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provides the proposed mitigation measures, implementation timelines, and the entity/agency responsible 
for ensuring implementation. Chapter 6 References details the documents and reports this document relies 
upon to provide its analysis. 

The CalEEMod Output Files, Biological Resources Evaluation, and Class III Inventory/Phase I Survey are 
provided as technical Appendix A, Appendix B, and Appendix C respectively, at the end of this document. 
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Figure 2-1:Regional Location Map
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Figure 2-2: Topographic Quadrangle Map  
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Figure 2-3: Aerial Map  
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Figure 2-4: General Plan Land Use Designation Map   
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Figure 2-5: Zone District Map
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Figure 4-1: Farmland Map







https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/aaqs2.pdf


https://www.valleyair.org/transportation/GAMAQI-2015/FINAL-DRAFT-GAMAQI.PDF
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c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would result in the construction of three check 
structures along Cameron Creek, southeast of the City of Visalia. The construction area of each check 
structure would be approximately 7,500 square feet in size and would be constructed over the span of 
approximately four months. While the Project would be constructed within the vicinity of some rural 
residences, the construction timeline is relatively short and construction would be focused in a limited 
area for each check structure. Given the short duration of construction and the limited area of 
construction, significant impacts are not expected to result from completion of the Project. Therefore, 
impacts would be less than significant. 

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. During construction activities, construction equipment exhaust and 
application of asphalt, structural coating and other construction applications would temporarily emit 
odors. Construction would be completed within the County of Tulare, near the Visalia and Farmersville 
city limits, and could have an effect on some residences that would be located near the construction area 
of the proposed Project. Construction of the proposed Project would be temporary, and no odors would 
remain after proposed Project completion. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 
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4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
Table 4-8: Biological Resources Impacts 

Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

a) 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 
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

 Baseline Conditions  

General  

The proposed Project is located along the floor of the San Joaquin Valley in Tulare County near the 
southeast quadrant of the City of Visalia in Tulare County. The Project area includes dirt roads and a section 
of Cameron Creek for a total of 14 acres. Surrounding lands on both sides of Cameron Creek are orchards, 
a recharge basin, agricultural and scattered residential homes. The topography of the Area of Potential 
Effect (APE) is relatively flat with elevations ranging from 318 to 352 feet above mean sea level. 
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Like most of California, the Area of Potential Effect (APE) experiences a Mediterranean climate. Warm, dry 
summers are followed by cool, moist winters. In the summer, average high temperatures range between 
88- and 95 degrees Fahrenheit (°F), but often exceed 95 °F, and the humidity is generally low. Winter 
temperatures are often below 57 °F during the day and rarely exceed 64 °F. On average, the City of Visalia 
receives approximately 10.6 inches of precipitation in the form of rain yearly, most of which occurs between 
October and May, and the APE would be expected to receive similar amounts of precipitation.9 

Soils 

One soil mapping unit representing one soil type was identified within the APE (see Appendix D of Appendix 
B for the Web Soil Survey Report). The only soil type within the APE is Grangeville and the soil map unit is 
sandy loam, drained, with 0 to 2 percent slopes. Grangeville soils are somewhat poorly drained, with 
negligible to very low runoff, and moderately rapid permeability. This soil type is primarily used for wildlife 
habitat and agriculture. 

Hydric soils are defined as soils that are saturated, flooded, or ponded long enough during the growing 
season to develop anaerobic conditions such that under sufficiently wet conditions, hydrophytic vegetation 
can be supported. The interpretive group and one minor soil component were identified as hydric. 

Biotic Habitats  

A reconnaissance level field survey of the APE was conducted on June 3, 2024 (see Appendix B for the 
Biological Resources Evaluation prepared for the proposed Project). The APE includes approximately eight 
(8) acres with an additional 25-foot buffer surrounding the proposed Project site. It includes dirt roads and 
a section of Cameron Creek for a total of 14 acres. During the field survey, two biotic habitats were observed 
within the APE and included creek and ruderal (see Figure 4-2, Figure 4-3, and Figure 4-4 for the specific 
locations of each habitat found within the APE). These habitats and their constituent plant and animal 
species are described in more detail in the following sections. 

Creek  
The APE is located within Cameron Creek (see Figure 4-5 and Figure 4-6 for representative photos of the 
creek habitat observed during the field survey). The vegetation abundance varied throughout the creek, 
however the species richness remained consistent. The water level in the creek varied from dry to ponded 
for no more than a few hundred feet. There was trash and tire marks observed throughout the creek. There 
were two bridges that overlapped the boundary of the APE. The first bridge was west of the measurement 
check and the second bridge was north of the rector check.  

The survey of the APE resulted in the identification of the following species: tall flatsedge (Cyperus 
eragrostis), horseweed (Erigeron canadensis), stinging nettle (Urtica dioica), common cocklebur, (Xanthium 
orientale), seep monkeyflower (Erythranthe guttata), Johnson grass (Sorghum halepense), shortpod 
mustard (Hirschfeldia incana), watermelon (Citrullus lanatus), common sunflower (Helianthus annuus), 
Spanish clover, (Acmispon americanus), tree tobacco (Nicotiana glauca), and prickly pear (Opuntia ficus-
indica). 

The survey of the APE resulted in the identification of the following species or their sign; cliff swallow 
(Petrochelidon pyrrhonota) nests, house finch (Haemorhous mexicanus), mourning dove (Zenaida 

 
9 (Weatherspark) 
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Figure 4-5: Creek Habitat 

 

Figure 4-6: Creek Habitat 
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Figure 4-7: Ruderal Habitat 

 

Figure 4-8: Ruderal Habitat 
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Species Status*  Habitat  Occurrence within the APE  
Tipton kangaroo rat 
(Dipodomys 
nitratoides 
nitratoides) 

FE, CE Inhabits saltbush scrub and sink scrub 
communities in the Tulare Lake Basin of 
the southern San Joaquin Valley. This 
species needs soft friable soils to burrow. 

Absent. Suitable habitat and soils 
required by this species were not 
observed within the APE.  

Tricolored blackbird 
(Agelaius tricolor) 

CT, CSSC Nests colonially near fresh water in 
dense cattails or tules, or in thickets of 
riparian shrubs. Forages in grassland and 
cropland. Large colonies are often found 
foraging in dairy farm feed fields. 

Unlikely. Cameron Creek did not 
contain enough aquatic vegetation to 
support nesting activity for this species. 
The nearest recorded observation 
occurred eight miles east of the APE in 
2014. 

Valley elderberry 
longhorn beetle 
(Desmocerus 
californicus 
dimorphus) 

FT Lives in mature elderberry shrubs in the 
Central Valley and adjacent foothills from 
Tehama County south through Merced 
and Mariposa Counties with two 
scattered populations in Madera and 
Fresno Counties. Adults are active from 
March to June. 

Absent. No elderberry shrubs were 
observed within the APE. 

Vernal pool fairy 
shrimp 
(Branchinecta lynchi) 

FT Occupies vernal and seasonal pools, with 
clear to tea-colored water, in grass or 
mud-bottomed swales, and basalt 
depression pools. 

Absent. No vernal pools were observed 
within the APE. 

Vernal pool tadpole 
shrimp 
(Lepidurus packardi) 

FE Occurs in vernal pools, clear to tea-
colored water, in grass or mud-bottomed 
swales, and basalt depression pools.  

Absent. No vernal pools were observed 
within the APE. 

Western mastiff bat 
(Eumops perotis 
californicus) 

CSSC Found in open, arid to semi-arid habitats, 
including dry desert washes, flood plains, 
chaparral, oak woodland, open 
ponderosa pine forest, grassland, and 
agricultural areas, where it feeds on 
insects in flight. Roosts most commonly 
in crevices in cliff faces but may also use 
high buildings and tunnels. 

Possible. The species could use the 
bridge as roosting habitat. Particularly 
when water is in Cameron Creek which 
would create forage opportunities for 
this species. The nearest recorded 
observation occurred three and a half 
miles west of the APE in 2005. 

Western spadefoot 
(Spea hammondii) 

FPT, CSSC The majority of the time this species is 
terrestrial and occurs in small mammal 
burrows and soil cracks, sometimes in 
the bottom of dried pools. Prefers open 
areas with sandy or gravelly soils, in a 
variety of habitats including mixed 
woodlands, grasslands, coastal sage 
scrub, chaparral, sandy washes, 
lowlands, river floodplains, alluvial fans, 
playas, alkali flats, foothills, and 
mountains. Vernal or seasonal pools, that 
hold water for a minimum of three 
weeks, are necessary for breeding. 

 
Unlikely. Small mammal burrows for 
adults of this species to occupy in the 
non-breeding season were observed 
within the APE. However, no breeding 
habitat was observed within the APE. 
The most recent recorded observation 
occurred eight miles east of the APE in 
1991. 

Western yellow-billed 
cuckoo 
(Coccyzus americanus 
occidentalis) 

FT, CE Suitable nesting habitat in California 
includes dense riparian willow-
cottonwood and mesquite habitats along 
a perennial river. Once common in the 
California Central Valley, as well as 
coastal valleys and riparian habitats east 
of the Sierra Nevada, habitat loss now 
constrains the California breeding 
population to small numbers of birds. 

Absent. The APE is outside the current 
known range of this species.  
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c) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries? 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.  There is no evidence in the record that 
indicates the proposed Project has the potential to be an unknown burial site or the site of buried human 
remains. In the unlikely event of such a discovery, mitigation shall be implemented. With incorporation 
of mitigation measure CUL-2 outlined below, impacts resulting from the discovery of remains interred on 
the Project area will be less than significant. 

 Mitigation  

CUL-1 In the event that previously unidentified archaeological remains are encountered during 
development or ground-moving activities in the APE, all work should be halted until a 
qualified archaeologist can identify the discovery and assess its significance. In the event 
of accidental discovery of unidentified archaeological remains during development or 
ground-moving activities in the APE, all work shall be halted in the immediate vicinity 
until a qualified archaeologist can identify the discovery and assess its significance.  

CUL-2 If human remains are uncovered during construction, the Tulare County Coroner is to be 
notified to investigate the remains and arrange proper treatment and disposition. If the 
remains are identified on the basis of archaeological context, age, cultural associations, 
or biological traits to be those of a Native American, California Health and Safety Code 
7050.5 and PRC 5097.98 require that the coroner notify the NAHC within 24 hours of 
discovery. The NAHC will then identify the Most Likely Descendent who will be afforded 
an opportunity to make recommendations regarding the treatment and disposition of 
the remains. 
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4.6 ENERGY 
Table 4-12: Energy Impacts 

Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

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

    

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

    

 Baseline Conditions  
The proposed Project would be located within Tulare County, southeast of the City of Visalia. The Project 
area is served by Southern California Edison (SCE) for both its electric energy needs, while it is served by 
Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) for its natural gas energy needs. 

 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. Fuel consumed by construction equipment would be the primary energy 
resource expended over the course of Project construction. For heavy-duty construction equipment, 
horsepower and load factor were assumed using default data from the CalEEMod model. Fuel use 
associated with construction vehicle trips generated by the proposed Project was also estimated; trips 
include construction worker trips, haul trucks trips for material transport, and vendor trips for 
construction material deliveries. Fuel use from these vehicles traveling to the proposed Project was based 
on (1) the projected number of trips the proposed Project would generate (CalEEMod default values), (2) 
default average trip distance by land use in CalEEMod, and (3) fuel efficiencies estimated in the CARB 
2017 Emissions Factors model (EMFAC2017) mobile source emission model. 

Construction is estimated to consume a total of approximately 7,596.88 gallons of diesel fuel and 
approximately 546.5 gallons of gasoline fuel (see Appendix A). California Code of Regulations Title 13, 
Motor Vehicles, Section 2449(d)(2), Idling, limits idling times of construction vehicles to no more than 5 
minutes, thereby precluding unnecessary and wasteful consumption of fuel because of unproductive 
idling of construction equipment. In addition, the energy consumption for construction activities would 
not be ongoing as they would be limited to the duration of Project construction. 

Energy consumption of non-residential uses is currently governed by the 2022 California Building Code, 
Part 6 for structures, and Title 20 of the California Code of Regulations for appliances. Energy 
consumption is anticipated to decrease over time as more energy efficient standards take effect and 
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igneous and metamorphic rocks and consolidated marine sediments in the surrounding mountains have 
been transported into the Valley by streams.12 

Faults and Seismicity  

The proposed Project is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and there are no known 
active faults within the City of Visalia or the region of Tulare County that the proposed Project is located in. 
The nearest major faults are the Owens Valley and San Andreas Fault, located approximately 58 miles east 
and 72 miles southwest of the Project area, respectively.13 The San Andreas fault is the dominant active 
tectonic feature of the Coast Ranges and represents the boundary of the North American and Pacific plates. 
The Kern Canyon Fault is located approximately 42 miles east and the Poso Fault is located approximately 
50 miles south of the Project area.14 

Liquefaction  

The potential for liquefaction, which is the loss of soil strength due to seismic forces, is dependent on soil 
types and density, the groundwater table, and the duration and intensity of ground shaking. Although no 
specific liquefaction hazard areas have been identified in Tulare County or the City of Visalia, this potential 
is recognized throughout the San Joaquin Valley where unconsolidated sediments and a high-water table 
coincide. Soil types along the Valley floor are not generally conducive to liquefaction because they are 
generally too coarse. Furthermore, according to the California Department of Water Resources Live 
Groundwater Levels map, the groundwater levels measured at a location approximately one mile to the 
southwest of the Project area was approximately 127 feet below ground surface as of October 16, 2023; 
this further reduces potential for liquefaction. 15  

Soil Subsidence  

There are two types of Subsidence: Land subsidence and hydrocompaction subsidence. Hydrocompaction 
subsidence occurs when a large land area settles due to over-saturation. These areas are typically 
composed of open-textured soils that become saturated, high in silt or clay content. Land subsidence 
occurs when an extensive amount of ground water, oil, or natural gas is withdrawn from below the ground 
surface. 

Soils within the Project area consist of Grangeville Sandy Loam and Nord Fine Sandy Loam, which are 
coarse-textured, low in clay content, and have a low shrink-swell potential. Therefore, soils onsite represent 
a low risk of subsidence. 

Dam and Levee Failure  

The nearest dam with a high likelihood of breaching is the Bravo Lake Reservoir Dam, located approximately 
10 miles to the northeast.16 

 
12 (California Department of Conservation 2002) 
13 (California Department of Conservation 2023) 
14 Ibid. 
15 (California Department of Water Resources 2023) 
16 (California Department of Water Resources 2022) 
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 Impact Analysis  
a) Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 

loss, injury, or death involving: 

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

ii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

i and ii) Less than Significant Impact.  The Project area is located in an area traditionally characterized by 
relatively low seismic activity. The site is not located in an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone as 
established by the Alquist-Priolo Fault Zoning Act (Section 2622 of Chapter 7.5, Division 2 of the California 
Public Resources Code). 

Although there are no known earthquake faults within the vicinity of the proposed Project and strong 
ground shaking is unlikely, construction of the check structures would comply with the most recent 
seismic standards as set forth in the California Building Standards Code. Compliance with these standards 
would ensure potential impacts related to strong seismic ground shaking would be less than significant. 

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Less than Significant Impact. Liquefaction occurs when loose, water-saturated sediments lose strength 
and fail during strong ground shaking. Although no specific liquefaction hazard areas have been identified 
in Tulare County and the City of Visalia, this potential is recognized throughout the San Joaquin Valley 
where unconsolidated sediments and a high-water table coincide. Using the United States Department 
of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service soil survey, an analysis of the soils onsite was 
performed. Soils in the area consists of Grangeville Sandy Loam and Nord Fine Sandy Loam, which are 
well-drained and coarse-textured, representing a low risk for liquefaction or seismic-related ground 
failure. In addition, using California Department of Water Resources Live Groundwater Levels map, the 
groundwater levels measured at a location approximately one mile to the southwest of the Project area 
was approximately 127.6 feet below ground surface as of October 16, 2023; this further reduces potential 
for liquefaction. 17 Furthermore, as mentioned above in Impact Assessments 4.7.2 a) i-ii, strong seismic 
ground shaking is unlikely to occur. Any impacts related to seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction, would be less than significant. 

iv. Landslides? 

No Impact. Landslides usually occur in locations with steep slopes and unstable soils. The Project area is 
located on the Valley floor where no major geologic landforms exist, and the topography is essentially 
flat and level. The nearest foothills are approximately nine miles east of the Project area. Therefore, the 
Project area has minimal-to-no landslide susceptibility, and there would be no impact. 

 
17 (California Department of Water Resources 2023) 



Chapter 4: Environmental Impact Analysis 
Cameron Creek Linear Recharge Project 

October 2024  4-43 

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

Less than Significant Impact. Earthmoving activities associated with the proposed Project would include 
grading, and construction within the Cameron Creek channel. Construction would take place when the 
channel is empty. These activities could expose soils to erosion processes and the extent of erosion would 
vary depending on slope steepness/stability, vegetation/cover, concentration of runoff, and weather 
conditions. Dischargers whose projects disturb one (1) or more acres of soil, or whose projects disturb 
less than one acre but are part of a larger common plan of development that in total disturbs one or 
more acres, are required to obtain coverage under the General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water 
Associated with Construction Activity. Construction activity subject to this permit includes clearing, 
grading, and disturbances to the ground such as stockpiling or excavation but does not include regular 
maintenance activities performed to restore the original line, grade, or capacity of the facility. The 
Construction General Permit (CGP) requires the development of a SWPPP by a certified Qualified SWPPP 
Developer. Through the completion of a SWPPP, any possible impacts from construction related activities 
involving soil erosion and loss of topsoil would be reduced. Therefore, impacts would be less than 
significant.  

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? 

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? 

c and d) Less than Significant Impact.  Soils within the Project area consist of Grangeville Sandy Loam and 
Nord Fine Sandy Loam, which are coarse-textured, low in clay content, and well-drained. These soils have 
a low shrink-swell potential and a low plasticity index, and therefore, are not considered expansive soils. 
Furthermore, the aforementioned physical properties of these soils make subsidence, liquefaction, 
lateral spreading, or other ground failure unlikely. Any impacts would be considered less than significant. 

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?  

No Impact. Septic installation or alternative wastewater disposal systems are not necessary for the 
proposed Project. There would be no impact. 

f) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 
geological feature? 

Less than Significant Impact. No known paleontological resources have been identified at the Project 
area. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.  

  







http://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-research/ceqa/ceqa_guidelines_may2017-pdf.pdf?la=en
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4.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
Table 4-16: Hazards and Hazardous Materials Impacts 

Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

g) Expose people or structures, either directly 
or indirectly to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving wildland fires? 

    

 Baseline Conditions  

Hazardous Materials  

The Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites (Cortese) List is a planning document used by the State, local 
agencies, and developers to comply with CEQA requirements in providing information about the location 
of hazardous materials release sites. Government Code (GC) Section 65962.5 requires the California 
Environmental Protection Agency to develop an updated Cortese List at least annually. The Department of 
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) is responsible for a portion of the information contained in the Cortese 
List. Other State and local government agencies are required to provide additional hazardous material 
release information for the Cortese List. DTSC's EnviroStor database provides DTSC's component of Cortese 
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List data (DTSC, 2010). In addition to the EnviroStor database, the State Water Resources Control Board 
(SWRCB) GeoTracker database provides information on regulated hazardous waste facilities in California, 
including underground storage tank (UST) cases and non-UST cleanup programs, including Spills-Leaks-
Investigations-Cleanups sites, Department of Defense sites, and Land Disposal program. A search of the 
DTSC EnviroStor19 database and the SWRCB GeoTracker20 performed on July 11, 2024, determined that 
there are no known active hazardous waste generators or hazardous material spill sites within the Project 
area or immediate surrounding vicinity.  

Airports  

The Project area would be located approximately seven miles southeast of the Visalia Municipal Airport. 
The proposed Project would not be located within an adopted Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). 

Emergency Response Plan  

The City of Visalia has an Emergency Operations Plan that was adopted in 2011. The plan lays out the 
planned procedures that the City would follow in the event of an emergency.  

The Tulare County Office of Emergency Services coordinates the development and maintenance of the 
Tulare County Operational Area Master Emergency Services Plan.  

Sensitive Receptors  

Sensitive Receptors are groups that would be more affected by air, noise, and light pollution, pesticides, 
and other toxic chemicals than others. This includes infants, children under 16, elderly over 65, athletes, 
and people with cardiovascular and respiratory diseases. High concentrations of these groups would 
include daycares, residential areas, hospitals, elder care facilities, schools and parks. The nearest sensitive 
receptors include the scattered residences adjacent to Cameron Creek. 

 Impact Analysis  
a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

b) 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? 

a and b) Less than Significant Impact. Equipment and materials used during construction activities would 
include fuels, oils and lubricants. The routine use or an accidental spill of hazardous materials used in 
construction could result in inadvertent releases, which could adversely affect construction workers, the 
public, and the environment. Construction activities would be required to comply with numerous 
hazardous materials regulations designed to ensure that hazardous materials are transported, used, 
stored, and disposed of in a safe manner to protect worker safety, and to reduce the potential for a 
release of construction-related fuels or other hazardous materials into the environment, including 
stormwater and downstream receiving water bodies. As discussed in Section 4.7 Geology and Soils, the 
construction contractor would be required to apply for coverage under the CGP, which requires the 

 
19 (California Department of Toxic Substances Control 2022) 
20 (State of California 2022) 
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preparation and implementation of a SWPPP for construction activities on sites with more than one acre 
of ground disturbance. Compliance with applicable laws and regulations would minimize hazards 
associated with the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials to the maximum extent 
practicable. In addition, compliance with applicable laws and regulations would lower any potential 
impacts from foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into 
the environment to a less than significant level. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. 

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. The proposed Project is not located within a quarter mile of any schools. Therefore, there 
would be no impact. 

d) 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. The Project area is not on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to GC Section 
65962.5, according to the EnviroStor and GeoTracker databases identified above. As a result, the 
proposed Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or environment due to the Project 
being located on an existing hazardous material site. Therefore, there would be no impact. 

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

No Impact. The Project area is not located within an ALUCP, nor is it located within two miles of a public 
airport or public use airport. Therefore, there would be no impact. 

f) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project includes the construction of three check structures in 
Cameron Creek to control flow rates to improve in-creek recharge. Construction traffic associated with 
the proposed Project would be minimal and temporary, lasting approximately four months. Operational 
traffic would consist of as-needed maintenance trips and would have no effect on roadways or 
emergency access. Road closures and detours are not anticipated as part of the construction phase of 
the proposed Project. Therefore, proposed Project-related impacts to emergency evacuation routes or 
emergency response routes on local roadways would be considered less than significant.  

g) 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 would not expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to 
a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires. As discussed more thoroughly in Section 
4.20, the Project area is not located in an area that has been designated as being a State Responsibility 
Area (SRA) or as being a very high fire hazard severity zone. Therefore, there would be no impact.  
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4.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
Table 4-17: Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts 

Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

a) Violate any water quality standards or 
waste discharge requirements or otherwise 
substantially degrade surface or ground 
water quality?  

    

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

    

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

    

i. result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site;     

ii. substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner 
which would result in flooding on- or 
off-site; 

    

iii. 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; or 

    

iv. impede or redirect flood flows?     
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, 

risk release of pollutants due to project 
inundation? 

    

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

    

 Baseline Conditions  
Hydrology in the Project area is associated with the Tulare Lake Hydrologic Region, containing three main 
subbasins. The Tulare Lake subbasin is in the northern alluvial fan and basin subarea characterized by 
southwest to south flowing rivers, creeks, and irrigation canal systems that convey water from the Sierra 
Nevada to the west toward the Tulare Lakebed. The southern portion of the basin is internally drained by 
the Kings, Kaweah, Tule, and Kern Rivers.21 The Tulare Lake Basin comprises the drainage area of the San 
Joaquin Valley south of the San Joaquin River and is essentially a closed basin because surface water drains 

 
21 (California Department of Water Resources. Natural Resources Agency 2015) 
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Additionally, the proposed Project would increase recharge in Cameron Creek, ultimately enhancing 
groundwater levels. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with the GKGSA Groundwater 
Sustainability Plan but would align with it. Impacts would be less than significant. 
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Figure 4-9: FEMA Flood Map
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4.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING 
Table 4-18: Land Use and Planning Impacts 

Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

a) Physically divide an established 
community? 

    

b) 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? 

    

 Baseline Conditions  
The proposed Project is located in Tulare County, which is the land use authority for the Project area. The 
land use designation for the project site as identified in the City of Visalia General Plan is Conservation.  The 
Project area itself does not have a Zoning designation as it consists of the existing Cameron Creek channel. 
Lands surrounding Cameron Creek contain both County of Tulare and the City of Visalia designations (see 
Figure 2-4 and Figure 2-5). 

 Impact Analysis  
a) Would the project physically divide an established community? 

Less than Significant Impact.  The proposed Project entails constructing three check structures along 
Cameron Creek in Tulare County adjacent to the southeast quadrant of Visalia. Developing the site further 
would benefit agricultural operations by slowing down creek flow and allowing water to pool, thereby 
increasing recharge. Since the creek is already an established entity, the construction of the check 
structures would not disrupt existing communities. In addition, no aspect of the proposed Project would 
result any obstructions that would physically divide an established community. Therefore, the proposed 
Project would have a less than significant impact. 

b) Would the project cause a significant environmental conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

Less than Significant Impact. The land use designation for the project site as identified in the City of Visalia 
General Plan is Conservation.  The Project area does not have a Zoning designation as it consists of the 
existing Cameron Creek channel. The surrounding lands adjacent to the proposed check structures are 
designated for various uses, as seen in Figure 2-4 and Figure 2-5. While the proposed Project would utilize 
some of these lands for construction equipment laydown purposes, it would be temporary, and all 
construction equipment would be removed once construction is complete. At the conclusion of 
construction activities, the laydown areas would be returned to existing conditions as it was prior to 
proposed Project implementation. Implementation of the proposed Project would not create any 
significant environmental conflicts with existing land use plans, policies, or regulations, as it conforms to 
established land use standards. Impacts would be less than significant.   
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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. There would be no impact. 
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replacement elsewhere. No residences exist onsite, nor would any in the vicinity be demolished to 
facilitate the proposed Project. Therefore, there would be no impact.  
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4.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
Table 4-25: Tribal Cultural Resources Impacts 

Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, 
defined in Public Resources Code section 
21074 as either a site, feature, place, 
cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of 
the landscape, sacred place, or object with 
cultural value to a California Native 
American tribe, and that is: 

    

i. Listed or eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in the local register of 
historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 
5020.1(k), or 

    

ii. 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. In 
applying the 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. 

    

 Baseline Conditions  

Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1, et seq. (codification of AB 52, 2013 -14) 

Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1, et seq. (codification of AB 52, 2013-14) requires that a lead 
agency, within 14 days of determining that it would undertake a project, must notify in writing any 
California Native American Tribe traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the 
project if that Tribe has previously requested notification about projects in that geographic area. The notice 
must briefly describe the project and inquire whether the Tribe wishes to initiate request formal 
consultation. Tribes have 30 days from receipt of notification to request formal consultation. The lead 
agency then has 30 days to initiate the consultation, which then continues until the parties come to an 
agreement regarding necessary mitigation or agree that no mitigation is needed, or one or both parties 
determine that negotiation occurred in good faith, but no agreement would be made. 

While the City has received one letter from the Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe pursuant to PRC § 
21080.3.1 (AB 52), as a best practice, the City of Visalia notifies all Native American tribes listed in the NAHC 
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provided list. On June 13, 2024, the City of Visalia sent outreach letters by certified mail to the following 
thirteen tribal representatives representing eight tribes, informing each of the proposed Project. 

1. Big Sandy Rancheria of Western Mono Indians, Elizabeth D. Kipp, Chairperson 
2. Dunlap Band of Mono Indians, Benjamin Charley Jr., Tribal Chair 
3. Dunlap Band of Mono Indians, Dirk Charley, Tribal Secretary 
4. Kern Valley Indian Community, Julie Turner, Secretary 
5. Kern Valley Indian Community, Brandy Kendricks 
6. Kern Valley Indian Community, Robert Robinson, Chairperson 
7. North Fork Mono Tribe, Ron Goode, Chairperson 
8. Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe, Leo Sisco, Chairperson 
9. Tubatulabals of Kern County, Robert Gomez, Chairperson 
10. Tule River Indian Tribe, Neil Peyron, Chairperson 
11. Tule River Indian Tribe, Kerri Vera, Environmental 
12. Tule River Indian Tribe, Joey Garfield, Tribal Archaeologist 
13. Wuksache Indian Tribe/Eshom Valley Band, Kenneth Woodrow 

Records Search  

A records search from the SSJVIC of the CHRIS, located at California State University, Bakersfield was 
conducted in June 2024. The SSJVIC records search includes a review of all recorded archaeological and 
built-environment resources as well as a review of cultural resource reports on file. In addition, the 
California Points of Historical Interest, the California Historical Landmarks, the California Register of 
Historical Resources, the National Register of Historic Places, and the California State Built Environment 
Resources Directory listings were reviewed for the above referenced Project area and an additional 0.5-
mile radius. Due to the sensitive nature of cultural resources, archaeological site locations are not released. 
(Appendix C).  

Additional sources included the State Office of Historic Preservation Historic Properties Directory, 
Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility, and the California Inventory of Historic Resources. 

 Impact Assessment  
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, 

defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that 
is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with 
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is: 

i. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in the local 
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.  A record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands 
File was completed for the Project area and the results were negative for the presence of Native American 
tribal cultural resources. A CHRIS records search from the SSJVIC confirmed that there are four recorded 
resources within the Project area and 12 within one-half mile radius of the Project area; however, these 
resources are not considered tribal cultural resources. Although unlikely, Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and 
CUL-2, described above in Section 4.5.3 are recommended in the event tribal cultural materials or human 
remains are unearthed during excavation or construction. 
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4.20 WILDFIRE 
Table 4-27: Wildfire Impacts 

If located in or near state 
responsibility areas or lands classified 

as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, would the project: 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

    

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 
thereby expose project occupants to 
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or 
the uncontrollable spread of wildfire? 

    

c) 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? 

    

d) 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? 

    

 Baseline Conditions  
The Project area covers a portion of Cameron Creek from Lovers Lane and Caldwell Avenue to an area 
located near Walnut Avenue and Road 156 in Tulare County. Lands surrounding Cameron Creek 
predominantly includes agricultural land. Various residences are also scattered in the vicinity, along with a 
Southern California Edison substation. The Project area is located within the jurisdiction of Tulare County 
and receives fire protection services from the TCFD. As mentioned in Section 4.15, the closest TCFD station 
to the proposed Project is located at 25456 Road 140, approximately 3.2 miles south. 

According to California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CalFire), the proposed Project is not 
located within an SRA, meaning CalFire does not assume responsibility for wildfire prevention and 
protection but is managed at the local level.31 Furthermore, according to CalFire, the Project area is not 
located within a very high fire hazard severity zone, nor is the proposed Project located within a high or 
moderate fire hazard severity zone.32  

 
31 (California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 2022) 
32 (ArcGIS 2023) 
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 Impact Analysis  
a) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, 

would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

b) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, 
would the project due to slope, 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? 

c) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, 
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? 

d) If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, 
would the project 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? 

a-d) No Impact. The Project area is located in a section of Tulare County that has not been designated as 
either a very high fire hazard severity zone or an SRA. The proposed Project is a linear recharge project 
for groundwater recharge in the area. If there was a fire in the Project area, water from the Project could 
be used to fight fire. Therefore, further analysis is not required and there would be no impact. 
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