Therefore, adequate water supply is expected to accommodate future development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years. As a result, available water supply results in a Less Than Significant Impact.

c) Would the project 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? No Impact.

The Project site is located in a rural agricultural area where services such as community water, sewer, and wastewater
treatment are not provided. The proposed Project is responsible for providing their own services through individual
domestic wells, septic systems, and by managing the wastewater generated by their facility in such a way that it does
not adversely impact the environment. So, there isn’t a wastewater treatment provider that serves or may serve the
project. As a result, there isn’t a wastewater treatment provider to make an adequacy determination about having
capacity to serve the proposed Project, which would result in No Impact.

d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of
local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? Less Than Significant
Impact.

The solid waste generated by the Project will not be in excess of the capacity of the landfill that receives solid waste
from the Project. The proposed expansion of the existing almond processing facility will continue selling almond
hulls and shells for cattle feed. Non-compostable solid waste will continue being disposed of in a dumpster and
removed weekly by a licensed waste hauler and recycled or discarded at a County landfill that has sufficient
permitted capacity. Tulare County currently owns and operates two landfills and six transfer stations. The Tulare
County Solid Waste Department manages solid waste in accordance with the Tulare County Integrated Waste
Management Plan and is always seeking ways to provide its residents with the latest in recycling and waste disposal
(https://tularecounty.ca.gov/solidWaste/about-us/). Programs include household hazardous waste disposal,
electronics recycling, tire recovery, yard waste recycling, metal recycling and appliance recovery programs.

Section 1.1 on Page 1-1 of the Visalia Landfill Master Development Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report
(https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/environmental-planning/environmental-impact-reports/visalia-

landfill-compost-and-biomass-conversion-facility/visalia-landfill-master-development-plan-eir-2001/)  states that
“The facility expansion would include: (1) the development and operation of a new Class Ill (municipal solid waste,
no hazardous waste) WMU adjacent to the existing WMU, (2) demolition/recycling diversion area that would be
located in the new entrance complex, and (3) a new entrance complex constructed at Avenue 328 (Figure 1.1-2).
Based upon the amount of waste currently disposed of the project could extend the life of the facility by
approximately 22 to 78 years. The project would be constructed to meet California Code of Regulations Title 27
landfill design requirements and would increase the permitted average daily tonnage from 570 tons per day (tpd)
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to 1,200 tpd. Ownership and operation of the new facilities would continue to be provided by the Solid Waste
Division of the Tulare County Resource Management Agency (County).” [Note: Solid Waste is now part of Tulare
County Health and Human Services Agency (HHSA)/Environmental Health Division].

In addition, the Project Description and Objectives contained on Page 2-2 of Chapter 2 of the Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the Woodville Disposal Site Project (https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/projects/planning-
projects/environmental-documents/woodville-landfill-expansion-project/draft-environmental-impact-report-for-
woodville-disposal-site-woodville-landfill/) states that “The proposed Project includes the expansion of the existing
160-acre Woodville Disposal Site (or Woodville Landfill or landfill) by 240 acres; combined, the landfill would
encompass an area of approximately 400 acres. The currently unused portion of the existing landfill is vacant,
unproductive land, while the proposed Project expansion area is predominately under agriculturally productive row
crops. The proposed Project is designed to anticipate and meet the demands/needs of increases in project solid waste
disposal of the County for the next 55 years. It is anticipated that daily tonnage received, number of vehicles
entering/exiting, landfill operations equipment, water usage, ancillary uses, etc., will not increase or decrease.” As a
result, the anticipated landfill closure date would be extended by 50 years (to approximately 2074). Because the two
existing landfills that are in Tulare County have sufficient capacity for the proposed Project, this would be a Less Than
Significant Impact.

e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations
related to solid waste? Less Than Significant Impact.

Solid waste disposal must follow the requirements of the contracted waste hauler, which follows federal, state, and
local statues and regulations related to collection of solid waste. The proposed project would comply with all State
and local waste diversion requirements including the Tulare County Integrated Waste Management Plan regarding
recycling and waste disposal. The project will generate minor quantities of solid waste. For this reason, the impact
is considered Less Than Significant Impact.
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XX.

WILDFIRES

LESS THAN

If located in or near state responsibility areas or LESSs THAN

SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No

lands classified as very high fire hazard severity SIGNIFICANT

IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT

zones, would the project: IMPACT

a)

b)

d)

MITIGATION
Substantially impair an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation ] ] ]
plan?
Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to J J J
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power
lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?
Expose people or structures to significant
risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding, or landslides, as a result of runoff, ] ] ]
post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a new 644 square foot (sf) metal building; warehouse expansion consisting of a
4,966 sf canopy and two (2) 5,013 sf fumigation room buildings with two (2) 902 sf canopies totaling 5,915
sf each; relocation of an existing 750 sf scale house; and construction of a water treatment facility

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19”) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87 x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)
for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
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irrigations. The RWQCB approved the HDPE double liner pond design on July 21, 2023, allowing for the
construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) Order is awaiting the
completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

o Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two 10-hour shifts, four to five days a week, depending on the season, with 87
employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated to
add eight (8) employees.

The discussions regarding Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, CEQA requirements, Wildfires, etc.; contained
in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, Tulare County General Plan Background Report, and the Tulare
County General Plan 2030 Update EIR are incorporated herein in their entirety. Where necessary and if available,
additional site-specific facts, data, information, etc., are included in this discussion.

Regulatory Setting

Federal

None that apply to the Project.

State

Senate Bill 1241 (Kehoe, 2012)

“Wildfire: Senate Bill 1241 (Kehoe, 2012) required the Office of Planning and Research, the Natural Resources
Agency, and CalFire to develop “amendments to the initial study checklist of the [CEQA Guidelines] for the inclusion
of questions related to fire hazard impacts for projects located on lands classified as state responsibility areas, as
defined in section 4102, and on lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, as defined in subdivision (i)
of section 51177 of the Government Code.” (Pub. Resources Code, § 21083.01 (emphasis added).) The Agency added
several questions addressing this issue. Notably, while SB 1241 required the questions to address specific locations,
it did not necessarily limit the analysis to those locations, and so the Agency posed the questions for projects located
within “or near” those zones. Lead agencies will be best placed to determine precisely where such analysis is needed
outside of the specified zones.”?

“The safety elements of local general plans will also describe potential hazards, including: “any unreasonable risks
associated with the effects of seismically induced surface rupture, ground shaking, ground failure, tsunami, seiche,
and dam failure; slope instability leading to mudslides and landslides; subsidence; liquefaction; and other seismic
hazards ..., and other geologic hazards known to the legislative body; flooding; and wildland and urban fires.” (Gov.
Code § 65302(g)(1).) Hazards associated with flooding, wildfire and climate change require special consideration.
(Id. at subd. (g)(2)-(g)(4).) Lead agencies must “discuss any inconsistencies between the Project and applicable

! MILHMP. Page 70.
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general plans” related to a project’s potential environmental impacts in a project’s environmental review. (State
CEQA Guidelines § 15125(d).) Local governments may regulate land use to protect public health and welfare
pursuant to their police power. (Cal. Const., art. XI, § 7; California Building Industry Assn. v. City of San Jose (2015)
61 Cal. 4th 435, 455 (“so long as a land use restriction or regulation bears a reasonable relationship to the public
welfare, the restriction or regulation is constitutionally permissible.)”?

CAL FIRE - Tulare Unit Strategic Fire Plan

As summarized in the 2017 Tulare Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (MJLHMP), “The Plan is a local
road map to create and maintain defensible landscapes in order to protect vital assets. It seeks to reduce firefighting
cost and property loss, increase public and firefighter safety, minimize wildfire risk to communities and contribute
to ecosystem health. The Plan identifies pre-suppression projects including opportunities for reducing structural
ignitability, and the identification of potential fuel reduction projects and techniques for minimizing those risks. The
central goals that are critical to reducing and preventing the impacts of fire revolve around both suppression efforts
and fire prevention efforts. The MJLHMP fire hazard analysis and fire related mitigation measures will be provided
to Cal Fire to support the Tulare Unit Strategic Fire Plan.”3

Cal Fire publishes Fire Hazard Severity Zone Maps for all regions in California, which can be viewed here. The fire
hazard measurement used as the basis for these maps includes the speed at which a wildfire moves, the amount of
heat the fire produces, and most importantly, the burning fire brands that the fire sends ahead of the flaming front.
Lead agencies and project proponents can review the Cal Fire maps to determine whether a given project site will
be subject to the new CEQA wildfire impacts analysis.

Local

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update

The Project is not located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones. The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies could apply to this Project if it were located
on sloped areas, fire hazards areas, lands susceptible to landslides, subsidence/settlement, contamination, and/or
flooding; potential for wildland fires; etc.:

e ERM-7.3 Protection of Soils on Slopes wherein unless otherwise provided for in this General Plan,
building and road construction on slopes of more than 30 percent shall be prohibited, and
development proposals on slopes of 15 percent or more shall be accompanied by plans for control
or prevention of erosion, alteration of surface water runoff, soil slippage, and wildfire occurrence;

e HS-1.5 Hazard Awareness and Public Education wherein the County shall continue to promote
awareness and education among residents regarding possible natural hazards, including soil
conditions, earthquakes, flooding, fire hazards, and emergency procedures;

e HS-1.11 Site Investigations wherein the County shall conduct site investigations in areas planned for
new development to determine susceptibility to landslides, subsidence/settlement, contamination,
and/or flooding; HS-6.1 New Building Fire Hazards - The County shall ensure that all building permits
in urban areas, as well as areas with potential for wildland fires, are reviewed by the County Fire
Chief;

2 |bid. Pages 38 and 39.
3 lbid Table 3-1: Legal & Regulatory Capabilities. 14.
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e HS-6.2 Development in Fire Hazard Zones wherein the County shall ensure that development in
extreme or high fire hazard areas is designed and constructed in a manner that minimizes the risk
from fire hazards and meets all applicable State and County fire standards;

e HS-6.3 Consultation with Fire Service Districts wherein the County shall consult the appropriate fire
service district in areas identified as subject to high and extreme fire hazard, for particular regulations
or design requirements prior to issuance of a building permit or approval of subdivisions;

e HS-6.5 Fire Risk Recommendations - The County shall encourage the County Fire Chief to make
recommendations to property owners regarding hazards associated with the use of materials, types
of structures, location of structures and subdivisions, road widths, location of fire hydrants, water
supply, and other important considerations regarding fire hazard that may be technically feasible but
not included in present ordinances or policies;

e HS-6.6 Wildland Fire Management Plans wherein the County shall require the development of
wildland fire management plans for projects adjoining significant areas of open space that may have
high fuel loads;

e HS-6.13 Restoration of Disturbed Land wherein the County shall support the restoration of disturbed
lands resulting from wildfires;

e HS-6.14 Coordination with Cities wherein the County shall coordinate with cities to develop cohesive
fire safety plans with overlapping coverage;

e HS-6.15 Coordination of Fuel Hazards on Public Lands wherein the County shall work with local and
Federal agencies to support efforts to reduce fuel related hazards on public lands.

Project Impact Analysis

a)- d) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
Due to slope, would prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? Would the
project Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks,
emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in
temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? Expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding, or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes? No Impact.

As noted earlier and summarized here, the proposed Project would result in the construction of 644 square foot
building, warehouse expansion, relocating an existing 750 sf scale house, and construction of a water treatment
facility of the Treehouse California Almond facility (Project). The Project site development area is located south
of Avenue 72 and north of Avenue 64, and east and west of Road 160. The Project site is not in a State
Responsibility Area.* The Project does not impair the implementation of any adopted emergency response plan
or evacuation plan. The Project will not exacerbate wildfire risks or expose Project occupants to pollutant
concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other
factors. The Project will not require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads,
fuel breaks, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts

4 CalFire. Accessed May 2024 at: State Responsibility Area (SRA) Viewer (arcgis.com)
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to the environment.

The Project will not expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding, or landslides, because of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. Therefore, the
proposed Project will result in no impact related to this resource. As it is not located in or near state
responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones high fire, the Project will not
exacerbate wildfire risks or expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors. The new construction shall
comply with all applicable current California Building Code and CFC standards (such as lighting, fire
extinguishers, access/egress, etc.). All new construction would require the submittal of plans for fire department
review and would be required to meet construction methods in accordance with Chapter 7A of the 2016
California Building Code. Therefore, there will be No Impact to the Wildfires resource.
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XXI.

a)

b)

c)

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

LESS THAN
LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT SIGNIFICANT No
SIGNIFICANT
IMPACT IMPACT WITH IMPACT
IMPACT
MITIGATION

Does the project have the potential to

substantially 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, substantially O O O
reduce the number or restrict the range of a

rare or endangered plant or animal species,

or eliminate important examples of the

major periods of California history or

prehistory?

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 O O O
connection with the effects of past projects,

the effects of other current projects, and the

effects of probable future projects).

Does the project have environmental effects

which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or O u O
indirectly?

The proposed Project consists of an expansion of the existing almond processing and packaging facility in four (4)

phases.

Phase 1: Construction of a 644 sq. ft. metal building addition, a 4,966 sq. ft. canopy, and (2) 5,013 sq. ft.
fumigation room buildings with (2) 902 sq. ft. canopies for a total of 5,915 sq. ft. ea. as additions to an
existing to an existing warehouse. It will include the relocation of an existing 750 sq. ft. scale house. It will
also include the construction of a water treatment facility.

Wastewater will flow via pipeline from the Treehouse plant to the treatment area. This water will flow over
a screen separator. The final separated solids will be collected and mixed with what is separated and
collected at the plant. The solids will be hauled off and used for animal feed. The water will then gravity
flow into the first of two anaerobic ponds.

The two anaerobic ponds (88’ x 88’ x 19’) will be operated in series and continuously mixed. Water will then
gravity flow into an aeration pond (280’ x 87’ x 13’) where it will be aerated by submerged diffusers
pressurized by blowers adjacent to the pond. Water from the aeration pond will be pumped into a clarifier.

The clarifier (24’ diameter x 12’) will settle the remaining solid particles, returning them to both the
anaerobic and aerobic ponds. The clarified water will gravity flow into the storage pond (466’ x 280’ x 27’)

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page 2.21-1



for use in crop irrigation. A floating pump in the storage pond will deliver treated water to the irrigation
system of the fields.

A Report of Waste Discharge (RWD) was submitted June 5, 2023, to the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) outlining the treatment process, pond design, and nutrient management of the crop
irrigations. The RWQCB approved the High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) double liner pond design on July
21, 2023, allowing for the construction of the ponds. The issuance of a Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDR) Order is awaiting the completion of the Tulare County Use permit.

e Phase 2: Construction of a 5,176 sq. ft. canopy, a 6,263 sq. ft. fumigation room building with a 1,127 sq. ft.
canopy for a total of 7,390 sq. ft., and a 1,275 sq. ft. fumigation room with a 230 sq. ft. canopy for a total of
1,505 sq. ft. as additions to an existing warehouse.

e Phase 3: Construction of a 162,000 sq. ft. warehouse.

e Phase 4: Construction of a 4,433 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, a 6,975 sq. ft. solar panel canopy, and a 7,182
sq. ft. solar panel canopy.

The facility currently operates two (2) 10-hour shifts, four (4) to five (5) days a week, depending on the season, with
87 employees working the day shift and 49 employees working the night shift. The proposed Project is anticipated
to add eight (8) employees.

Project Impact Analysis:

The analysis conducted in this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration results in a determination that with
mitigation the Project will have a less than significant effect on the environment.

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially 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, substantially reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal species, or eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory? Less Than Significant With Mitigation.

The analysis contained in Item 4 Biological Resources concludes that this resource has the potential to be impacted
and has included Mitigation Measures 4-1 through 4-11. Accordingly, the proposed Project will involve no potential
for significant impacts due to degradation of the quality of the environment, substantial reductions in the habitat
of a fish or wildlife species, causing a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threatening to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduction in the number or restriction of the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal.

The analyses contained in Items 5 Cultural Resources, 7 Geology/Soils (Paleontological Resources), and 18 Tribal
Cultural Resources conclude the Project has potential to impact historical and/or cultural resources. The potential
for impacts to historical, cultural (including tribal cultural resources), and paleontological resources from the
construction and operation of the proposed Project will be mitigated to less than significant with incorporation of
Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-3 as contained in Items 5 Cultural Resources, 7 Geology/Soils (Paleontological
Resources), and 18 Tribal Cultural Resources, and Mitigation Measure 18-1 as contained in Item 18 Tribal Cultural
Resources. Accordingly, the proposed Project will involve no potential for significant impacts due to elimination of
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. As such, the impact will be Less Than
Significant With Mitigation for biological resources and Less Than Significant With Mitigation for cultural,
geology/soil, and tribal cultural resources.
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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). Less Than Significant Impact.

Projects considered in a cumulative analysis include those that would be constructed concurrently with the Project
and those that would be in operation at the same time as the Project. The proposed Project would result in less
than significant environmental impacts. The proposed Project involves an expansion to an existing almond
processing facility including: 194,261 square feet of almond processing facilities; 18,590 square feet of solar canopy
covered parking (111 spaces), a new +7-acre wastewater treatment facility (WWTF), and expanded land application
area for irrigation with treated process water. The Project is intended to provide diversity in the processes within
the almond facility without an increase in the permitted volume of raw almonds received. With no increase in
permitted volume, the Project will not result in additional heavy duty truck (haul) trips or increased vehicle miles
traveled (VMT). As such, there would be little cumulative change within the Project vicinity. There are no other
impacts related to construction or operation that would substantially impact any other concurrent construction
programs that may be occurring around the Project area.

The majority of the potential impacts resulting from the Project will be short term, temporary, and intermittent
occurring during Project construction-related activities; and with negligible impacts resulting from Project operation
as discussed in the earlier environmental analysis. Because construction-related impacts are of a short duration,
temporary, intermittent, and localized, they would have to occur concurrently and in proximity of other projects in
order to have a cumulative impact. Construction-related impacts that are primarily associated with air quality,
biological resources, noise, and traffic are not likely to act cumulatively with any other projects in a manner that
would result in significant impacts.

Tulare County staff have determined that there are no projects that could have the potential to contribute to
cumulative impacts. The Project was determined to have no impacts on Agricultural Resources, Land Use and
Planning, Mineral Resources, Recreation, and Wildfire. Therefore, the Project will not result in considerable impacts
in combination with the other similar construction projects. The following environmental impacts were determined
to be less than significant and did not require mitigation: Aesthetics, Energy, Greenhouse Gases, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Noise, Population and Housing, Public Services, Transportation,
and Utilities and Service Systems. As discussed earlier, the Project will result in less than significant impacts to Air
Quality Biological Resources, Cultural Resources (including Tribal Cultural Resources) and Geology/Soils
(Paleontological Resources) with incorporation/ implementation of mitigation measures identified earlier.

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly? Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation.

The proposed Project will not result in substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.
Mitigation measures are provided to reduce the Project’s potential effects on, Air Quality, Biological Resources,
Cultural Resources, Geology/Soils (Paleontological Resources), and Tribal Cultural Resources to less than significant
(see Mitigation Measures 3-1, 4-1 through 4-11, 5-1 through 5-3, and 18-1; respectively). No additional mitigation
measures will be required. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would result in a Less Than
Significant Impact.
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https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/classic/diesel/documents/atcmfaq.pdf
http://www.arb.ca.gov/adam/topfour/topfour1.php
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/truck-and-bus-regulation/about
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https://ww2.valleyair.org/media/berdud2a/sjvapcd-2023-air-monitoring-network-plan.pdf
https://www.valleyair.org/notices/Docs/priorto2008/8-2-05/Entire-AQGGP.pdf

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Air Quality Thresholds of Significance-Criteria Pollutants.
March 2015. Accessed February 2024 at: https://ww2.valleyair.org/media/m2ecyxiw/1-cms-format-cega-air-
quality-thresholds-of-significance-criteria-pollutants.pdf.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Air Quality Thresholds of Significance-Toxic Air
Contaminants. July 2015. Accessed February 2024 at: https://ww?2.valleyair.org/media/2lpbkso0/2-cms-format-
air-quality-thresholds-of-significance-toxic-air-contaminants.pdf.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Ambient Air Quality Standards &Attainment Status.
Accessed February 2024 at: https://ww2.valleyair.org/air-quality-information/ambient-air-quality-standards-
valley-attainmnet-status/.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. APR-2030 Project Ambient Air Quality Analysis Applicability
Determination under CEQA. June 2018. Accessed February 2024 at: https://ww?2.valleyair.org/media/bo3hz35n/apr-

2030.pdf.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Current District Rules and Regulations. Accessed February
2024 at: https://ww2.valleyair.org/rules-and-planning/current-district-rules-and-regulations/.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts.
March 2015. Accessed February 2024 at: https://ww?2.valleyair.org/media/g4nl3p0g/gamagi.pdf.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Guidance to Conduct Detailed Analysis for Assessing Odor
Impacts to Sensitive Receptors. August 2016. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://ww2.valleyair.org/media/hasf4c5m/3-cms-format-detailed-analysis-for-assessing-odor-impacts-to-sensitive-

receptors.pdf.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Ozone Plans. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://ww2.valleyair.org/rules-and-planning/air-quality-plans/ozone-plans/.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Particulate Matter Plans. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://ww2.valleyair.org/rules-and-planning/air-quality-plans/particulate-matter-plans/.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Prioritization Calculator. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://ww2.valleyair.org/permitting/ceqa/.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Rule 9510 Indirect Source Review (ISR). Accessed February
2024 at: https://ww?2.valleyair.org/media/cjlnnOul/r9510-a.pdf.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Small Project Analysis Levels (SPAL). November 2020.
Accessed February 2024 at: https://ww?2.valleyair.org/media/5jppiwed/cms-format-spal.pdf.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. The Indirect Source Review Rule. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://ww?2.valleyair.org/permitting/indirect-source-review-rule-overview.

Tulare County. CalEEMod Emissions Analysis Report. March 2, 2017. Included in this Initial Study as
Attachment/Appendix “A”.
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https://ww2.valleyair.org/permitting/indirect-source-review-rule-overview

United States Environmental Protection Agency. About Air Quality Implementation Plans. Accessed February 2024
at: https://www.epa.gov/air-quality-implementation-plans/about-air-quality-implementation-plans.

United States Environmental Protection Agency. Air Quality Index (AQl) Basics. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://www.airnow.gov/aqgi/agi-basics/.

United States Environmental Protection Agency. AQl Calculator. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://www.airnow.gov/aqgi/aqgi-calculator/.

United States Environmental Protection Agency. Basic Information about Carbon Monoxide (CO) Outdoor Pollution.
Accessed February 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/co-pollution/basic-information-about-carbon-monoxide-co-
outdoor-air-pollution.

United States Environmental Protection Agency. Basic Information about Lead Air Pollution. Accessed February 2024
at: https://www.epa.gov/lead-air-pollution/basic-information-about-lead-air-pollution.

United States Environmental Protection Agency. Basic Information about NO,. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/no2-pollution/basic-information-about-no2.

United States Environmental Protection Agency. Ground-level Ozone Basics. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozone-pollution/ground-level-ozone-basics.

United States Environmental Protection Agency. Particulate Matter (PM) Basics. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/pm-pollution/particulate-matter-pm-basics.

United States Environmental Protection Agency. Sulfur Dioxide Basics. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics.

Biological Resources

Californai Department of Fish and Wildlife. Biogeographical Information and Observation System (BIOS). Accessed
May 2024 at: https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/BIOS.

Californai Department of Fish and Wildlife. California Natural Diversity Database. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB.

Californai Department of Fish and Wildlife. RareFind 5. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Maps-and-Data.

Californai Department of Fish and Wildlife. Frequently Asked Questions about the CNDDB. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/FAQ.

United States Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wetlands Inventory Accessed May 2024 at:
https://www.fws.gov/program/national-wetlands-inventory/wetlands-mapper.

United States Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wetlands Inventory Map Viewer. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://fwsprimary.wim.usgs.gov/wetlands/apps/wetlands-mapper/.

United States Geological Survey. National Water Information System: Mapper. Accessed May 2024 at:
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http://maps.waterdata.usgs.gov/mapper/index.html.

Cultural Resources

California Office of Historic Preservation. California Historical Landmarks by County (Tulare). Accessed April 2024 at:
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=21533.

California Office of Historic Preservation. California Historical Resources (Tulare County). Accessed April 2024 at:
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/?view=county&criteria=54.

California Office of Historic Preservation. California Register of Historical Resources. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=21238.

California Office of Historic Preservation. Determining if a Property is Listed as Historic. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=30710.

California Office of Historic Preservation. National Register of Historic Places. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=21237

California Register: Criteria for Designation. April 2024 at: https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=21238

California State Parks. Office of Historic Preservation. Mission and Responsibilities. Accessed April 2024 at: Mission
and Responsibilities (ca.gov) or https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=1066.

California State Parks. Office of Historic Preservation. About the CHRIS Information Centers. Accessed April 2024 at:
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=28730.

National Park Service. National Register Database and Research. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/database-research.htm

National Park Service. National Register Database and Research. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/database-research.htm#table.

Energy

Air Resources Board. AB 32 Scoping Plan. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scopingplan.htm.

California Air Resources Board. AB 32 Global Warming Solution Act of 2006. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/fact-sheets/ab-32-global-warming-solutions-act-2006.

California Energy Commission. Energy Action Plans. Accessed May 2024 at: https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/industries-and-
topics/natural-gas/energy-action-plans
e Energy Action Plan 2008 Update. May 2024. https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/-/media/cpuc-
website/files/uploadedfiles/cpuc_public_website/content/utilities and_industries/energy -
electricity and natural gas/2008-energy-action-plan-update.pdf.
e Energy Action Plan. May 2024. https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/-/media/cpuc-
website/files/uploadedfiles/cpuc_public website/content/utilities and industries/energy -
electricity and natural gas/2003-energy-action-plan.pdf.
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California Energy Commission. California Energy Consumption Database. Accessed May 2024 at:
http://www.ecdms.energy.ca.gov/
e  Electricity Consumption by County. http://www.ecdms.energy.ca.gov/elecbycounty.aspx.
e Electricity Consumption by Planning Area. http://www.ecdms.energy.ca.gov/gasbyplan.aspx.
e Gas Consumption by County. http://www.ecdms.energy.ca.gov/gasbycounty.aspx.
e Gas Consumption by Planning Area. http://www.ecdms.energy.ca.gov/gasbyplan.aspx.

California Energy Commission. Final 2021 Integrated Energy Policy Report. Volume I. Page 1. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/reports/integrated-energy-policy-report/2021-integrated-energy-policy-

report.

California Energy Commission. Integrated Energy Policy Report — IEPR. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/reports/integrated-energy-policy-report.

California Legislative Information. Assembly Bill 2021 (Levine, Chapter 734, Statutes of 2006). Accessed May 2024 at:
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/05-06/bill/asm/ab _2001-2050/ab 2021 cfa 20060421 125425 asm comm.html.

California Legislative Information. Senate Bill 1037 (Kehoe, Chapter 366, Statutes of 2005). Access May 2024 at:
http://leginfo.ca.gov/pub/05-06/bill/sen/sb 1001-1050/sb 1037 cfa 20050624 085704 asm comm.html.

California Legislative Information. Senate Bill 107 (Simitian and Perata). Accessed May 2024 at:
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/05-06/bill/sen/sb 0101-0150/sb 107 cfa 20050705 133919 asm comm.html.

California Legislative Information. Senate Bill 1078 (Sher, 2002). Accessed May 2024 at:
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/01-02/bill/sen/sb 1051-1100/sb 1078 bill 20020912 chaptered.html.

California Legislative Information. Senate Bill 1389 (Bowen and Sher, 2002). Accessed May 2024 at:
http://leginfo.ca.gov/pub/01-02/bill/sen/sb _1351-1400/sb 1389 bill 20020915 chaptered.html.

California Legislative Information. Senate Bill 350 (De Leon). SB-350 Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of
2015. Accessed May 2024 at https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill id=201520160SB350.

California Legislative Information. Senate Bill SB X1-2 (Simitian, Kehoe, and Steinberg, 2011). Accessed May 2024 at
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/11-12/bill/sen/sb_0001-0050/sbx1 2 bill 20110412 chaptered.html.

Office of the Governor. Executive Order S-14-08. Accessed May 2024 at: https://www.library.ca.gov/wp-
content/uploads/GovernmentPublications/executive-order-proclamation/38-S-14-08.pdf.

Office of the Governor. Executive Order S-21-09. Accessed May 2024 at: https://www.library.ca.gov/wp-
content/uploads/GovernmentPublications/executive-order-proclamation/38-5-21-09.pdf.

State of California. Office of Planning and Research. Proposed Update to the CEQA Guidelines. November 2017.
Pages 65-66. Accessed May 2024 at:
http://opr.ca.gov/docs/20171127 Comprehensive CEQA Guidelines Package Nov 2017.pdf

U.S. Department of Energy. Alternative Fuels Data Center. Average Fuel Economy of Major Vehicle Categories.
Accessed May 2024 at: https://afdc.energy.gov/data/10310 or https://afdc.energy.gov/data/10310.
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http://opr.ca.gov/docs/20171127_Comprehensive_CEQA_Guidelines_Package_Nov_2017.pdf
https://afdc.energy.gov/data/10310

California Energy Commission. Diesel Fuel Data, Facts, and Statistics. Weekly Fuels Watch. Refinery Inputs and
Production Comparison Table. 2 Years Previous. Accessed May 2024 at: https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-
reports/reports/weekly-fuels-watch/refinery-inputs-and-production.

Geology and Soils

California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey. CGS Information Warehouse: Regulatory
Maps. Accessed March 2024 at
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps

e Alquist-Priolo Site Investigation Reports

e landslides

e Mineral Land Classification

e  Tsunami Hazard Area

e Borehole Database

California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey. Earthquake Shaking Potential for California
2016. Accessed March 2024 at: https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/Map-
Sheets/MS 048.pdf.

California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey. CGS Map Sheet 48: Earthquake Shaking
Potential for California (revised 2016). Accessed February 2024 at:
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/Map-Sheets/MS 048.pdf.

California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey. DOC Maps: California Geological Survey.
Accessed March 2024 at: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/#dataviewer.
e Various landslide data
e Various seismic hazard data
e landslide Zones
e Lliquefaction Zones
Earthquake shaking potential (revised 2016)
Historic earthquakes (5.0+) 1769-2015
Shear-wave velocity in upper 30 meters
e Fault-based Rupture Forecast lines
e  Fault activity map (shows fault lines and age)
o Deep-seated landslide susceptibility

California Geological Survey. 2010 Fault Activity Map of California. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/publications/fam.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Current Rules and Regulations. Regulation VIII-FUGITIVE
PM10 PROHIBITIONS. Rules 8011 through 8071. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://www.valleyair.org/rules/1ruleslist.ntm#reg8

Tulare County. Five County Seismic Safety Element for Fresno, Kings, Madera, Mariposa & Tulare Counties. 1974.
Accessed March 2024 at: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/environmental-
planning/environmental-planning-resources/five-county-seismic-safety-element-1974/.
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United States Department of Agriculture. USGS Store. Accessed March 2024 at:https://store.usgs.gov/filter-
products?country=US&region=CA&sort=relevance&type=US+Topo.

United States Department of Agriculture. USGS Store: Map Locator. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://store.usgs.gov/map-locator.

United States Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service. Web Soil Survey (WWS).
Accessed March 2024 at: https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/.
e WWS maps. https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx

United States Geological Survey. The Severity of an Earthquake. 1989. Accessed March 2024 at:
http://pubs.usgs.gov/gip/earthg4/severitygip.html.

Greenhouse Gases

“Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases Technical Report for the Tulare County Solid Waste Department Compost and
Biomass Conversion Facilities Report” (AQ & GHG Report). November 2023. See Appendix “A” of this Draft SEIR

Cal-Adapt. California Annual Averages. Accessed June 2024 at: https://cal-adapt.org/tools/annual-averages/.

California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA). Accessed June 2024 at: http://www.capcoa.org/

Air Resources Board (ARB). Air Quality Standards and Area Designations. Accessed June 2024 at:
http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/desig.htm

ARB. Assembly Bill 32 Overview — What Gases or Compounds are Covered Under AB 32? Accessed June 2024 at:
http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ab32/ab32.htm..

ARB. AB 32 Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. Accessed June 2024 at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/fact-
sheets/ab-32-global-warming-solutions-act-2006.

ARB. 2004 Revisions to the California State Implementation Plan for Carbon Monoxide. Accessed June 2024 at:
http://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/sip/co/co.htm

ARB. 2019 Edition. California Greenhouse Gas Emission Inventory: 2000-2017. Page 1. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/pubs/reports/2000 2016/ghg inventory trends 00-16.pdf

ARB. Short-lived Climate Pollutants. Accessed June 2024 at: https://ww?2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/slcp/about

California Energy Commission (CEC). 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential
Buildings. December 2018. June 2024 at: 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards (ca.gov)

California. Department of Justice. Climate Change Impacts in California. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact

California Natural Resources Agency (CNRA). California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Various
Sections. Accessed June 2024 at: 2023 CEQA Statutes and Guidelines (califaep.org) or 2023 CEQA Statutes and
Guidelines (califaep.org).

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page-9


https://store.usgs.gov/filter-products?country=US&region=CA&sort=relevance&type=US+Topo
https://store.usgs.gov/filter-products?country=US&region=CA&sort=relevance&type=US+Topo
https://store.usgs.gov/map-locator
https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/
https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx
http://pubs.usgs.gov/gip/earthq4/severitygip.html
https://cal-adapt.org/tools/annual-averages/
http://www.capcoa.org/
http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/desig.htm
http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/ab32/ab32.htm
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/fact-sheets/ab-32-global-warming-solutions-act-2006
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/fact-sheets/ab-32-global-warming-solutions-act-2006
http://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/sip/co/co.htm
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/inventory/pubs/reports/2000_2016/ghg_inventory_trends_00-16.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/slcp/about
https://www.energy.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2021-06/CEC-400-2018-020-CMF_0.pdf
https://oag.ca.gov/environment/impact
https://www.califaep.org/docs/CEQA_Handbook_2023_final.pdf
https://www.califaep.org/docs/CEQA_Handbook_2023_final.pdf
https://www.califaep.org/docs/CEQA_Handbook_2023_final.pdf

CNRA. Office of Planning and Research. State Clearinghouse. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.
Appendix G: Environmental Checklist Form. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://www.califaep.org/docs/CEQA_Handbook_2023_final.pdf or 2023 CEQA Statutes and Guidelines

(califaep.org)

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Climate and Health. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://www.cdc.gov/climateandhealth/effects/default.htm.

CDC. Air Pollution. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://www.cdc.gov/climateandhealth/effects/air pollution.htm.

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). About. Accessed June 2024 at: https://www.ipcc.ch/about/.

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (Air District). About the District. Accessed June 2024 at:
http://www.valleyair.org/General info/aboutdist.htm#Mission.

Air District. Guide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts (GAMAQI). Section 8.9.

Air District. Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects under
CEQA. Accessed June 2024 at: http://www.valleyair.org/Programs/CCAP/12-17-09/3%20CCAP%20-
%20FINAL%20LU%20Guidance%20-%20Dec%2017%202009.pdf.

Tulare County. Climate Action Plan 2018 Update. December 2018. Accessed June 2024 at:
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Mater
ials/220Climate%20Action%20Plan/CLIMATE%20ACTION%20PLAN%202018%20UPDATE.pdf.

Tulare County. CalEEMod Emissions Analysis. March 2, 2017. Included in this Initial Study as Attachment “A”.

Tulare County. Climate Action Plan. August 2012. Website:
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Mat
erials/180Climate%20Action%20Plan/Climate%20Action%20Plan.pdf

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC). What is the UNFCCC? Accessed June 2024 at:
https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-convention/what-is-the-united-nations-framework-convention-on-

climate-change.

UNFCCC. What is the Kyoto Protocol? Accessed June 2024 at: https://unfccc.int/kyoto protocol.

UNFCCC. The Paris Agreement. Accessed June 2024 at: https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-paris-
agreement/the-paris-agreement.

United States Department of Energy (U.S. DOE). Fact Sheet: The U.S. National Blueprint for Transportation
Decarbonization. Accessed January 2024 at: https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-
01/EERE TranspoDecarb factsheet-508 0.pdf.

U.S. DOE. The U.S. National Blueprint for Transportation Decarbonization. Accessed January 2024 at:
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-01/the-us-national-blueprint-for-transportation-
decarbonization.pdf.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page-10


https://www.califaep.org/docs/CEQA_Handbook_2023_final.pdf
https://www.califaep.org/docs/CEQA_Handbook_2023_final.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/climateandhealth/effects/default.htm
https://www.cdc.gov/climateandhealth/effects/air_pollution.htm
https://www.ipcc.ch/about/
http://www.valleyair.org/General_info/aboutdist.htm#Mission
http://www.valleyair.org/Programs/CCAP/12-17-09/3%20CCAP%20-%20FINAL%20LU%20Guidance%20-%20Dec%2017%202009.pdf
http://www.valleyair.org/Programs/CCAP/12-17-09/3%20CCAP%20-%20FINAL%20LU%20Guidance%20-%20Dec%2017%202009.pdf
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/220Climate%20Action%20Plan/CLIMATE%20ACTION%20PLAN%202018%20UPDATE.pdf
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/220Climate%20Action%20Plan/CLIMATE%20ACTION%20PLAN%202018%20UPDATE.pdf
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/180Climate%20Action%20Plan/Climate%20Action%20Plan.pdf
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/180Climate%20Action%20Plan/Climate%20Action%20Plan.pdf
https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-convention/what-is-the-united-nations-framework-convention-on-climate-change
https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-convention/what-is-the-united-nations-framework-convention-on-climate-change
https://unfccc.int/kyoto_protocol
https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-paris-agreement/the-paris-agreement
https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/the-paris-agreement/the-paris-agreement
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-01/EERE_TranspoDecarb_factsheet-508_0.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-01/EERE_TranspoDecarb_factsheet-508_0.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-01/the-us-national-blueprint-for-transportation-decarbonization.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/sites/default/files/2023-01/the-us-national-blueprint-for-transportation-decarbonization.pdf

United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). Climate Change. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/climate-change

U.S. EPA. Climate Change Indicators: Atmospheric Concentrations of Greenhouse Gases. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/climate-indicators/climate-change-indicators-atmospheric-concentrations-greenhouse-gases.

U.S. EPA. Climate Change Indicators: Climate Forcing. Accessed June 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/climate-
indicators/climate-change-indicators-climate-forcing.

U.S. EPA. Climate Change Science. Accessed June 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/climatechange-science.

U.S. EPA. Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse Gasses under the Section 202(a) of the
Clean Air Act. Accessed June 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/endangerment-and-cause-or-contribute-
findings-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a-clean.

U.S. EPA. Global Greenhouse Gas Emissions Data. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/global-greenhouse-gas-emissions-data.

U.S. EPA. Managing Air Quality-Emissions Inventories. Accessed June 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/air-quality-
management-process/managing-air-quality-emissions-
inventories#:~:text=Emissions%20inventories%20are%20an%20essential%20input%20to%20mathematical,t0%20e
missions%20inventory%20data%20in%20air%20quality%20models.

U.S. EPA. Overview of Greenhouse Gasses. Accessed June 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/overview-
greenhouse-gases.

U.S. EPA. Sources of Greenhouse Gas Emissions — Overview. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/sources-greenhouse-gas-emissions.

U.S. EPA. State and Regional Climate Impacts. Accessed June 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/climateimpacts/state-
and-regional-climate-impacts

U.S. EPA. The Fifth National Climate Assessment. Accessed June 2024 at: https://nca2023.globalchange.gov/.

U.S. EPA. Understanding Global Warming Potentials. Accessed June 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/understanding-global-warming-potentials.

White House Briefing Room. Statements and Releases. Paris Climate Agreement. January 20, 2021. Accessed June
2024 at: https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2021/01/20/paris-climate-agreement/

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Climate Change Action Plan (CCAP) — Resources. Website
accessed February 2016.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. 2007. Draft Fire Severity Zones in LRA Map. Accessed June
2024 at: Fire Hazard Severity Zones in State Responsibility Area - State of California (34c031f8-c9fd-4018-
8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net)

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page-11


https://www.epa.gov/climate-change
https://www.epa.gov/climate-indicators/climate-change-indicators-atmospheric-concentrations-greenhouse-gases
https://www.epa.gov/climate-indicators/climate-change-indicators-climate-forcing
https://www.epa.gov/climate-indicators/climate-change-indicators-climate-forcing
https://www.epa.gov/climatechange-science
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/endangerment-and-cause-or-contribute-findings-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a-clean
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/endangerment-and-cause-or-contribute-findings-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a-clean
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/global-greenhouse-gas-emissions-data
https://www.epa.gov/air-quality-management-process/managing-air-quality-emissions-inventories#:%7E:text=Emissions%20inventories%20are%20an%20essential%20input%20to%20mathematical,to%20emissions%20inventory%20data%20in%20air%20quality%20models
https://www.epa.gov/air-quality-management-process/managing-air-quality-emissions-inventories#:%7E:text=Emissions%20inventories%20are%20an%20essential%20input%20to%20mathematical,to%20emissions%20inventory%20data%20in%20air%20quality%20models
https://www.epa.gov/air-quality-management-process/managing-air-quality-emissions-inventories#:%7E:text=Emissions%20inventories%20are%20an%20essential%20input%20to%20mathematical,to%20emissions%20inventory%20data%20in%20air%20quality%20models
https://www.epa.gov/air-quality-management-process/managing-air-quality-emissions-inventories#:%7E:text=Emissions%20inventories%20are%20an%20essential%20input%20to%20mathematical,to%20emissions%20inventory%20data%20in%20air%20quality%20models
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/overview-greenhouse-gases
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/overview-greenhouse-gases
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/sources-greenhouse-gas-emissions
https://www.epa.gov/climateimpacts/state-and-regional-climate-impacts
https://www.epa.gov/climateimpacts/state-and-regional-climate-impacts
https://nca2023.globalchange.gov/
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/understanding-global-warming-potentials
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2021/01/20/paris-climate-agreement/
https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net/-/media/calfire-website/what-we-do/fire-resource-assessment-program---frap/pdf-maps/fhsz-statewide-sra-2022-ada.pdf?rev=10989af871e0447abf439e44a42e07c8&hash=E05FBA9B16B4DCE9D2FF3377825636E5
https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net/-/media/calfire-website/what-we-do/fire-resource-assessment-program---frap/pdf-maps/fhsz-statewide-sra-2022-ada.pdf?rev=10989af871e0447abf439e44a42e07c8&hash=E05FBA9B16B4DCE9D2FF3377825636E5

California Department of Toxic Substances Control. EnviroStor. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/

California Department of Toxic Substances Control. DTSC's Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List — Site
Cleanup (Cortese List). Accessed March 2024 at: https://dtsc.ca.gov/dtscs-cortese-list/.

e EnviroStor: Hazardous Waste and Substance Site List (Cortese).
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search?cmd=search&reporttype=CORTESE&site type=CSITES,
FUDS&status=ACT,BKLG,COM&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORT
ESE%29.

e EnviroStor: Map. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?myaddress=Tulare+County%2C+CA

California Environmental Protection Agency. Sites Identified with Waste Constituents Above Hazardous Waste
Levels Outside the Waste Management Unit. Accessed March 2024 at: https://calepa.ca.gov/wp-
content/uploads/sites/6/2016/10/SiteCleanup-CorteselList-CurrentList.pdf.

California Environmental Protection Agency. Cortese List Data Resources: List of “active” CDO and CAO from
Water Board. Accessed March 2024 at: https://calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteselList/.

National Fire Protection Association. 2010. NFPA 70: National Fire Code. Accessed March 2024 at: NFPA 70°:
National Electrical Code®

State Water Resources Control Board. GeoTracker. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/.

State Water Resources Control Board. GeoTracker: Leaking Underground Fuel Tanks. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/search?CMD=search&case number=&business name=&main street na
me=&city=&zip=&county=&SITE TYPE=LUFT&o0ilfield=&STATUS=&BRANCH=&MASTER BASE=&Search=Search.

State Water Resources Control Board. GeoTracker: Cleanup Sites By County. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/search?cmd=search&hidept=True&status=&reporttitle=Tulare+County&c
ounty=Tulare&excludenc=True.

Tulare County. Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan. December 2012. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-comprehensive-airport-

land-use-plan/.

Tulare County. Tulare County Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. March 2024. Accessed February
2024 at: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-2023-local-hazard-
mitigation-plan-lhmp2/.

Tulare County Public and Private Airports, California. Accessed March 2024 at:
http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/tulare.htm.

Tulare County Health and Human Services Agency. Guidance and Informational Bulletin Library. Accessed March
2024 at: https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/guidance-library/.

Tulare County Health and Human Services Agency. Hazardous Material Business Plan (HMBP). Accessed March 2024
at: https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/guidance-library/hazmat-cupa/hazardous-materials-business-plan-hmbp/.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page-12


https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/
https://dtsc.ca.gov/dtscs-cortese-list/
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search?cmd=search&reporttype=CORTESE&site_type=CSITES,FUDS&status=ACT,BKLG,COM&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search?cmd=search&reporttype=CORTESE&site_type=CSITES,FUDS&status=ACT,BKLG,COM&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search?cmd=search&reporttype=CORTESE&site_type=CSITES,FUDS&status=ACT,BKLG,COM&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/?myaddress=Tulare+County%2C+CA
https://calepa.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2016/10/SiteCleanup-CorteseList-CurrentList.pdf
https://calepa.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2016/10/SiteCleanup-CorteseList-CurrentList.pdf
https://calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseList/
https://www.nfpa.org/codes-and-standards/all-codes-and-standards/list-of-codes-and-standards/detail?code=70
https://www.nfpa.org/codes-and-standards/all-codes-and-standards/list-of-codes-and-standards/detail?code=70
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/search?CMD=search&case_number=&business_name=&main_street_name=&city=&zip=&county=&SITE_TYPE=LUFT&oilfield=&STATUS=&BRANCH=&MASTER_BASE=&Search=Search
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/search?CMD=search&case_number=&business_name=&main_street_name=&city=&zip=&county=&SITE_TYPE=LUFT&oilfield=&STATUS=&BRANCH=&MASTER_BASE=&Search=Search
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/search?cmd=search&hidept=True&status=&reporttitle=Tulare+County&county=Tulare&excludenc=True
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/search?cmd=search&hidept=True&status=&reporttitle=Tulare+County&county=Tulare&excludenc=True
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-comprehensive-airport-land-use-plan/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-comprehensive-airport-land-use-plan/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-2023-local-hazard-mitigation-plan-lhmp2/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-2023-local-hazard-mitigation-plan-lhmp2/
http://www.tollfreeairline.com/california/tulare.htm
https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/guidance-library/
https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/guidance-library/hazmat-cupa/hazardous-materials-business-plan-hmbp/

United State Environmental Protection Agency. UST Finder. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=b03763d3f2754461adf86f121345d7bc

California Geological Survey. Naturally-Occurring Asbestos in California. Accessed March 2024 at:
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/minerals/mineral-hazards/asbestos.

California Geological Survey. Open-File Report 2000-19: A General Location Guide for Ultramafic Rocks in California -
Areas More Likely to Contain Naturally Occurring Asbestos, 2000, Map scale 1:1,100,000.

California Geological Survey. Map Sheet 59 - Pamphlet: Reported Historic Asbestos Mines, Historic Asbestos
Prospects, and other Natural Occurrences of Asbestos in California.

Hydrology and Water Quality

California Department of Water Resources. Guidebook for Implementation of Senate Bill 610 and Senate Bill 221
of 2001 to assist water suppliers, cities, and counties in integrating water and land use planning. Page iii. Accessed
April 2024 at: https://cawaterlibrary.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/guidebook.pdf

California Department of Water Resources. Groundwater Basin Boundary Assessment Tool. Website:
https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/bbat/. Accessed March 2024.

California Department of Water Resources: California Water Plan Update 2023. State Vision for California’s Water
Resources. June 2024. Pages 1-2 through 1.3. Accessed April 2024 at: California Water Plan Update 2023 Public
Review Draft.

The California Water Boards. Central Valley — R5. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/about us/

California Water Boards. State Laws Porter-Cologne Act. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/nps/encyclopedia/Oa laws policy.html.

Central Valley Water Quality Control Board. Accessed April 2024 at: https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/

Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2009 National Flood Insurance Rate Map, Map Number 06107C1670E,
Panel Number 1670 of 2550, June 16, 2009.
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search?AddressQuery=road%20296%2C%20porterville%2C%20ca. Website accessed
March 2024.

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) National Flood Insurance Program Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM), June 16, 2009. Community Number 065066Panel No. 1676, Map # 06107C1676E.
http://fema.maps.arcgis.com/home/webmap/viewer.html?webmap=cbe088e7c8704464aa0fc34eb99e7f30,
accessed April 2024

e https://maps.waterdata.usgs.gov/mapper/index.html
e https://sgma.water.ca.gov/webgis/?appid=SGMADataViewer#tgwlevels

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2024
Treehouse California Almonds Expansion (PSP 23-064) Page-13


https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=b03763d3f2754461adf86f121345d7bc
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/minerals/mineral-hazards/asbestos
https://filerequest.conservation.ca.gov/?q=ofr_2000-019.pdf
https://filerequest.conservation.ca.gov/?q=ofr_2000-019.pdf
https://filerequest.conservation.ca.gov/?q=MS_059_Pamphlet.pdf
https://cawaterlibrary.net/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/guidebook.pdf
https://gis.water.ca.gov/app/bbat/
https://water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-Pages/Programs/California-Water-Plan/Docs/Update2023/PRD/California-Water-Plan-Update-2023-Public-Review-Draft.pdf
https://water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-Pages/Programs/California-Water-Plan/Docs/Update2023/PRD/California-Water-Plan-Update-2023-Public-Review-Draft.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/about_us/
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/nps/encyclopedia/0a_laws_policy.html
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/search?AddressQuery=road%20296%2C%20porterville%2C%20ca
http://fema.maps.arcgis.com/home/webmap/viewer.html?webmap=cbe088e7c8704464aa0fc34eb99e7f30
https://maps.waterdata.usgs.gov/mapper/index.html
https://sgma.water.ca.gov/webgis/?appid=SGMADataViewer#gwlevels

State of California Department of Water Resources. SGMA Groundwater Management. Accessed April
2024 at: https://water.ca.gov/Programs/Groundwater-Management/SGMA-Groundwater-Management

State of California Water Boards. Water Boards’ Structure. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/about us/water boards structure/mission.html

Tulare County Environmental Health Division. Who Are We. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/about-us/who-are-we

e Water Systems Program. Accessed April 2024 at: https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/our-
services/water-systems-program/

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report. Page 3.6-29.
Accessed April 2024 at:
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/generalplan2010/RecirculatedDraftEIR.pdf

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Accessed April 2024 at:
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx.

United States Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA or EPA). EPA Drinking Water Requirements for
States and Public Water System Drinking Water Regulations. Accessed April 2024 at:
http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/rulesregs/sdwa/index.cfm.

US EPA Website. Our Mission and What We Do. Accessed August 2024 at:
https://www.epa.gov/aboutepa/our-mission-and-what-we-do

Water Management for Grapevines. Accessed April 2024 at: https://cetulare.ucanr.edu/files/82035.pdf.

Mineral Resources

California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey (CGS). CGS Information Warehouse:
Regulatory Maps. Accessed June 2024 at
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html|?map=regulatorymaps

0 Mineral Land Classification

California Department of Conservation. Division of Mine Reclamation. Website:
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dmr/ Accessed June 2024.

California Department of Conservation. Division of Mine Reclamation. Mines Online. Website:
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/mol/index.html. Accessed June 2024.

California Department of Conservation, Division of Qil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources. Oil, Gas, and Geothermal
Fields in California, 2001. Map accessed on the University of California Santa Barbara Website:
https://alexandria.ucsb.edu/downloads/1544bg593. Accessed June 2024.

California Department of Conservation, Geologic Energy Management Division (CalGEM). Well Finder. Website:
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/calgem/Pages/Wellfinder.aspx . June 2024.
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https://water.ca.gov/Programs/Groundwater-Management/SGMA-Groundwater-Management
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/about_us/water_boards_structure/mission.html
https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/about-us/who-are-we
https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/our-services/water-systems-program/
https://tularecountyeh.org/eh/our-services/water-systems-program/
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/generalplan2010/RecirculatedDraftEIR.pdf
http://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/CivilWorks/RegulatoryProgramandPermits.aspx
http://water.epa.gov/lawsregs/rulesregs/sdwa/index.cfm
https://www.epa.gov/aboutepa/our-mission-and-what-we-do
https://cetulare.ucanr.edu/files/82035.pdf
http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dmr/
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/mol/index.html
https://alexandria.ucsb.edu/downloads/1544bq593
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/calgem/Pages/Wellfinder.aspx

e https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.htm|?map=milc
e https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/mol/index.html
(CALGEM): https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal

Noise

United States Department of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration. Construction Noise Handbook, 2006.
Websites: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/construction_noise/handbook/handbook09.cfm and
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/construction_noise/special_report/hcn04.cfm#tsou. Accessed April
2024.

United States Department of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration. Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment Manuel, September 2018. Website:
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.qgov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-and-
vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf. Accessed April 2024.

Population and Housing

California Strategic Growth Council (SGC). Website. https://sgc.ca.gov/. Accessed May 2024.

e https://opr.ca.gov/ceqa/ceqa-housing.html
e https://sitecheck.opr.ca.gov/

Tulare County Housing Element 2023-2031 Update. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/tulare-county-housing-element/complete-initial-draft-
dec-2023-housing-element/ Accessed May 2024

TCAG. Tulare County Regional Blueprint. May 2009. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/regional-transportation-plan-rtp/rtp-20181/tulare-county-blue-print/.

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. Mission. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://www.hud.gov/about/mission.

Public Services

2019 California Fire Code (Title 24, Part 9 of the California Code of Regulations). 1.1.2 Purpose. Page 3. Accessed
May 2024 at: Building Department - RMA (ca.gov) then click CHAPTER 24 - FLAMMABLE FINISHES, 2019 California
Fire Code, Title 24, Part 9 | ICC Digital Codes (iccsafe.org)

Tulare County Fire Department. Websites: http://tularecounty.ca.gov/fire/ Accessed May 2024.
Tulare County Sheriff’s Department. Website: http://www.tularecounty.ca.gov/sheriff/. Accessed May 2024.
Recreation

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Background Report. February 2010. Page 4-7. Accessed June 2024 at:
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents.html then scroll to and click on “Appendix B-Background Report”
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https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=mlc
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/mol/index.html
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/construction_noise/handbook/handbook09.cfm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/construction_noise/special_report/hcn04.cfm#sou
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
https://sgc.ca.gov/
https://opr.ca.gov/ceqa/ceqa-housing.html
https://sitecheck.opr.ca.gov/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/tulare-county-housing-element/complete-initial-draft-dec-2023-housing-element/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/tulare-county-housing-element/complete-initial-draft-dec-2023-housing-element/
https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/regional-transportation-plan-rtp/rtp-20181/tulare-county-blue-print/
https://www.hud.gov/about/mission
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/building-department/
https://codes.iccsafe.org/content/CAFC2019/chapter-24-flammable-finishes
https://codes.iccsafe.org/content/CAFC2019/chapter-24-flammable-finishes
http://tularecounty.ca.gov/fire/
http://www.tularecounty.ca.gov/sheriff/
http://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents.html

Transportation

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Transportation Impact Study Guide. May 20, 2020. Website:
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/sb-743/2020-05-20-
approved-vmt-focused-tisg-ally.pdf. Accessed June 2024.

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). Transportation Planning. Website:
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning. Accessed June 2024.

California Public Resources Code. Section 21000 et seq. Title 14. Division 6. California Natural Resources Agency.
Chapter 3. Section 15064.3, subdivision (a). Accessed June 2024 at:
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/ceqa/docs/2018 CEQA FINAL TEXT 122818.pdf

TCAG 2022 Regional Transportation Plan. Action Element. Accessed June 2024 at:
tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-2022/chapter-d-action-element/

e Transportation Impacts Technical Advisory: https://opr.ca.gov/docs/20190122-743 Technical Advisory.pdf

e SB743: https://opr.ca.gov/ceqa/sb-743/

e TCAG: https://tularecog.org/tcag/

e Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs) for the California Statewide Travel Demand Model (CSTDM):
https://www.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=ab6a73caea214a64b7837ab584422f59

Tulare County. SB 743 Guidelines. June 2020. Accessed February 2024 at: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-
documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-sb-743-guidelines-final/.

Tribal Cultural Resources

California Legislative Information. California Health and Safety Code, Division 7, Part 1, Chapter 2, Section 7050.5.
Accessed March 2024 at:
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=HSC&sectionNum=7050.5.

California Legislative Information. Public Resource Code, Division 5, Chapter 1.75, Section 5097.98. Accessed
March 2024 at:
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=5097.98&lawCode=PRC.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5 - Determining the Significance of Impacts to Archaeological and Historical
Resources. Accessed March 2024 at: https://casetext.com/regulation/california-code-of-regulations/title-14-natural-
resources/division-6-resources-agency/chapter-3-guidelines-for-implementation-of-the-california-environmental-
quality-act/article-5-preliminary-review-of-projects-and-conduct-of-initial-study/section-150645-determining-the-
significance-of-impacts-to-archaeological-and-historical-resources

Native American Heritage Commission. Digital Atlas of California Native Americans. Accessed March 2024 at:
http://nahc.ca.gov/cp/

Native American Heritage Commission. Digital Atlas of California Native Americans Viewer Accessed March 2024 at:
https://cnra.maps.arcgis.com/apps/View/index.html|?appid=03512d83d12b4c3389281e3a0c25a78f.
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https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/sb-743/2020-05-20-approved-vmt-focused-tisg-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/sb-743/2020-05-20-approved-vmt-focused-tisg-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/ceqa/docs/2018_CEQA_FINAL_TEXT_122818.pdf
https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-2022/chapter-d-action-element/
https://opr.ca.gov/docs/20190122-743_Technical_Advisory.pdf
https://opr.ca.gov/ceqa/sb-743/
https://tularecog.org/tcag/
https://www.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=ab6a73caea214a64b7837ab584422f59
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-sb-743-guidelines-final/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/rma-documents/planning-documents/tulare-county-sb-743-guidelines-final/
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=HSC&sectionNum=7050.5
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=5097.98&lawCode=PRC
https://casetext.com/regulation/california-code-of-regulations/title-14-natural-resources/division-6-resources-agency/chapter-3-guidelines-for-implementation-of-the-california-environmental-quality-act/article-5-preliminary-review-of-projects-and-conduct-of-initial-study/section-150645-determining-the-significance-of-impacts-to-archaeological-and-historical-resources
https://casetext.com/regulation/california-code-of-regulations/title-14-natural-resources/division-6-resources-agency/chapter-3-guidelines-for-implementation-of-the-california-environmental-quality-act/article-5-preliminary-review-of-projects-and-conduct-of-initial-study/section-150645-determining-the-significance-of-impacts-to-archaeological-and-historical-resources
https://casetext.com/regulation/california-code-of-regulations/title-14-natural-resources/division-6-resources-agency/chapter-3-guidelines-for-implementation-of-the-california-environmental-quality-act/article-5-preliminary-review-of-projects-and-conduct-of-initial-study/section-150645-determining-the-significance-of-impacts-to-archaeological-and-historical-resources
https://casetext.com/regulation/california-code-of-regulations/title-14-natural-resources/division-6-resources-agency/chapter-3-guidelines-for-implementation-of-the-california-environmental-quality-act/article-5-preliminary-review-of-projects-and-conduct-of-initial-study/section-150645-determining-the-significance-of-impacts-to-archaeological-and-historical-resources
http://nahc.ca.gov/cp/
https://cnra.maps.arcgis.com/apps/View/index.html?appid=03512d83d12b4c3389281e3a0c25a78f

Office of Historic Preservation. Mission and Responsibilities. Accessed March 2024 at:
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page id=1066

Office of Planning and Research. Technical Advisory: AB 52 and Tribal Cultural Resources in CEQA (June 2017). Page
3. Accessed March 2024 at: https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/20200224-AB 52 Technical Advisory Feb 2020.pdf

U.S. Department of the Interior. National Park Service. Accessed March 2024 at: National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966 - Archeology (U.S. National Park Service) (nps.gov)

Utilities and Service Systems

California State Water Resources Control Board. OWTS Policy. Water Quality Control Policy for Siting, Design,
Operation, and Maintenance of Onsite Wastewater Treatment Systems. June 19, 2012. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water issues/programs/owts/docs/owts policy.pdf.

California State Water Boards Mission Statement. Accessed April 2024 at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/about us/water boards structure/mission.html.

National Archives and Records Administration. Code of Federal Regulations. Title 40: Protection of Environment
Part 503: Standards for the Use of Disposal of Sewage Sludge. Accessed April 2024 at:
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40/chapter-1/subchapter-O/part-503?toc=1.

State Water Resources Control Board. Construction Stormwater Program. Accessed April 2024 at:
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction.shtml

United States Environmental Protection Agency. Summary of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. Accessed
April 2024 at: https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-resource-conservation-and-recovery-act ; then click
on “EPA History: RCRA”.

Wildfires

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Fire Hazard Severity Zones. Accessed May 2024 at:
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones.

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Fire Hazard Severity Zones in State Responsibility Area
Viewer. Accessed May 2024 at: https://calfire-
forestry.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.htm|?id=988d431a42b242b29d89597ab693d008.

CalFire. Accessed May 2024 at: State Responsibility Area (SRA) Viewer (arcgis.com)

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Tulare County State Responsible Area Fire Hazard Severity
Zones. June 2023. Accessed May 2024 at: https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-
endpoint.azureedge.net/-/media/osfm-website/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-
hazard-severity-zones/fire-hazard-severity-zones-map-2022/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps-2022-

files/fhsz county sra 11x17 2022 tulare 2.pdf.
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http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1066
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/20200224-AB_52_Technical_Advisory_Feb_2020.pdf
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/archeology/national-historic-preservation-act.htm
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/archeology/national-historic-preservation-act.htm
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/owts/docs/owts_policy.pdf
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/about_us/water_boards_structure/mission.html
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40/chapter-I/subchapter-O/part-503?toc=1
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction.shtml
https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summary-resource-conservation-and-recovery-act
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones
https://calfire-forestry.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=988d431a42b242b29d89597ab693d008
https://calfire-forestry.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=988d431a42b242b29d89597ab693d008
https://calfire-forestry.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=468717e399fa4238ad86861638765ce1
https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net/-/media/osfm-website/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones/fire-hazard-severity-zones-map-2022/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps-2022-files/fhsz_county_sra_11x17_2022_tulare_2.pdf
https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net/-/media/osfm-website/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones/fire-hazard-severity-zones-map-2022/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps-2022-files/fhsz_county_sra_11x17_2022_tulare_2.pdf
https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net/-/media/osfm-website/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones/fire-hazard-severity-zones-map-2022/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps-2022-files/fhsz_county_sra_11x17_2022_tulare_2.pdf
https://34c031f8-c9fd-4018-8c5a-4159cdff6b0d-cdn-endpoint.azureedge.net/-/media/osfm-website/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones/fire-hazard-severity-zones-map-2022/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps-2022-files/fhsz_county_sra_11x17_2022_tulare_2.pdf

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. August 2012. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Mate
rials/000General%20Plan%202030%20Part%201%20and%20Part%20l11/General%20Plan%202012.pdf.

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update Background Report. February 2010. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-
%20Background%20Report.pdf.

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report. February 2010.
Accessed February 2024 at:
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/generalplan2010/RecirculatedDraftEIR.pdf.

Tulare County. Community, Hamlet, and Legacy Plans. Accessed February 2024 at:
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/general-plan/

CEQA Law and Guidance

Public Resources Code 21000-21189 (CEQA Statutes) and California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6,
Chapter 3, Sections 15000-15387 (CEQA Guidelines)

e (California Association of Environmental Professionals. 2024 CEQA Statutes and Guidelines.
https://www.califaep.org/statute and guidelines.php.

e Thomas Reuters Westlaw.
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Browse/Home/California/CaliforniaCodeofRegulations?guid=186C9BC205
B4D11EC976B000D3A7C4BC3&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.
Default)

e (California Legislative Information. https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research. Technical Advisories: https://opr.ca.gov/cega/technical-advisories.html.
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https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/000General%20Plan%202030%20Part%20I%20and%20Part%20II/General%20Plan%202012.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/000General%20Plan%202030%20Part%20I%20and%20Part%20II/General%20Plan%202012.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/generalplan2010/RecirculatedDraftEIR.pdf
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/general-plan/
https://www.califaep.org/statute_and_guidelines.php
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Browse/Home/California/CaliforniaCodeofRegulations?guid=I86C9BC205B4D11EC976B000D3A7C4BC3&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Browse/Home/California/CaliforniaCodeofRegulations?guid=I86C9BC205B4D11EC976B000D3A7C4BC3&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Browse/Home/California/CaliforniaCodeofRegulations?guid=I86C9BC205B4D11EC976B000D3A7C4BC3&originationContext=documenttoc&transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/
https://opr.ca.gov/ceqa/technical-advisories.html

ATTACHMENT “B”

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES EVALUATION TECHNICAL REPORT

Initial Study/Miti