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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 will be made. 
 
The District has not received any written correspondence from a Tribe pursuant to Public Resources Code 
Section 21080.3.1 requesting notification of proposed project.  
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Figure 2-1: Regional Location Map  
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Figure 2-2: Aerial Site Map  
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Figure 2-3: Topo Quad Map
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Figure 2-4: General Plan Land Use Map
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Figure 2-5: Zoning Map 
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Figure 2-6: Site Plan 
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3.2 DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation (to be completed by the Lead Agency):

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

K4 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MlTIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

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

1:] I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
b au e all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
' EGA IVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
ursu nt  to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures

" ye proposed project, nothing further is required.

Q, . z E/þZ/þ/Signéýg ‘ . Date

Mam/WMý/MK
Printed Name/Position

www.movosfondpritchardcom 3-2
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3.2 DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation (to be completed by the Lead Agency);

D”

VA

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

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

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

I find that the proposed project MAY have a , ’ po ten t i a l l y  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 i t  must analyze only the effects that remain
to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
13 l aue  all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or

EGA IVE DECLARATION pursuant to  applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
ursu n t  to that  earlier EIR or  NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or  mitigation measures

" ~e proposed project, nothing further Is required“

E/þ/ r
Printed Name/Position
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3.2 DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation (to be completed by the Lead Agency);

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

K4 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

D | 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
to be addressed.

I] I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
I b am e all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or

' EGA IVE DECLARATION pursuant to  applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
ursu nt  to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures

. at . re imposed u‘u‘ ' ye proposed project, nothing further is required.
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3.2 DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation (to be completed by the Lead Agency);

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

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

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

D | 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 i t  must analyze only the effects that remain
to be addressed.

El | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
.3 u e all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or

' EGA IVE DECLARATION pursuant to  applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
ursu nt  to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures
at . re imposed u‘u‘ ' - e proposed project, nothing further is required..
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c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code 
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned 
Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))? 

No Impact. The Project site contains land zoned RF (Recreational Forestry). This district allows the 
development of a park.3 Therefore, the Project would be consistent with its zone district designation and 
there would be no impact. 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The site is primarily composed of valley oak 
woodland and forest habitat, which is dominated by widely spaced blue oak and valley oak trees and 
annual grasslands. As seen in Section 4.4 Biological Resources, the Project would implement mitigation 
measures BIO-39 and BIO-40 to reduce impacts to oak trees. BIO-39 would ensure that, when possible, 
the Project avoids areas of valley oak woodland and forest, and valley oak riparian forest and woodland. 
If work occurs in these habitats oak tree removal will be avoided, and oak trees will be avoided by a 
minimum 90-foot buffer from the dripline, to avoid damaging their roots. With regard to BIO-40, if tree 
removal within these natural communities or ground disturbance within 90 feet of oak trees cannot be 
avoided, a revegetation plan will be prepared for approval by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife (CDFW) and implemented after Project completion. With implementation of mitigation measures 
BIO-39 and BIO-40, impacts would be less than significant. 

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

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. As discussed above, the Project would not 
convert farmland to a non-agricultural use. While there is a portion of the Project site that is zoned A-1, 
the A-1 zone district allows by- the right nature or wildlife preserve. Similarly, the R-F zone district permits 
a park to be constructed. However, the Project would potentially impact oak trees that are located onsite. 
To reduce impacts to the valley oak woodland and forest and valley oak riparian forest and woodland, 
the Project would be required to implement BIO-39 and BIO-40 as discussed above.  

4.2.3 MITIGATION 

See BIO-39 and BIO-40 in Section 4.4 Biological Resources. 

 
3 (Kern County, 2022) 
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Figure 4-1: Farmland Designation Map
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4.3 AIR QUALITY 
Table 4-3: Air Quality Impacts 

Would the project:  
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact  

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated  

Less than 
Significant 

Impact  
No Impact  

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of 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 an applicable federal 
or state ambient air quality standard? 

    

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

    

d) Result in other emissions (such as those 
leading to odors) adversely affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

    

4.3.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

The Project site currently consists of a recreational trail site. The Project site is within the boundary of the 
East Kern Air Pollution Control District (EKAPCD) and the Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB). The MDAB is 
made up of mountain ranges interspersed with long broad valleys, many of which contain dry lakes. Winds 
in the MDAB are typically out of the west and southwest and exist due to the proximity of the MDAB to 
coastal and central regions and the blocking nature of the Sierra Nevada Mountains to the north; air masses 
pushed onshore in Southern California by differential heating are channeled through the MDAB. The MDAB 
is separated from the Southern California coastal and Central California valley regions by mountains (the 
highest elevation of which is about 10,000 feet) whose passes form the main channels for these air masses. 
During the summer, the MDAB is generally influenced by a pacific subtropical high cell that sits off the 
coast, inhibiting cloud formation and encouraging daytime solar heating. The MDAB is rarely influenced by 
cold air masses moving south from Canada and Alaska as these frontal systems are weak and diffuse by the 
time that they reach the desert. Most desert moisture arrives from infrequent warm, moist, and unstable 
air masses from the south. 

4.3.2 IMPACT ANALYSIS 

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 

Less than Significant Impact. Projects that would result in a significant increase in emissions, in excess of 
EKAPCD significance thresholds, would be considered to potentially conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of applicable air quality attainment plans. As noted below, the Project would not result 
in significant short-term or long-term increases of criteria air pollutants that would exceed applicable 
thresholds. For purposes of demonstrating strict compliance with regulations, all phases of construction 
were analyzed as occurring consecutively. Emissions would not exceed established thresholds and the 
impact is considered less than significant, as depicted below in Table 4-4 and Table 4-5.  
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Table 4-4: Maximum Annual Construction-Generated Emissions of Criteria Air Pollutants 
 ROG NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 

Project Emissions 0.470 1.237 1.489 0.003 0.085 0.056 
Thresholds 25 25 N/A 27 15 15 
Significant Impact? No No N/A No No No 
Source: Appendix A 

 
Table 4-5: Maximum Annual Operational Emissions of Criteria Air Pollutants 

 ROG NOX CO SOX PM10 PM2.5 
Project Emissions 1.465 0.987 5.663 0.010 0.795 0.214 
Thresholds 25 25 N/A 27 15 15 
Significant Impact? No No N/A No No No 
Source: Appendix A 

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. As depicted above in Table 4-4 and Table 4-5, the Project would not exceed 
established EKAPCD thresholds. The Project would be required to comply with applicable EKAPCD rules 
and regulations, including Rule 402, which imposes limitations on visible dust emissions at offsite 
locations and Rule 419 for nuisance-related impacts. Impacts would be considered less than significant. 

c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Less than Significant Impact. Construction emissions could contain diesel particulate matter (DPM) which 
is a known cancer-causing air pollutant. However, due to the short duration of construction and the 
majority of construction would occur approximately 1,000 feet away from residents, impacts would be 
minimal and 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. Construction of the Project would require the use of diesel-powered off-
road construction equipment, however these emissions would not occur continuously and would cease 
after construction concludes. Land uses that are typically identified as sources of objectionable odors 
include landfills, transfer stations, sewage treatment plants, wastewater pump stations, composting 
facilities, feed lots, coffee roaster, asphalt batch plants, and rendering plants, among other uses. The 
Project does not include any of these activities or land uses. The Project would therefore have a less than 
significant impact with respect to generation of emissions leading to odors or other adverse or 
objectionable emissions. 
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Figure 4-2: Habitats Map 
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are found during the pre-construction survey and no surface water is present in the 
project site, work may commence without further surveys. 

BIO-27 (Foothill Yellow-Legged Frog Consultation and Avoidance): If any FYLF are found during 
preconstruction surveys or at any time during construction, consultation with CDFW and 
USFWS is warranted to determine if the project can avoid take. CDFW recommends that 
initial ground-disturbing activities be timed to avoid the period when FYLF are most likely 
to be moving through upland areas (i.e., November 1 to March 31). When ground-
disturbing activities must take place between November 1 and March 31, CDFW 
recommends that a qualified biologist monitor construction activity daily for FYLF. 

BIO-28 (Monitor): If ground-disturbing activities must take place between November 1 and 
March 31, surface water is present during the preconstruction surveys, or if surface 
water becomes present at any time during the work period, the qualified biologist will 
conduct a pre-activity clearance survey each day and remain on the site to oversee all 
vegetation clearing and ground disturbing activities within FYLF habitat. 

BIO-29 (Foothill Yellow-Legged Frog Take Authorization): If avoidance is not feasible the project 
will consult with the USFWS and CDFW to acquire take permits for FYLF prior to any 
project activities. 

Project-Related Mortality and/or Disturbance to Northwestern Pond Turtle 

BIO-30 (Pre-construction Survey and Avoidance Buffers): Within seven (7) days prior to the start 
of construction activities within the riverine/ valley oak riparian forest and woodland, 
freshwater pond, wetland/wet meadow, or the valley oak woodland forest habitat within 
330 feet of the creeks onsite, a qualified biologist (someone who is able to identify this 
species) will conduct a pre-construction survey for northwestern pond turtle within the 
site and surrounding areas up to 330 feet. Pre-construction surveys will be conducted in 
accordance with the draft Western Pond Turtle (Emys marmorata) Visual Survey Protocol 
for the Southcoast Ecoregion.6 If no northwestern pond turtles are observed during the 
pre-construction survey, then construction activities may begin. If construction is 
delayed or halted for more than seven (7) days, another pre-construction survey for 
northwestern pond turtle will be conducted. If the surveys result in the identification of 
a northwestern pond turtle or an individual is found on the site during construction 
activities, it will be allowed to leave the site on its own and the qualified biologist will 
determine appropriate buffers to be implemented to avoid impacts to the individual(s). 

BIO-31 (Monitor): If northwestern pond turtles are observed on the site, a qualified biologist will 
conduct a pre-activity clearance survey each day and remain on the site to oversee all 
vegetation clearing and ground disturbing activities until the individual(s) have left the 
site. 

BIO-32 (Formal Consultation): Should northwestern pond turtles get listed in this area and the 
project needs to move, an individual consultation for protection plans and/or relocation 
plans with the appropriate agency will be completed to avoid take. 

 
6 (United States Geological Survey, 2006) 
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species is captured and cannot be avoided within the project area, the biologist will stop 
work and contact CDFW for guidance on how to proceed and avoid take. 

Project Related Impacts to Riparian Habitat and Natural Communities of Special Concern  

BIO-40 (Avoidance): The project will avoid areas of valley oak woodland and forest and valley 
oak riparian forest and woodland, when possible. If work occurs in these habitats oak 
tree removal will be avoided, and oak trees will be avoided by a minimum 90-foot buffer 
from the dripline, to avoid damaging their roots 

BIO-41 (Revegetation Plan): If tree removal within these natural communities or ground 
disturbance within 90 feet of oak trees cannot be avoided a revegetation plan will be 
prepared for approval by CDFW and implemented after project completion 

Related Impacts to Regulated Waters, Wetlands, and Water Quality 

BIO-42 (Permits): If the project intends to impact jurisdictional waters, permits with USACE, 
RWQCB, and/or CDFW will be obtained to comply with state and federal regulations, if 
necessary. These permits, certifications, and agreements would ensure impacts to 
waters are minimized to the extent possible and permanent impacts would be offset by 
compensatory mitigation. 

Project-Related Impacts to Wildlife Movement Corridors and Native Wildlife Nursery Sites 

BIO-43 (Operational Hours): When possible, construction activities within Brite Creek in the 
riverine/valley oak riparian forest and woodland habitat should be limited to a half hour 
after sunrise through a half hour before sunset to reduce potential impacts to wildlife 
movement corridors. 

BIO-44 (Wildlife Access): Access within these areas should not be blocked outside of 
construction hours or during overnight hours or weekends. If construction must block 
both sides of a wildlife access route, an alternative route through the construction area 
should be identified by a qualified biologist and maintained throughout the construction 
schedule timeframe. 
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measure CUL-2 outlined below, impacts resulting from the discovery of remains interred on the Project 
site would be less than significant. 

4.5.3 MITIGATION 

CUL-1 (Archaeological Remains) Should archeological remains or artifacts be unearthed during 
any stage of project activities, work in the area of the discovery shall cease until the area 
is evaluated by a qualified archaeologist. If mitigation is warranted, the project 
proponent shall abide by recommendations of the archaeologist.  

CUL-2 (Human Remains) In the event that human remains are discovered on the Project site, 
the Kern County Coroner must be notified of that discovery (Health and Safety Code 
Section 7050.5) and all activities in the immediate area if the find or in any nearby area 
reasonably suspected of overlie adjacent human remains must cease until appropriate 
and lawful measures have been implemented. If the Coroner determines that the 
remains are not recent, but rather of Native American origin, the Coroner shall notify the 
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) in Sacramento within 24 hours to permit 
the NAHC to determine the most likely descendent of the deceased Native American. 
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4.6 ENERGY 
Table 4-11: 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? 

    

4.6.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

Southern California Edison (SCE) supplies electricity to the Project area. SCE obtains its power through 
hydroelectric, thermal (natural gas), wind, and solar generation purchases. SCE continually produces new 
electric generation and implements continuous improvements throughout its service areas to ensure the 
provision of services to users. 

4.6.2 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 Project would consume approximately 129,159 kilowatt-hours of 
electricity and 11,960 therms of natural gas annually at full buildout. All of the land-uses proposed on the 
site could consume approximately 73,872 gallons of gasoline annually. Current regulations for 
construction equipment, heavy-duty equipment, and earthmoving equipment used in construction 
contribute to reductions in energy as well as reduction in pollutant emissions. Operation of the buildings 
and lighting would be required to comply with Titles 20 and 24, with respect to mechanical equipment 
efficiency and building energy efficiency. The Project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy resources during construction or operation. There would be a less 
than significant impact. 

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would comply with Building Energy Efficiency Standards included 
in Titles 20 and 24 of the California Code of Regulations, which requires new development to incorporate 
energy efficiency standards, including energy-efficient lighting and motor requirements, into Project 
designs. The Project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or 
energy efficiency. Impacts would be less than significant. 
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4.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
Table 4-12: Geology and Soils Impacts 

Would the project:  
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact  

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated  

Less than 
Significant 

Impact  
No Impact  

a) 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. Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction?     

iv. Landslides?     
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 

loss of topsoil? 
    

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

    

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

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal systems 
where sewers are not available for the 
disposal of wastewater?  

    

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geological feature?  

    

4.7.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS  

4.7.1.1 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
The Project is located in Kern County and lies within the Basin and Range Geomorphic Province. The Basin 
and Range Geomorphic Province is the westernmost part of the Great Basin. The province is characterized 
by interior drainage with lakes and playas, and the typical horst and graben structure (subparallel, fault-
bounded ranges separated by down dropped basins). Death Valley, the lowest area in the United States 
(280 feet below sea level at Badwater), is one of these grabens. Another graben, Owens Valley, lies between 
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during a seismic event. Compliance with applicable CBC requirements would reduce impacts related to 
rupture of a known earthquake fault and the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground 
shaking, and impacts would be less than significant. 

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Less than Significant Impact. Liquefaction takes place when loosely packed, water-logged sediments at 
or near the ground surface lose their strength in response to strong ground shaking. Liquefaction 
occurring beneath buildings and other structures can cause major damage during earthquakes. According 
to the DOC Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation map, no portions of the Project are located in 
areas susceptible to liquefaction. Furthermore, the Project would be designed and constructed in 
conformance with CBC Title 24, which identifies specific construction design requirements to reduce 
damage from liquefaction. Therefore, the Project would not directly or indirectly cause potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground 
failure, including liquefaction. Impacts would be less than significant. 

iv. Landslides? 

Less than Significant Impact. The topography of the site is rolling with elevations ranging from 
approximately 3,600 to 4,000 feet above mean sea level. With the change in grade throughout the site, 
there leaves the susceptibility for landslides and impacts from landslides. Whie landslides may be 
inevitable during a seismic event, mitigating the significance of impacts can be implemented. The CBC 
includes requirements to prevent and reduce impacts from landslides, such as setbacks from slopes, 
retaining walls, and engineering measures. While final design of the Project has not been resolved, the 
Project would be required to adhere to regulatory requirements such as the ones listed in the CBC. 
Implementation of regulatory requirements would ensure impacts would be less than significant. 

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

Less than Significant Impact. Project construction and ground disturbing activities, including grading, have 
the potential to cause a loss of topsoil and soil erosion. During construction activities, short-term erosion 
impacts would be reduced by compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) General Permit, which would require the implementation of a SWPPP and the implementation 
of various best management practices (BMPs) to reduce erosion during construction activities. 
Compliance with the NPDES permit and implementation of BMPs during construction, such as straw 
wattles and/or silt fencing, would reduce impacts resulting from loss of topsoil. Compliance with these 
regulations would reduce impacts to soil erosion and a loss of topsoil to a less than significant level. 

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? 

Less than Significant Impact. Unstable soils may experience liquefaction, subsidence, lateral spreading, 
settlement, or landslides during seismic events. Liquefaction specifically refers to the loss of soil strength 
during seismic activity, subsidence refers to the downward sinking of the ground surface, lateral 
spreading involves horizontal movement of soil or rock layers, and settlement encompasses the vertical 
movement or subsidence of the ground. As discussed previously, the Project would not exacerbate or 
increase exposure to liquefaction hazards or result in exposure to landslide hazards. Project components 
would be designed and constructed in conformance with California Building Code (CBC) Title 24, which 
identifies specific construction design requirements to reduce damage from potential lateral spreading, 
subsidence, and collapse. Pursuant to compliance with applicable CBC requirements, the Project would 
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Action Item Project Consistency 
State and County requirements. Sustainable Forests Consistent. The proposed 
project would increase carbon sequestration by increasing on-site trees per 
the proposed project landscaping plan. 

Water Consistent. The proposed project would include use of low-flow fixtures and 
efficient landscaping per CALGREEN building standards. 

Agriculture Not Applicable. The proposed project is not an agricultural use. This action item 
does not directly apply to the proposed project. 
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(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 EnviroStor database and the SWRCB GeoTracker performed on December 13, 2024 determined that 
there are no known active hazardous waste generators or hazardous material spill sites within the Project 
site.12 
 
4.9.1.2 AIRPORTS 
The nearest airport to the Project site is the Tehachapi Municipal Airport located approximately 2.3 miles 
southeast of the Project. 
 
4.9.1.3 EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN 
Kern County adopted a new Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) in March of 2022.13 The purpose of the EOP 
is to provide the basis for a coordinated response before, during and after a disaster affecting Kern County 
or other jurisdictions in its Operational Area, as defined in the EOP. This plan establishes policies and an 
emergency management organization and assigns roles and responsibilities to ensure the effective 
management of emergency operations. The plan also identifies sources of external support which might be 
provided through mutual aid and specific statutory authorities by other jurisdictions, State and federal 
agencies, and the private sector. 
 
4.9.1.4 SENSITIVE RECEPTORS 
Common sensitive receptors typically consist of residences, schools, day care centers, hospitals, and 
nursing homes. The nearest sensitive receptors to the Project site are the single-family residences 
adjacently surrounding the Project site. 

4.9.2 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? 

Less than Significant Impact. Construction activities as a part of the Project may involve the use of 
hazardous materials used for construction equipment. These may include materials such as fuels, paints, 
solvents, as well as other potentially hazardous materials. Storage, transport, and use of these materials 
would comply with all local, State, and federal standards and regulations. While unlikely, there is a risk 
that a leak of a hazardous material could occur during construction. Standard construction BMPs included 
in SWPPP would reduce potential releases of fuels and other hazardous materials by controlling runoff 
leaving the Project site. Therefore, with the inclusion of the SWPPP, impacts would be less than 
significant. 

 
12 (State Water Resources Control Board, 2024); (Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2024) 
13 (Kern County Office of Emergency Services, 2022) 
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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. There are no schools within one-quarter mile of the Project site. The nearest school facility to 
the Project is Golden Hills Elementary School, located approximately one mile south. 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 site is not located on a site included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. 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 site is not located within an airport land use plan, nor is it within two miles of a 
public or public use airport. As mentioned, the Project is located approximately 2.3 miles from the nearest 
airport, the Tehachapi Municipal 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. During Project O&M, no full or partial road closures would be required for 
routine inspections and maintenance activities. These activities would occur periodically and would 
require one to two vehicles so they would not alter the traffic volumes on roads in the Project area.  

Construction activities associated with the Project would not require any closure of traffic lanes. 
Construction activities would not necessitate a temporary Traffic Control Plan or any other similar plan 
to relieve congestion. The Project would not conflict with or impact any applicable emergency response 
plan or evacuation plan such as the Kern County EOP. Impacts would be 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? 

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 4.20 Wildfire, the Project is within a State 
Responsibility Area (SRA) and a high fire hazard severity zone. The Project would develop a Fire Protection 
Plan if required by the Kern County Fire Chief for approval (2021 Kern County Wildland-Urban Interface 
Code). The Fire Protection Plan would address water supply, access, fire resistance of buildings, fire 
protection systems and equipment, defensible space, and vegetation management. The Fire Protection 
Plan would also be consistent with nationally recognized standards. Therefore, with the implementation 
of the Fire Protection Plan, the Project would result in less than significant impacts. 
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4.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
Table 4-16: 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? 

    

4.10.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

Kern County includes two hydrologic regions, the South Lahontan Hydrologic Region and the Tulare Lake 
Hydrologic Region. The Project is located within the South Lahontan Hydrologic Region, which encompasses 
the area from the drainage divide between the Walker River and Mono Lake Basin to the divide south of 
the Mojave River. The region is bordered on the east by the Nevada State line and on the west by the crest 
of the southern Sierra Nevada and San Gabriel Mountains. The region also includes all of Inyo County and 
parts of Mono, San Bernardino, Kern, and Los Angeles Counties. Prominent geographic features of the 
region are Owens Valley and Death Valley. The region contains the highest and lowest points in the lower 
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quality standards or waste discharge requirements and would not create substantial runoff water or 
otherwise degrade water quality. Impacts would be less than significant 

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. Water for the Project would be provided by the District, which is the water 
purveyor for the area. The District is not at full capacity and has available capacity to serve new 
connections such as the Project. As identified previously, the Project overlies the Tehachapi Valley West 
Groundwater Basin, which is Low Priority Basin, meaning it is not overdrafted and groundwater use is 
minimal. The Project would consume water via landscape irrigation and the presumed 
restrooms/kitchens at the proposed District office and community center. Based on the Project type, it 
is not anticipated that water consumption would be significant. Furthermore, the Project would add 
minimal impervious areas to the site. The majority of the Project site surface would be permeable, which 
would allow stormwater to infiltrate the underlying groundwater basin. As mentioned in Section 4.4 
Biological Resources, on average, the Project site receives approximately 12 inches of precipitation in the 
form of rain yearly and 14 inches of precipitation in the form of snow yearly. Overall, the Project would 
not result in the substantial depletion of groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management. Impacts 
would be less than significant. 

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: 

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? 

Less than Significant Impact. An unnamed creek and Brite Creek flow through the Project site. Project 
activities would not alter said creeks, nor would they be significantly impacted by construction or 
operation. The goal of the Nature Park Master Plan is to provide active and passive recreational facilities 
while also maintaining the natural environment as much as possible. Construction or modification of 
Project components would alter the existing drainage pattern of the site through the addition of paved 
areas. However, compliance with NPDES requirements and implementation of SWPPP BMPs would 
prevent erosion or siltation on or off the Project site. These requirements require the Project proponent 
to demonstrate adequate stormwater management features and facilities to treat and capture 
stormwater onsite. Therefore, the Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage patterns of 
the site or area in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or siltation, in runoff that leads to 
flooding, in runoff that exceeds stormwater drainage capacity, or in a manner that would impede or 
redirect flood flows. Impacts would be less than significant. 
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d) Would the project in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project 
inundations? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Project is located within Flood Hazard Zone A, as seen in Figure 4-3 
however upon further analysis, the topography of the site paints a different picture. Analysis of the 
hydrology of the Project site shows that the 100-year floodplain would not encroach upon the proposed 
building site. A Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) will be proposed and submitted for review by the County 
of Kern and approval by FEMA. During operation of the Project, there would be no release of pollutants. 
In order to minimize erosion and run-off during construction activities, a SWPPP would be implemented, 
and the contractor would comply with all Cal/OSHA regulations regarding regular maintenance and 
inspection of equipment, spill prevention, and spill remediation in order to reduce the potential for 
incidental release of pollutants or hazardous substances onsite. Therefore, the Project is not located in 
an actual 100-year floodplain and the measures listed above would diminish any potential impacts to a 
less than significant level. 

e) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater management plan? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would be adequately supplied with water as the underlying 
groundwater basin is not in a state of extreme overdraft. Furthermore, as previously described in Section 
4.7 Geology and Soils, during construction activities, short-term erosion impacts would be reduced by 
compliance with the NPDES General Permit, which would require the implementation of a SWPPP and 
the implementation of various BMPs to reduce erosion during construction activities. Compliance with 
the NPDES permit and implementation of BMPs during construction would reduce impacts that could 
otherwise degrade water quality. Impacts would be less than significant. 
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Figure 4-3: Flood Zone Map (as currently depicted) 
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4.12 MINERAL RESOURCES 
Table 4-18: Mineral Resources Impacts 

Would the project:  
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact  

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated  

Less than 
Significant 

Impact  
No Impact  

a) Result in the loss of availability of a 
known mineral resource that would be of 
value to the region and the residents of 
the state? 

    

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

    

4.12.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

Mineral and petroleum resources are basic to Kern County's economy. Kern has the distinction of producing 
more oil than any other county in California. In addition, borax, cement production, and construction 
aggregates constitute major economic mineral resources.20 The General Plan Land Use Map designates a 
total of approximately 292,000 acres within the Planning area as 8.4 (Mineral and Petroleum). Areas within 
this land use designation are minimum five-acre parcels that contain producing, or potentially productive, 
petroleum fields and mineral deposits. According to the General Plan Land Use Map, the Project site is not 
designated 8.4 (Mineral and Petroleum).21 Furthermore, The Project site is not located in a Mineral 
Resource Zone where known mineral resources of value to the region and residents of the state exist.22  

4.12.2 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.  As mentioned above, the Project site is not located in a Mineral Resource Zone where known 
mineral resources of value to the region and residents of the state exist. There would be no impact. 

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. The Project site is not delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan 
as a locally important mineral resource recovery site. There would be no impact. 

 
20 (Kern County Planning Department, 2004) 
21 (Kern County, 2023) 
22 (Kern County Planning Department, 2004) 
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4.13 NOISE 
Table 4-19: Noise Impacts 

Would the project result in:  
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact  

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated  

Less than 
Significant 

Impact  
No Impact  

a) 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? 

    

b) Generation of excessive ground borne 
vibration or ground borne noise levels? 

    

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? 

    

4.13.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

The Project is located in the unincorporated community of Golden Hills in Kern County. Golden Hills is a 
rural mountain community within Kern County. The Project site contains the existing Golden Hills Nature 
Park, and the surrounding lands are developed with single-family residences (see Figure 2-2). Ambient 
noise, or background noise, in the Project area derives from vehicles traveling along the adjacent roadways 
and highway. 

4.13.2 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 with Mitigation Incorporated.  According to the Kern County General Plan, 
exterior noise levels of 65 dB CNEL (Community Noise Exposure Level) are generally considered to be 
acceptable for residential land uses.23 Operation of the Project would be passive in nature; however, 
there would be noise generated from people using the site. It is not anticipated that noise would be 
significant due to the existing ambient noise in the area.  

Project construction would generate temporary noise, mostly from trucks and the construction activity 
itself. Table 4-20 below describes the typical construction noise levels of various construction equipment. 

  

 
23 (Kern County, 2009) 
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Table 4-21:Typical Construction Equipment Vibration Sources Levels 
Typical Construction Equipment Vibration Sources Levels  

Equipment PPV at 25 ft, in/sec Approximate Lv* at 25 ft 
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 
Source: (John A. Volpe National Transportation Systems Center, 2018) 

Construction-related activities in general can have the potential to create ground borne vibrations. 
However, based on the soil types found in the Project site, it is unlikely that any blasting or pile-driving 
would be required in connection with construction of the Project. Therefore, the potential for ground 
borne vibrations to occur as part of construction-related activities of the Project would not be significant. 
Additionally, the operation of the Project would not contain any activities that would create excessive 
ground borne vibrations. The Project would not result in the generation of excessive ground borne 
vibration or ground borne noise levels. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant. No mitigation 
measures are required. 

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 Project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, airport land use plan, or 
within two miles of a public or public use airport. As mentioned in Section 0   
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4.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING 
Table 4-22: Population and Housing Impacts 

Would the project:  
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact  

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated  

Less than 
Significant 

Impact  
No Impact  

a) 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)? 

    

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

    

4.14.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS  

According to the U.S Census Bureau, as of July 1, 2023, Kern County has an estimated population of 913,820 
people. Since the 2020 Census, it is estimated that Kern County grew approximately 0.5% from 909,235.24 
Additionally, it is estimated that Kern County currently has 309,653 housing units supporting its 
population.25 

4.14.2 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)? 

No Impact.  The Project does not propose to construct new homes, businesses, or extend roads or other 
population-accommodating capacity to existing infrastructure, thus it would not induce unplanned 
population growth. There would be no impact. 

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact. There are no persons living at the Project site, or housing located on the Project site, thus the 
Project would not displace persons or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere. There would be no impact. 

  

 
24 (United States Census Bureau, 2023) 
25 Ibid. 
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4.16 RECREATION 
Table 4-24: Recreation Impacts 

Would the project:  
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact  

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated  

Less than 
Significant 

Impact  
No Impact  

a) Increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities such that 
substantial physical deterioration of the 
facility would occur or be accelerated? 

    

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities which 
might have an adverse physical effect on 
the environment? 

    

4.16.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

The Project is located in Golden Hills, an unincorporated community of Kern County. There are currently 
two recreational areas within the community of Golden Hills: Meadowbrook Park and the Nature Park. The 
Project site consists of the existing Nature Park, a passive park that provides opportunities for walking, 
running, bicycling, horseback riding, and bird watching. The site contains minor improvements such as the 
picnic and park benches, informational signage, stormwater management facilities, and fencing. 
Meadowbrook Park is the only active recreational facility in Golden Hills. Meadowbrook Park is a 
community park and consists of two playgrounds, exercise equipment, swings, a large pavilion, a dog park, 
bike pump track, a softball field, restrooms, and open grassy areas. 

4.16.2 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. The Project proposes to add additional recreational facilities to the existing Nature Park that 
would serve local residents. Since the Project would increase the amount of recreational facilities and 
equipment in the area, the Project could not cause or accelerate the substantial physical deterioration of 
existing recreational facilities. 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.  The Project proposes to construct recreational facilities, whose impacts are discussed 
elsewhere in this Initial Study. There are no impacts caused specifically by the operation of recreational 
facilities.  



Golden Hills Community Services District August 2025 
Nature Park Master Plan 
Chapter 4: Environmental Impact Analysis 

www. provost and pritchard .com  4-63 

4.17 TRANSPORTATION 
Table 4-25: Transportation Impacts 

Would the project:  
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact  

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated  

Less than 
Significant 

Impact  
No Impact  

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance 
or policy addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, roadway, 
bicycle and pedestrian facilities?  

    

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA 
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision 
(b)? 

    

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a 
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

    

d) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

4.17.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

The Project is located in the unincorporated community of Golden Hills. Golden Hills is a rural community 
in Kern County, approximately one mile west of the City of Tehachapi. The Project site would be accessed 
through local roadways from Woodford-Tehachapi Road or SR 58. 

4.17.2 IMPACT ANALYSIS 

a) Would the project conflict with a plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

Less than Significant Impact.  Traffic impacts during Project construction would be primarily associated 
with worker vehicles and construction equipment and material deliveries. During Project construction, it 
is expected that vehicles would continue to utilize the surrounding street system for access. The 
increased number of vehicles on adjacent roadways would be minimal during the temporary construction 
period and would cease once construction is complete. Project construction would not conflict with a 
program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, and impacts would be less than 
significant. 

The Project would include trip generating uses. Access would be proposed consistent with Kern County 
Public Works Standards. Project operation would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy 
addressing the circulation system, and impacts would be less than significant. 

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 subdivision (b)? 

Less than Significant Impact.  The Project would result in the development of recreational and open space 
amenities with active transportation facilities, including walking trails, walking/running paths, horse trails, 
a pavilion, a District office, community center, and maintenance building. These amenities would provide 
recreational options for pedestrians and bicyclists within the unincorporated community of Golden Hills. 
A project is presumed to have a less than significant VMT impact if it is in a low VMT zone, described as 
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an area having a VMT per employee of 85% or less of the Countywide average. The Project site is a nature 
park, and the Project includes upgrades to the to the site. The California Statewide Travel Demand Model 
defines the Project area as having a VMT per employee of 7.39, whereas the Countywide average is 11.17. 
With 85% of 11.17 being 9.50, the Project is located in a low VMT zone. The Project would thus be 
consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b). Impacts would be less than significant. 

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. The Project proposes to construct park improvements to the existing Golden 
Hills Nature Park. This includes access roads onsite to connect the proposed facilities. All proposed roads 
onsite would be built in compliance with Kern County standards. Impacts would be less than significant. 

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would construct two access points and a parking lot and all 
buildings would comply with Kern County standards and the California Building and Fire Codes. 
Compliance with Kern County standards and the California Building and Fire Codes would ensure impacts 
would be less than significant. 
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4.18  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
Table 4-26: 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. 

    

4.18.1 BASELINE CONDITIONS 

The Project area falls within the ethnographic territory of the Mountain Kawaiisu, as opposed to the Desert 
Kawaiisu who occupied desert areas east of Tehachapi. While Zigmond (1986) places the Project area within 
the core tribal area for the Kawaiisu with the range of seasonal trips covering significant portions of the 
Mojave Desert, other research has suggested that Kawaiisu intermarried with Panamint Shoshone and thus 
had permanent groups in desert areas. The Mountain Kawaiisu would winter in the Tehachapi area, 
generally in small hamlets of around six houses. 

The Kawaiisu were foragers, with food sources derived principally from gathering. The exact plant species 
exploited was dependent on seasonal availability as well as precise geographical/environmental location. 
In the higher montane portions of their region (e.g., toward the Tehachapis), acorn-bearing oak and pinyon 
nuts were staples. In the lower-lying more desertic zones, mesquite, yucca, and a variety of other edible 
plants were emphasized. Hunting also contributed additional protein to the Kawaiisu diet; and principally 
included small game, such as hares, rabbits, and rodents.   

Kawaiisu social and political organization was based on the family group. The ethnographic record suggests 
that related family groups lived in close proximity to one another, establishing informal bands and 
cooperating in subsistence efforts. Chiefs, or headmen, were recognized as leaders but had authority that 
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Serrano people of the Morongo Band of Mission Indians. No other responses were received as a result of 
this outreach. 
 
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. Currently, no tribes 
have requested to be notified pursuant to AB 52. 

4.18.2 IMPACT ASESSMENT 

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: 

vi. 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.  No requests for tribal consultation for the Project have been received. In 
addition, the NAHC SLF results confirmed there were no recorded tribal cultural resources in the Project 
area. In the unlikely event that an archaeological resource is uncovered during construction, tribal in 
relation or not, all construction would cease, and a qualified archaeologist would be contacted to assess 
the resource. The Project would adhere to all applicable federal, State, and local requirements in regard 
to tribal cultural resources. This has been memorialized as CUL-1. Therefore, with the inclusion of CUL-1, 
the Project would have a less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated. 

vii. 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. 

Less than Significant Impact.  No requests for tribal consultation for the Project have been received. In 
addition, the NAHC SLF results confirmed there were no recorded tribal cultural resources in the Project 
area. While it is unlikely that human remains would be uncovered during construction activities 
associated with this Project, discovery of human remains onsite would result in the ceasing of all 
construction activities and the contacting of the Kern County Coroner. If the Coroner determined that 
the remains are that of tribal descent, they would contact the NAHC to determine the most likely 
descendant. The Project would be required to comply with all applicable federal, State, and local 
requirements in relation to the uncovering of human remains. With the inclusion of CUL-2, impacts would 
be less than significant. 
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4.18.3 MITIGATION 

See CUL-1 and CUL-2.  
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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? 

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would be located within an SRA and a high fire hazard severity 
zone. The Project site is characterized by dry vegetation that could exacerbate wildfire risks if a fire were 
to occur. Since some of the Project would be constructed within Wildland Urban Interface areas, the 
Project would develop a Fire Protection Plan if required by the Kern County Fire Chief for approval (Kern 
County Wildland-Urban Interface Code). The Project site is located along an existing major thoroughfare 
and trip generation would not impair emergency response or evacuation plans. The Fire Protection Plan 
would address water supply, access, fire resistance of buildings, fire protection systems and equipment, 
defensible space, and vegetation management. The Fire Protection Plan would also be consistent with 
nationally recognized standards. The Fire Protection Plan would be used to reduce risks to people and 
buildings in and around the Project site. Impacts would be less than significant.



Golden Hills Community Services District August 2025 
Nature Park Master Plan 
Chapter 4: Environmental Impact Analysis 

www. provost and pritchard .com  4-74 

 
Figure 4-4: Fire Hazard Severity Zones Map 
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Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(i) States that a Lead 
Agency shall consider whether the cumulative impact of a project is significant and whether the effects 
of the project are cumulatively considerable. The assessment of the significance of the cumulative effects 
of a project must, therefore, be conducted in connection with the effects of past projects, other current 
projects, and probable future projects. The Project would carry out the Golden Hills Nature Park Master 
Plan by construction of a District office, community center, maintenance building, and recreational 
facilities. The Project is not expected to result in direct or indirect population growth. Therefore, 
implementation of the Project would not result in significant cumulative impacts and all potential impacts 
would be reduced to less than significant through the implementation of mitigation measures and basic 
regulatory requirements incorporated into future Project design. 

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would carry out the Golden Hills Nature Park Master Plan by 
construction of a District office, community center, maintenance building, and recreational facilities. The 
Project in and of itself would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. 
Construction-related impacts could occur temporarily as a result of Project construction. However, 
implementation of basic regulatory requirements identified in this IS/MND would ensure that impacts 
are less than significant. Therefore, the Project would not have any direct or indirect adverse impacts on 
humans. This impact would be less than significant. 
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Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program  

Item Mitigation Measure 
When 

Monitoring 
is to Occur 

Frequency of 
Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 
activity clearance survey each day and remain on the site to oversee all 
vegetation clearing and ground disturbing activities within FYLF habitat. 

BIO-27 (Foothill Yellow-Legged Frog Take Authorization): If avoidance is not 
feasible the project will consult with the USFWS and CDFW to acquire 
take permits for FYLF prior to any project activities. Prior to 

construction 
activities 

Once, as 
determined by 

qualified biologist 
prior to 

construction 
activities 

GHCSD with 
assistance of a 

qualified 
biological 

subconsultant 

Report 

 

Project-Related Mortality and/or Disturbance to Northwestern Pond Turtle 
BIO-28 (Pre-construction Survey and Avoidance Buffers): Within seven (7) days 

prior to the start of construction activities within the riverine/ valley oak 
riparian forest and woodland, freshwater pond, wetland/wet meadow, 
basin, or the valley oak woodland forest habitat within 330 feet of the 
creeks onsite, a qualified biologist (someone who is able to identify this 
species) will conduct a pre-construction survey for northwestern pond 
turtle within the site and surrounding areas up to 330 feet. Pre-
construction surveys will be conducted in accordance with the draft 
Western Pond Turtle (Emys marmorata) Visual Survey Protocol for the 
Southcoast Ecoregion.29 If no northwestern pond turtles are observed 
during the pre-construction survey, then construction activities may 
begin. If construction is delayed or halted for more than seven (7) days, 
another pre-construction survey for northwestern pond turtle will be 
conducted. If the surveys result in the identification of a northwestern 
pond turtle or an individual is found on the site during construction 
activities, it will be allowed to leave the site on its own and the qualified 
biologist will determine appropriate buffers to be implemented to avoid 
impacts to the individual. 

Within seven 
(7) days prior 
to the start 

of 
construction 

activities 

Once, as 
determined by 

qualified biologist 
prior to 

construction 
activities 

GHCSD with 
assistance of a 

qualified 
biological 

subconsultant 

Report 

 

BIO-29 (Monitor): If northwestern pond turtles are observed on the site, a 
qualified biologist will conduct a pre-activity clearance survey each day 
and remain on the site to oversee all vegetation clearing and ground 
disturbing activities until the individual(s) have left the site. 

Upon 
discovery of 

northwestern 
pond turtle 

Daily during all 
vegetation 

clearing and 
ground disturbing 

activities 

GHCSD with 
assistance of a 

qualified 
biological 

subconsultant 

Report 

 

BIO-30 (Formal Consultation): Should northwestern pond turtles get listed in 
this area and the project needs to move an individual consultation for When/if 

northwestern 

During 
construction 

activities 

GHCSD with 
assistance of a 

qualified 
Report 

 

 
29 (United States Geological Survey, 2006) 
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Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program  

Item Mitigation Measure 
When 

Monitoring 
is to Occur 

Frequency of 
Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 
protection plans and/or relocation plans with the appropriate agency 
will be completed to avoid take. 

pond turtles 
get listed 

biological 
subconsultant 

Project-Related Mortality and/or Disturbance of Maternity Roosting Bats and Special Status Bats 
BIO-31 (Pre-Construction Surveys): A pre-construction survey will be performed 

if construction activities fall between March 1 and September 30 (bat 
maternity season) to identify active bat roost locations in trees within 
100 feet of the site prior to the start of construction. A qualified biologist 
(someone familiar with bat roosts and their sign) will conduct a daytime 
roost survey and an emergence survey at potential roost locations within 
seven days prior to construction. 

Within seven 
(7) days prior 
to the start 

of 
construction 

activities 

Once, as 
determined by 

qualified biologist 
prior to 

construction 
activities 

GHCSD with 
assistance of a 

qualified 
biological 

subconsultant 

Report 

 

BIO-32 (Establish Buffers): On discovery of any active maternity season bat 
roosts, a qualified biologist will determine appropriate construction 
setback distances (buffer zones) based on the biology of the species, 
conditions of the roost(s), and the level of project disturbance, if 
appropriate. If necessary, construction buffers will be identified with 
flagging, fencing, or other easily visible means, and will be maintained 
until the biologist has determined that the roost will no longer be 
impacted by construction. Lighting is not to be used near roosts where 
it would shine on or into the roost entrance. Combustion equipment, 
such as generators, pumps, and vehicles are not to be parked, operated, 
under or within 100 feet of the roost. 

Upon 
discovery of 
any active 
maternity 
season bat 

roosts 

Daily during 
construction 

activities 

GHCSD with 
assistance of a 

qualified 
biological 

subconsultant 

Report 

 

BIO-33 (Passive Relocation): On discovery of roosting bats outside of the bat 
maternity season (March 1 through September 30) and they cannot be 
avoided, the bats may be excluded from their roost after leaving for the 
night (i.e., one-way exclusion devices or other devices). Scopes should 
be used to survey sections of the roost after the bats have left to check 
no more individuals remain prior to exclusion. Following completion of 
passive relocation, a report will be prepared that documents the 
methods and results of these efforts. 

Upon 
discovery of 
roosting bats 

outside of 
bat maternity 

season 
(March 1 
through 

September 
30) and 

Daily during 
construction 

activities 

GHCSD with 
assistance of a 

qualified 
biological 

subconsultant 

Report 

 

Project-Related Mortality and/or Disturbance to Tehachapi Pocket Mouse 
BIO-34 (Pre-construction Survey): A qualified biologist will conduct a pre-

construction survey of suitable habitats within the site within 15 days 
prior to vegetation clearing or ground disturbing activities. Goals of this 
survey include a search for potential burrows within the site for 
Tehachapi pocket mouse. Environmentally sensitive areas will be flagged 

Within 15 
days prior to 
the start of 

construction 
activities 

Once, as 
determined by 

qualified biologist 
prior to 

GHCSD with 
assistance of a 

qualified 
biological 

subconsultant 

Report 
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Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program  

Item Mitigation Measure 
When 

Monitoring 
is to Occur 

Frequency of 
Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 
BIO-40 (Revegetation Plan): If tree removal within these natural communities or 

ground disturbance within 90 feet of oak trees cannot be avoided a 
revegetation plan will be prepared for approval by CDFW and 
implemented after project completion. 

During 
construction 

activities 

During 
construction 

activities 
GHCSD Report 

 

Project-Related Impacts to Wildlife Movement Corridors and Native Wildlife Nursery Sites 
BIO-41 (Operational Hours): When possible, construction activities within 

Tehachapi Creek and Brite Creek in the riverine/valley oak riparian forest 
and woodland habitat should be limited to a half hour after sunrise 
through a half hour before sunset to reduce potential impacts to wildlife 
movement corridors. 

During 
construction 

activities 

Daily, during 
construction 

activities 
GHCSD Report 

 

BIO-42 (Wildlife Access): Access within these areas should not be blocked 
outside of construction hours or during overnight hours or weekends. If 
construction must block both sides of a wildlife access route, an 
alternative route through the construction area should be identified by 
a qualified biologist and maintained throughout the construction 
schedule timeframe. 

During 
construction 

activities 

Daily, during 
construction 

activities 
GHCSD Report 

 

Cultural Resources 
CUL-1 (Archaeological Remains) Should archeological remains or artifacts be 

unearthed during any stage of project activities, work in the area of the 
discovery shall cease until the area is evaluated by a qualified 
archaeologist. If mitigation is warranted, the project proponent shall 
abide by recommendations of the archaeologist. 

Upon 
discovery of 

human 
remains 

Daily, during 
construction 

activities 
GHCSD Report 

 

CUL-2 (Human Remains) In the event that human remains are discovered on 
the Project site, the Kern County Coroner must be notified of that 
discovery (Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5) and all activities in 
the immediate area if the find or in any nearby area reasonably 
suspected of overlie adjacent human remains must cease until 
appropriate and lawful measures have been implemented. If the 
Coroner determines that the remains are not recent, but rather of 
Native American origin, the Coroner shall notify the Native American 
Heritage Commission (NAHC) in Sacramento within 24 hours to permit 
the NAHC to determine the most likely descendent of the deceased 
Native American. 

Upon 
discovery of 

human 
remains 

Daily, during 
construction 

activities 
GHCSD Report 

 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
 None      
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Data Field Value

Project Name Nature Park Master Plan - Construction

Construction Start Date 1/1/2026

Lead Agency —

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 6.30

Precipitation (days) 24.6

Location 35.148589573425255, -118.49452767764528

County Kern-Mojave Desert

City Unincorporated

Air District Kern County APCD

Air Basin Mojave Desert

TAZ 2908

EDFZ 9

Electric Utility Southern California Edison

Gas Utility Southern California Gas

App Version 2022.1.1.29

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Size Unit Lot Acreage Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq
ft)

Special Landscape
Area (sq ft)

Population Description

General Office
Building

9.30 1000sqft 0.21 9,300 0.00 — — —

Library 19.0 1000sqft 0.44 19,000 0.00 — — —
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Automobile Care
Center

9.50 1000sqft 0.22 9,500 0.00 — — —

Parking Lot 2.00 Acre 2.00 0.00 0.00 — — —

1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Un/Mit. ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 1.25 10.3 12.5 0.02 0.36 0.15 0.51 0.33 0.04 0.37 — 2,460 2,460 0.10 0.04 0.78 2,476

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 93.8 13.1 15.1 0.03 0.58 7.16 7.74 0.53 3.44 3.98 — 2,772 2,772 0.11 0.04 0.02 2,782

Average
Daily
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 2.57 6.78 8.16 0.02 0.24 0.22 0.47 0.22 0.08 0.30 — 1,598 1,598 0.06 0.03 0.21 1,607

Annual
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Unmit. 0.47 1.24 1.49 < 0.005 0.04 0.04 0.08 0.04 0.01 0.06 — 265 265 0.01 < 0.005 0.04 266

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Year ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e
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Daily -
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 1.25 10.3 12.5 0.02 0.36 0.15 0.51 0.33 0.04 0.37 — 2,460 2,460 0.10 0.04 0.78 2,476

Daily -
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 1.47 13.1 15.1 0.03 0.58 7.16 7.74 0.53 3.44 3.98 — 2,772 2,772 0.11 0.04 0.02 2,782

2027 93.8 5.78 8.72 0.01 0.23 0.12 0.35 0.21 0.03 0.24 — 1,354 1,354 0.05 0.02 0.01 1,360

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.83 6.78 8.16 0.02 0.24 0.22 0.47 0.22 0.08 0.30 — 1,598 1,598 0.06 0.03 0.21 1,607

2027 2.57 0.05 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 9.55 9.55 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 9.59

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

2026 0.15 1.24 1.49 < 0.005 0.04 0.04 0.08 0.04 0.01 0.06 — 265 265 0.01 < 0.005 0.04 266

2027 0.47 0.01 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.58 1.58 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.59

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Demolition (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.39 12.9 14.6 0.02 0.51 — 0.51 0.47 — 0.47 — 2,494 2,494 0.10 0.02 — 2,503
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———————0.010.01—0.080.08—————Demoliti
on

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01 0.11 0.12 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 20.5 20.5 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 20.6

Demoliti
on

— — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 3.39 3.39 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.41

Demoliti
on

— — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.05 0.04 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 93.6 93.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 94.9

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 0.08 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 67.2 67.2 < 0.005 0.01 < 0.005 70.3

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.79 0.79 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.80

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.55 0.55 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.58
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Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.13 0.13 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.13

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.09 0.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.10

3.3. Site Preparation (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.13 9.84 10.8 0.03 0.42 — 0.42 0.39 — 0.39 — 2,716 2,716 0.11 0.02 — 2,725

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 1.59 1.59 — 0.17 0.17 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.01 0.08 0.09 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 22.3 22.3 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 22.4

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.01 0.01 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.01 0.02 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 3.70 3.70 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 3.71

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.03 0.02 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 56.1 56.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 56.9

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.48 0.48 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.48

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.08 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.08

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.5. Grading (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.42 12.9 14.0 0.02 0.58 — 0.58 0.53 — 0.53 — 2,455 2,455 0.10 0.02 — 2,463

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 7.08 7.08 — 3.42 3.42 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.02 0.21 0.23 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 40.4 40.4 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 40.5

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.12 0.12 — 0.06 0.06 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.04 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 6.68 6.68 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 6.70

Dust
From
Material
Movement

— — — — — 0.02 0.02 — 0.01 0.01 — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.04 0.03 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 74.9 74.9 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 75.9

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 1.27 1.27 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 1.29

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.21 0.21 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.21

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.7. Building Construction (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.18 10.1 11.8 0.02 0.36 — 0.36 0.33 — 0.33 — 2,201 2,201 0.09 0.02 — 2,208

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

1.18 10.1 11.8 0.02 0.36 — 0.36 0.33 — 0.33 — 2,201 2,201 0.09 0.02 — 2,208
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Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.71 6.09 7.09 0.01 0.22 — 0.22 0.20 — 0.20 — 1,327 1,327 0.05 0.01 — 1,331

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.13 1.11 1.29 < 0.005 0.04 — 0.04 0.04 — 0.04 — 220 220 0.01 < 0.005 — 220

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.06 0.04 0.72 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 118 118 0.01 < 0.005 0.43 120

Vendor 0.01 0.17 0.07 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 141 141 < 0.005 0.02 0.35 148

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.06 0.05 0.52 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.11 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 105 105 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 106

Vendor 0.01 0.18 0.08 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.04 0.04 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 141 141 < 0.005 0.02 0.01 147

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 65.0 65.0 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.11 66.0

Vendor < 0.005 0.11 0.05 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.02 < 0.005 0.01 0.01 — 85.1 85.1 < 0.005 0.01 0.09 88.9

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
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Worker 0.01 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 10.8 10.8 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 10.9

Vendor < 0.005 0.02 0.01 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 14.1 14.1 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 14.7

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.9. Paving (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (lb/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Location ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10E PM10D PM10T PM2.5E PM2.5D PM2.5T BCO2 NBCO2 CO2T CH4 N2O R CO2e

Onsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.67 5.88 8.19 0.01 0.25 — 0.25 0.23 — 0.23 — 1,244 1,244 0.05 0.01 — 1,248

Paving 0.52 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

0.02 0.15 0.21 < 0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 31.6 31.6 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 31.7

Paving 0.01 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Off-Road
Equipment

< 0.005 0.03 0.04 < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 < 0.005 — < 0.005 — 5.24 5.24 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 5.26

Paving < 0.005 — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Onsite
truck

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker 0.06 0.05 0.56 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 112 112 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 114

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average
Daily

— — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 2.94 2.94 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.01 2.99

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.00 < 0.005 < 0.005 — 0.49 0.49 < 0.005 < 0.005 < 0.005 0.49

Vendor 0.00 0.00




























































































































































































































































































































































































	PREPARED FOR:
	Golden Hills Community Services District

