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 City of Porterville
291 North Main Street 

Porterville, CA 93257
 

SECTION 1: CEQA Review Process  
Project Title:  Tule River Tribe Complete Streets and Two Pedestrian Bridges  

 
1.1.   California Environmental Quality Act Guideline s  

 
Section 15063 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines requires that the 
Lead Agency prepare an Initial Study to determine whether a discretionary project will have a 
significant effect on the environment. All phases of the project pla nning, implementation, and 
operation must be considered in the Initial Study. The purposes of an Initial Study, as listed 
under Section 15063(c) of the CEQA Guidelines, include:  
 

(1) Provide the lead agency with information to use as the basis for deciding whether to 
prepare an EIR or negative declaration;  

(2)  Enable an applicant or lead agency to modify a project, mitigating adverse impacts 
before an EIR is prepared, thereby enabling the project to qualify for a negative 
declaration;  

(3)  Assist the preparation of an EIR, if one is required, by:  
(a)  Focusing the EIR on the effects determined to be significant,  
(b)  Identifying the effects determined not to be significant,  
(c)  Explaining the reasons for determining that potentially significant effects would 

not be significant, and  
(d)  Identifying whether a program EIR, tiering, or another appropriate process can 

be used for analysis of the project's environmental effects.  
(4)  Facilitate environmental assessment early in the design of a project;  
(5)  Provide documentation of the factual basis for the finding in a negative declaration 

that a project will not have a significant effect on the environment  
(6)  Eliminate unnecessary EIRs;  
(7)  Determine whether a previously prepared EIR could be used with the project.  

 

1.2.   Initial Study  
 

1—1

City of Porterville
291 North Main Street

Porterville, CA 93257

SECTION 1: CEQA Review Process
Project Title: Tule River Tribe Complete Streets and Two Pedestrian Bridges

1.1. California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines

Section 15063 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines requires that the
Lead Agency prepare an  Initial Study to determine whether a discretionary project will have (:1
significant effect on  the environment. All phases of the project planning, implementation, and
operation must  be considered in the  Initial Study. The purposes of an  Initial Study, as l isted
under Section 15063(C) of the CEQA Guidelines, include:

(1) Provide the lead agency with information to use as the basis for deciding whether to
prepare an EIR or negative declaration;

(2) Enable an applicant or lead agency to modify a project, mitigating adverse impacts
before an EIR is prepared, thereby enabling the project to qualify for a negative
declaration;

(3) Assist the preparation of an EIR, if one is required, by.
(a) Focusing the EIR on the effects determined to be significant,
(b) Identifying the effects determined not to be significant,
(C) Explaining the reasons for determining that potentially significant effects would

not be significant, and
(d) Identifying whether a program EIR, tiering, or another appropriate process can

be used for analysis of the project's environmental effects.
(4) Facilitate environmental assessment early in the design of a project;
(5) Provide documentation of the factual basis for the finding in a negative declaration

that a project will not  have a significant effect on the environment
(6) Eliminate unnecessary EIRS,‘
(7) Determine whether a previously prepared EIR could be used with the project.

1.2. Initial Study

1—1

City of Porterville
291 North Main Street

Porterville, CA 9325 7

SECTION 1: CEQA Review Process
Project Title: Tule River Tribe Complete Streets and Two Pedestrian Bridges

1.]. California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines

Section 15063 of the  California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines requires that  the
Lead Agency prepare an  Initial Study to determine whether a discretionary project will have a
significant effect on  the  environment. All phases of the  project planning, implementation, and
operation must  be considered in the  Initial Study. The purposes of an  Initial Study, as l isted
under Section 15063(c) of the CEQA Guidelines, include:

(1) Provide the lead agency with information to use as the basis for deciding whether to
prepare an EIR or negative declaration;

(2) Enable an applicant or lead agency to modify a project, mitigating adverse impacts
before an EIR is prepared, thereby enabling the project to qualify for a negative
declaration;

(3) Assist the preparation of an EIR, if one is required, by.
(a) Focusing the EIR on the effects determined to be significant,
(b) Identifying the effects determined not  to be significant,
(0) Explaining the reasons for determining that potentially significant effects would

no t  be significant, and

(d) Identifying whether a program EIR, tiering, or another appropriate process can
be used for analysis of the project's environmental effects.

(4) Facilitate environmental assessment early in the design of a project;
(5) Provide documentation of the factual basis for the finding in a negative declaration

that a project will not  have a significant effect on the environment
(6) Eliminate unnecessary EIRS;
(7) Determine whether a previously prepared EIR could be used with the project.

1.2. Initial Study





1-3 
 

agencies charged with managing resources (e.g. wildlife, air quality) that may be 
affected by the project; and  

3)  Provide a forum for public participation in the decision - making process pertaining to 
potential environmental effects.  

 
According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070 , a public agency shall prepare or have prepared 
a proposed negative declaration for a project subject to CEQA when:  
 

The initial study shows that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole 
record before the agency, that the project may have a significant effect on the 
environment , or the initial study identifies potentially significant effects, but:  
 
1) Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the 

applicant before a  proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial 
study are released for public review  would avoid the effects or mitigate the 
effects to a point where clearly no significant effects  would occur, and  

 
2)  There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the 

agency, that the  project as revised may have a significant effect on the 
environment . 

 
The Environmental Checklist Discussion contained in Section Three of this document has 
determined that the environmental impacts of the Project are less than significant with 
mitigation measures and that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is adequate for adoption by 
the Lead Agency.  
 

1.5.   Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration  
 
The Lead Agency shall prepare or have prepared a proposed Negative Declaration or Mitigated 
Negative Declaration (CEQA Guidelines Section 15070) for a project subject to CEQA when the 
Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence, in light of t he whole record before the 
agency, that the Project may have a significant effect on the environment. The proposed 
Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration circulated for public review shall 
include the following:  
 

(a)  A brief description of the project, including a commonly used name for the project.  
(b)  The location of the project, preferably shown on a map.  
(c)  A proposed finding that the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.  
(d)  An attached copy of the Initial Study documenting reasons to support the finding.  
(e)  Mitigation measures, if any.  

 

1.6.   Intended Uses of Initial Study/Negative Declaration Documents  
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The Initial Study/Negative Declaration document is an informational document that is intended 
to inform decision - makers, other responsible or interested agencies, and the general public of 
potential environmental effects of the proposed Project. The environmental review process has 
been established to enable the public agencies to evaluate environmental consequences and 
to examine and implement methods of eliminating or reducing any adverse impacts. While 
CEQA requires that consideration b e given to avoidin g environmental damage, the Lead 
Agency must balance any potential environmental effects against other public objectives, 
including economic and social goals. The City of Porterville , as the Lead Agency, will make a 
determination, based on the environmental review for the Environmental Study, Initial Study 
and comments from the general public, if there are less than significant impacts from the 
proposed project and the requirements of  CEQA can be met by adoption of a Mitigated 
Negative Declaration.  

 
1.7.   Notice of Determination (NOD)  

 
The Lead Agency shall file a Notice of Determination within five working days after deciding to 
approve the Project. The Notice of Determination (CEQA Guidelines, Section 15075) shall include 
the following:  
 
(1) An identification of the project including the project title as identified on the proposed 

negative declaration, its location, and the State Clearinghouse identification number for 
the proposed negative declaration if the notice of determination is filed w ith the State 
Clearinghouse.  

(2)  A brief description of the project.  
(3)  The agency's name and the date on which the agency approved the project.  
(4)  The determination of the agency that the project will not have a significant effect on the 

environment.  
(5)  A statement that a negative declaration or a mitigated negative declaration was adopted 

pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.  
(6)  A statement indicating whether mitigation measures were made a condition of the 

approval of the project, and whether a mitigation monitoring plan/program was adopted.  
(7)  The address where a copy of the negative declaration or mitigated negative declaration 

may be examined.  
(8)  The identity of the person undertaking a project which is supported, in whole or in part, 

through contracts, grants, subsidies, loans, or other forms of assistance from one or more 
public agencies or the identity of the person receiving a lease, permit, li cense, certificate, 
or other entitlement for use from one or more public agencies.  

  

The Initial Study/  Negative Declaration document  is an  informational document  that  is intended
to inform decision—makers, other responsible or interested agencies, and the  general public of
potential environmental effects of the  proposed Project. The environmental review process has
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1.8. CEQA Process Flow Chart
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Figure 2 - 1 Regional Location Map  

 
Source: Map provided in CRA by Soar Environmental Consulting, see Appendix C  
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Figu re 2- 2 Project Area  

 
Source: Map provided  in CRA by Soar Environmental Consulting, see Appendix C  
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Figure 2 - 3. Aerial View of Conceptual Project Components  Site Plan  

 
Source: Map provided in CRA by Soar Environmental Consulting, see Appendix C 
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RATP Regional Active Transportation Plan 
RRFB Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon 
RTPA Regional Transportation Planning Agency 
RTP/SCS Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board 
SB California Senate Bill 
SCE Southern California Edison 
SGMA Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 
SJVAB San Joaquin Valley Air Basin 
SJVAPCD San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
SOI Sphere of Influence 
SR State Route 
SSMP Sewer System Management Plan 
STCETRCMP Sustainable/Circulation Element for the Tule River Comprehensive Master Plan 
SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
SWRCB State Water Resource Control Board 
TAC Toxic Air Contaminant 
TCAG Tulare County Association of Governments 
TCR  Tribal Cultural Resource 
TIA Traffic Impact Analysis 
TISG Transportation Impact Study Guide 
TRFD Tule River Fire Department 
TRTPD Tule River Tribal Police Department 
USGS  United States Geological Survey 
USEPA  United States Environmental Protection Agency 
USDOT  United States Department of Transportation 
VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled 
WDRs Waste Discharge Requirements 
WSA Water Supply Assessment 
WMP Water Master Plan 
WWTF Wastewater Treatment Facility 
WWTP Wastewater Treatment Plant 
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Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein , the Project would result 
in  no impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
b)  Would  the  Project  conflict  with  existing  zoning  for  agricultural  use,  or  a  Williamson  Act  

Contract?  
 

No Impact : The Project site is not zoned for agricultural use  nor is the Project site under an 
active Williamson Act contract. As noted earlier, agricultural zoning classifications do not 
apply to the Project as it is entirely located with the Tule River Reservation. Therefore, based 
on the analysis and information provided herein, the Project would not conflict with existing 
zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract , and no impact  would occur . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
c)  Would the Project  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 would not conflict with existing zon ing  for forest land  (as defined 
in Public Resources Code (PRC) section 12220(g)) , timberland  (as defined by PRC section 
4526) , or Timberland Production  (as  defined by Government Code section 51104(g) . There is 
no forest land located on the Project Site, and the Project does not involve any activities 
related to forest ry resources.  Therefore,  based on the analysis and information provided 
herein , there would be  no  impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
d)  Would  the  Project  result  in  the  loss  of  forestland  or  conversion  of  forest  land  to  non - forest  

use?  
 

No Impact:  The Project site does not contain any forestland as defined under PRC section 
12220(g) or by Government Code  (GC) section  51104. As noted earlier,  the currently built 
environment contains commercial, residential, and Tribal governance structures , roadways, 
and other non - agricultural uses. Areas adjacent to the Project include riparian habitat  which 
are not forestland as defined by PRC section 12220(g)  or GC section 51104.  As such , the 
Project would not result in the loss of forestland or the conversion of forest land to  non - forest 
use . Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, there would be  no 
impact . 
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Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information provided herein, the Project would result
i n  no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

b) Would the Project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
Contract?

No Impact: The Project site is not zoned for agricultural use nor is the Project site under cm
active Williamson Act contract. As noted earlier, agricultural zoning Classifications do  not
apply  to the Project as  i t  is entirely located with the  Tule River Reservation. Therefore, based
on  the analysis and  information provided herein, the  Project would not conflict with existing
zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract, and no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

c) Would the Project 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 would not conflict  with existing zoning for forest land (as defined
in Public Resources Code (PRC) section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by PRC section
4526), or Timberland Production (03 defined by Government Code section 51104(g). There is
no forest land located on  the Project Site, and  the Project does not  involve any  activities
related to forestry resources. Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information provided
herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

d) Would the Project result in the loss of forestland or conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

No Impact: The Project site does not contain any forestland as defined under PRC section
12220(g) or by Government Code (GC) section 51104. As noted earlier, the currently built
environment contains commercial ,  residential, and  Tribal governance structures, roadways,
and  other non-agricultural uses. Areas adjacent  to the  Project include riparian habi tat  which
are not forestland as defined by PRC section 12220(g) or 60 section 51104. As such, the
Project would not result in  the  loss of forestland or  the  conversion of forest land  to non-forest
use. Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information provided herein, there would be no
impact.
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Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information provided herein, the Project would result
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https://arb.ca.gov/adam/trends/trends1.php


















https://www.epa.gov/clean-air-act-overview/1990-clean-air-act-amendment-summary
https://www.epa.gov/clean-air-act-overview/1990-clean-air-act-amendment-summary
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expose sensi tive receptors to substan tial pollutant concentra tions by resul ting  in a 
localized exceedance of NAAQS or CAAQS. With respect to the numerical threshold 
established by SJVAPCD,  the associated impact would be less than significant.  No 
mi tiga tion is required outside of compliance with exis ting  regula tions  and/or with  
implementa tion of all applicable State  and/or  regional measures.  
 
To reiterate, a s shown in Table 3- 6, Project construction and operational emissions would 
not  exceed the SJVAPCD thresholds of significance. As the Project is not anticipated to 
exceed any SJVAPCD thresholds of significance, the Project will not conflict with or delay the 
implementation of the SJVAPCD attainment/implementation plans for criteria pollutants. 
Therefore,  based on the analysis and information provided herein, and in the HRA report 
(see Appendix A) prepared by qualified consultants Core Environmental Consulting,  the  
impacts would be  less than significant.  
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 

b) Would  the  Project  result  in  a  cumulatively  considerable  net  increase  of  any  criteria  
pollutant  for which the Project  region is non - attainment under an applicable Federal  or 
state ambient air quality standard?  

 
Less Than Significant Impact : The SJVAPCD is responsible for bringing air quality in the 
entire San Joaquin Valley Air Basin  p lanning area , including the Tule River Reservation , into 
compliance with federal and state air quality standards. The significance thresholds and 
rules developed by the SJVAPCD are designed to prevent Projects from violating air quality 
standards or significantly contributing to existing air quality violat ions. As discussed  in Item 
a) , neither construction - related emissions nor operation - related emissions will ex ceed 
thresholds established by the SJVAPCD.  
 

The Project will comply with all applicable SJVAPCD rules and regulations, which will further 
reduce the potential for any significant impacts related to air quality as a result of Project 
implementation. Because these thresholds and regulations are design ed to achieve and/or 
maintain federal and state air quality standards, and the Project is compliant with these 
thresholds and regulations, the Project will not violate an air quality standard or significantly 
contribute to an existing air quality violation . As noted earlier, t he nature of the Project is 
pedestrian safety enhancements and new pedestrian bridges which would not result in 
substantial emission - generating uses at or near the proposed Project location. 
Construction - related emissions will be short - term, temporary, and  intermittent and will 
cease after construction - related activities are concluded. Further, the overall objective of 
this type of project is to enhance, encourage, and facilitate pedestrian and bicycling 
mobility while also providing co mponents to ensure pedestrian/cycling safety. Therefore, 
based on the analysis and information provided herein, and in the HRA report (see Appendix 
A) prepared by qualified consultants Core Environmental Consulting,  the impact would be  
less than significant.  
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expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations by resulting in  a
localized exceedance of NAAQS or CAAQS. With respect to the numerical threshold
established by SJVAPCD, the associated impact would be less than significant. No
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implementat ion of all appl icable State and/or  regional measures.
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thresholds and  regulations, the  Project will not  violate an  air quality standard or significantly
contribute to an  existing air quality violation. As noted earlier, the  nature of the Project is
pedestrian safety enhancements and  new pedestrian bridges which would not  result i n
substantial emission-generating uses at  or near the proposed Project location.
Construction-related emissions will be short—term, temporary, and  intermittent and  will
cease after construction-related activities are concluded. Further, the overall objective of
this type of project is to enhance, encourage, and  facil itate pedestrian and  bicycling
mobility while also providing components to ensure pedestrian/cycling safety. Therefore,
based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, and  in  the  HRA report (see Appendix
A) prepared by qualif ied consultants Core Environmental Consulting, the impact  would be
less than significant.
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expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations by resulting in  a
localized exceedonce of NAAQS or CAAQS. With respect to the numerical threshold
established by SJVAPCD, the associated impact  would be less than significant. No
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(see Appendix A) prepared by qualified consultants Core Environmental Consulting, the
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Mitigation Measures: None Required.
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standards or significantly contributing to existing air quality violations. As discussed in  I tem
0) ,  neither construction—related emissions nor operation-related emissions will exceed
thresholds established by the  SJVAPCD.

The Project will comply  with al l  appl icable SJVAPCD rules and  regulations, which will further
reduce the potential for any  significant impacts  related to air quality as  a result of Project
implementation. Because these thresholds and  regulations are  designed to achieve and /o r
mainta in federal and  state air quality standards, and  the Project is compl iant  with these
thresholds and  regulations, the  Project will not  violate an  air quality standard or significantly
contribute to an  existing air quality violation. As noted earlier, the  nature of the Project is
pedestrian safety enhancements and  new pedestrian bridges which would not  result in
substantial emission—generating uses a t  or near the proposed Project location.
Construction-related emissions will be short-term, temporary, and  intermittent and  will
cease after construction—related activities are  concluded. Further, the overall objective of
this type of project is to enhance, encourage, and  facil itate pedestrian and  bicycling
mobil i ty while also providing components to ensure pedestrian/cycling safety. Therefore,
based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, and  in  the  HRA report (see Appendix
A) prepared by qualif ied consultants Core Environmental Consulting, the impact  would be
less than significant.









































3-62 
 

 
BIO- 4.6a (Construction Timing).  If feasible, the project will be constructed between 

September 1 and January 31, outside of the avian nesting season.  
 
BIO- 4.6b (Preconstruction Surveys ). If construction is to occur between February 1 and August 

31, a qualified biologist will conduct pre - construction surveys for active bird nests within 10 
days prior to the start of any work within this period. The survey area will encompass the 
work area(s ) and surrounding lands within 500 feet for nesting raptors and 250 feet for 
other nesting birds.  

 
BIO- 4.6c (Avoidance of Active Nests ). Should any active nests be discovered in or near 

proposed construction zones, the biologist will identify a suitable construction - free buffer 
around the nest. The buffer distance will be determined based on species biology, site -
specific conditions, and th e level of project - related disturbance that is anticipated near 
the nest(s) in question. Buffers will be identified on the ground with flagging or fencing and 
will be maintained until the biologist has determined that the young have fledged and are 
capable of foraging independently.  

 
Tree roosting bats including Pallid Bat  
 
BIO- 4.7a ( Construction Timing ) . If feasible, project - related tree removal will occur outside of 

the period between April 15 and September 30. This is the time frame within which colony -
roosting bats in the vicinity generally assemble, give birth, nurse their young, and 
ultimately disper se.  

 
BIO- 4.7b ( Pre- construction Surveys ).  Within 10 days prior to the removal of any mature trees, 

a qualified biologist will survey these features for roosting bats. The biologist will look for 
individuals, guano, and staining, and will listen for bat vocalizations. If necessary, the 
biologist w ill wait for nighttime emergence of bats from roost sites.  

 
BIO- 4.7c ( Avoidance of Maternity Roosts ).  Should any active maternity bat roosts be 

discovered, the biologist will identify a suitable construction - free buffer around the 
roost(s). The buffer will be identified on the ground with flagging or fencing, and will be 
maintained until the biologist has  determined that the nursery is no longer active.  

 
BIO- 4.7d ( Humane Eviction of Non - breeding Bats ).  If a non - breeding bat colony is found, the 

individuals will be humanely evicted, under the direction of a qualified biologist, to ensure 
that bats are not physically harmed by tree removal.  

 
Sensitive Natural Communities  
 
BIO- 4.8a (Tree Survey) . Prior to project construction, a qualified biologist will survey all 

portions of the river corridor that are proposed for direct impact. All trees and shrubs within 
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other nesting birds.
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specific conditions, and  the  level of project-related disturbance that  is ant ic ipated near
the nest(s) in question. Buffers will be identified on the ground with flagging or fencing and
will be maintained until the  biologist has  determined that  the  young have f ledged and  are
capable of foraging independently.

Tree roosting bats including Pal/id Bat

BIO-4.7a (Construction Timing). If feasible, project-related tree removal will occur outside of
the  period between April 15 and  September 30. This is the  t ime  f rame within which colony-
roosting bats in  the vicinity generally assemble, give birth, nurse their young, and
ult imately disperse.

BIO-4.7b (Pm-construction Surveys). Within 10 days prior to the removal of any  mature  trees,
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individuals, guano, and  staining, and  will listen for bat vocalizations. If necessary, the
biologist will wait for nighttime emergence of bats from roost sites.
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tha t  bats are  not  physically harmed by tree removal.
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portions of the  river corridor tha t  are  proposed for direct impact. All trees and  shrubs within
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BIO-4.7d (Humane Eviction of Non-breeding Bats). If a non—breeding bat colony is found, the
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that  bats are not  physically harmed by tree removal.
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these areas will be identified to species and mapped, and their diameter at breast height 
(DBH) will be recorded. At the end of construction, a qualified biologist will repeat the 
survey to quantify the tree and shrub removal that occurred.  

 
BIO- 4.8b (Replacement Plantings). Replacement plantings will be provided as compensation 

for removal of any riparian trees or shrubs with a DBH of 4 inches or greater. Plantings will 
be installed at a ratio of 3:1 for impacted trees/shrubs with a DBH between 4 and 24 inches, 
and at a ratio  of 10:1 for impacted trees with a DBH greater than 24 inches. All plantings will 
be monitored annually for a minimum of five years. A revegetation plan will be prepared 
for the project that will detail the methods for pla nting, irrigating, and maintaining the 
replacement trees and shrubs.  

 
Therefore, b ased on the analysis and information provided herein,  and the Mitigation Measures 
recommended in the BE prepared by qualified consultants LOA, there would be  a less than 
significant  impact . 
 
Cumulative Impact : Less Than Significant  
 
Biological resources can be both region - wide or limited to a particular location with suitable 
habitat to support a biological resource (i.e., plant (e.g., flower or tree), amphibian, bird, reptile, 
mammal, etc.) . Within the Study Area of the BE, special status species and habitat were 
investigated and documented to determine the potential level of impacts associated with the 
Project. It is noted that the BE also investigated potential impacts  associated with an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or another approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan . Therefore, based on the analysis and information 
provided herein, and implementation of the Mitigation Measures re commended in the BE 
prepared by qualified consultants LOA, the Project would result in a  less than significant  
cumulative impact . 
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these areas will be identified to species and  mapped,  and  their diameter a t  breast height
(DBH) will be recorded. At the end of construction, a qualified biologist will repeat the
survey to quanti fy the  tree and  shrub removal  that occurred.

BIO-4.8b (Replacement Plantings). Replacement plantings will be provided as  compensat ion
for removal of any riparian trees or shrubs with a DBH of 4 inches or greater. Plantings will
be installed at  a ratio of 3:1 for impacted trees/  shrubs with a DBH between 4 and  24 inches,
and at  (:1 ratio of 10:1 for impacted trees with c: DBH greater than 24 inches. All plantings will
be monitored annually for (:1 m in imum of five years. A revegetotion p lan will be prepared
for the project tha t  will detai l  the methods for planting, irrigating, and  maintaining the
replacement trees and  shrubs.

Therefore, based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, and  the  Mitigation Measures
recommended in  the BE prepared by qualif ied consultants LOA, there would be a less than
significant impact.

Cumulative Impact: Less Than Significant

Biological resources can be both region-wide or limited to a particular location with suitable
habi tat  to support a biological resource (i.e., p lant  (e.g., flower or tree), amphibian,  bird, reptile,
mammal ,  etc.). Within the  Study Area of the BE, special status species and  habi tat  were
investigated and documented to determine the potential level of impacts associated with the
Project. It is noted that  the  BE also investigated potential impacts  associated with em adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communi ty  Conservation Plan, or another approved local,
regional, or state habi tat  conservation plan. Therefore, based on  the  analysis and  information
provided herein, and  implementat ion of the Mitigation Measures recommended in  the BE
prepared by qualif ied consultants LOA, the Project would result i n  a less than significant
cumulative impact.
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recommended in  the BE prepared by qualif ied consultants LOA, there would be a less than
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Cumulative Impact: Less Than Significant

Biological resources can be both region—wide or limited to a particular location with suitable
habitat to support a biological resource (i.e., plant (e.g., flower or tree), amphibian, bird, reptile,
mammal ,  etc . ) .  Within the Study Area of the BE, special status species and  habi tat  were
investigated and documented to determine the potential level of impacts associated with the
Project. It is noted that  the  BE also investigated potential impacts  associated with an  adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communi ty  Conservation Plan, or another approved local,
reg iona l ,  o r  state hab i ta t  conservat ion plan. Therefore,  based on  the  ana lys i s  and  in fo rmat ion
provided herein, and  implementat ion of the Mitigation Measures recommended in  the BE
prepared by qualif ied consultants LOA, the Project would result in  a less than significant
cumulative impact.
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In the unlikely  event that human remains are unearthed during construction - related 
activities , Mitigation Measure CUL - 2 would be implemented to minimize the impact of such 
a discovery . Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, and the CRA 
(Appendix C) provided by qualified consultants Soar Environmental Consulting, the Project 
would result in a  less than significant with mitigation incorporated . 
 

Mitigation Measures for Impacts on  Cultural Resources  
 
The following mitigation measures have been excerpted verbatim from the CRA ( see Appendix 
C) prepared by qualified consultants Soar Environmental Consulting.  
 
Mitigation Measure (MM) CUL- 1 Cultural Resources Awareness Training : Before ground -
disturbing activities, a qualified archaeologist shall conduct Cultural Resources Awareness 
Training for all construction personnel. The training shall include examples of potential cultural 
materials, reporting protocols, penalties for unaut horized disturbance, and procedures for 
immediate notification of the archaeologist. Attendance shall be documented on a sign - in 
sheet retained by the contractor and provided to the Tule River Indian Reservation and Tulare 
County upon completion of construction.  
 
MM  CUL- 2: Inadvertent Discovery of Archaeological Resources : Ground - disturbing activities 
shall be located at least 100 feet (30 meters) from known archaeological resources. If resources 
are discovered, work within 100 feet (30 meters) of the find shall halt immediately, and the area 
shall be protected from further  disturbance. The archaeologist, in consultation with a Native 
American representative, shall evaluate the find for significance and recommend treatment 
consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 151 26.4(b)(3)(C). Avoidance shall be the preferred 
mitigation; if avoidance is infeasible, data recovery or other appropriate treatment may be 
implemented. Construction shall resume only after approval by the qualified archaeologist.  

 
MM CUL- 3: Inadvertent Discovery of Human Remains:  If human remains are encountered 
during construction, all work in the vicinity shall cease. The Tulare County Coroner shall be 
notified immediately. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the NAHC shall be 
notified in accordance with PRC Sect ion 5097.98, and a Most Likely Descendant shall be 
identified. The County and the descendant shall confer to determine appropriate treatment 
and disposition of the remains. Construction shall not resume until approved by the County 
and the qualified archae ologist.  
 
Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein  and implementation of 
Mitigation Measures CUL - 1 through CUL- 3, as applicable , impacts to this resource would be  less 
than significant with mitigation incorporated . 
 
Cumulative Impact  
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In the unlikely event that  human  remains are  unearthed during construction-related
activities, Mitigation Measure CUL-2 would be implemented to minimize the impact  of such
a discovery. Therefore, based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, and  the  CRA
(Appendix C) provided by qualified consultants Soar Environmental Consulting, the Project
would result i n  a less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Mitigation Measures for Impacts on Cultural Resources

The following mit igat ion measures have been excerpted verbat im from the  CRA (see Appendix
C) prepared by qualif ied consultants Soar Environmental Consulting.

Mitigation Measure (MM) CUL-I Cultural Resources Awareness Training: Before ground-
d is tu rb ing  act iv i t ies,  a qua l i f i ed  a rchaeo log is t  sha l l  conduc t  Cu l t u ra l  Resources Awareness
Training for all construction personnel. The training shall include examples of potential cultural
materials, reporting protocols, penalties for unauthorized disturbance, and  procedures for
immediate notification of the archaeologist. Attendance shall be documented on a sign-in
sheet retained by the  contractor and  provided to the  Tule River Indian Reservation and  Tulare
County upon complet ion of construction.

MM CUL-Z: Inadvertent Discovery of Archaeological Resources: Ground-disturbing activities
shall be located at  least 100 feet (30 meters) from known archaeological resources. If resources
are discovered, work within 100 feet (30 meters) of the find shall halt immediately, and the area
shall be protected from further disturbance. The archaeologist, in consultation with a Native
American representative, shall evaluate the find for significance and recommend treatment
consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3)(C). Avoidance shall be the preferred
mitigation; if avoidance is infeasible, data recovery or other appropriate t reatment may be
implemented. Construction shall resume only after approval  by the  qualif ied archaeologist.

MM CUL-3: Inadvertent Discovery of Human Remains: If human  remains are encountered
during construction, all work in  the vicinity shall cease. The Tulare County Coroner shall be
notified immediately. If the remains are  determined to be Native American, the NAHC shall be
notified in  accordance with PRC Section 5097.98, and  a Most Likely Descendant shall be
identified. The County and  the descendant shall confer to determine appropriate t reatment
and  disposition of the remains. Construction shall not resume until approved by the County
and the qualified archaeologist.

Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information provided herein and  implementat ion of
Mitigation Measures CUL—1 through CUL-3, as  applicable, impacts  to this resource would be less
than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Cumulative Impact
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shall be protected f rom further disturbance. The archaeologist, i n  consultation with OI Native
American representative, shall evaluate the f ind for significance and  recommend treatment
consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)(3)(C). Avoidance shall be the preferred
mitigation; if avoidance is infeasible, data recovery or other appropriate t reatment may be
implemented. Construction shall resume only after approval  by the  qualif ied archaeologist.

MM CUL-3: Inadvertent Discovery of Human Remains: If human remains are encountered
during construction, all work in  the vicinity shall cease .  The Tulare County Coroner shall be
notified immediately. If the remains are  determined to be Native American, the NAHC shall be
notified in  accordance with PRC Section 5097.98, and  a Most Likely Descendant shall be
identified. The County and  the descendant shall confer to determine appropriate t reatment
and  disposition of the remains. Construction shall not resume until approved by the County
and the qualified archaeologist.

Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information provided herein and  implementat ion of
Mitigation Measures CUL—l through CUL-3, as  applicable, impacts  to this resource would be less
than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Cumulative Impact
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The geographic area of this cumulative analysis is limited to the Tule River Reservation . As 
noted earlier, the Project  site does not include any  known historical, cultural, or archaeological 
resources. Also as noted earlier, this analysis relies on the information, determinations, 
technical studies, etc., and information provided  in the  CRA (Appendix C) pr epared  by qualified 
consultants Soar Environmental Consulting  working with representative s of the Tule River Tribal 
Tribe . The CHRIS and NACH search resu lts indicate that there are no known resources on the 
Project site. However, as an abundance of caution, Mitigation Measures CUL - 1 through  CUL- 3 
are incorporated herein to minimize impacts in the unlikely event that any resources applicable 
to this Checklist Item are discovered.  Known and unknown resources would be avoided, 
protected, and/or curated by Tule River Reservation representatives.  Therefore, based on the 
analysis and information provided herein, and with implementation of Mitigation Measure s 
CUL- 1 through  CUL- 3 as applicable , cumulative impacts of the Project would be  less than 
significant with mitigation . 
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The geographic area of this cumulat ive analysis is l imited to the  Tule River Reservation. As
noted earlier, the  Project site does not  include any  known historical, cultural, or archaeological
resources.  A lso as  noted ear l ier ,  t h i s  ana lys i s  rel ies on  the  in format ion ,  determinat ions,
technical studies, etc., and  information provided in  the  CRA (Appendix C)  prepared by qualif ied
consultants Soar Environmental Consulting working with representatives of the  Tule River Tribal
Tribe. The CHRIS and  NACH search results indicate that there are  no  known resources on  the
Project site. However, as  an  abundance of caution, Mitigation Measures CUL-l through CUL-3
are  incorporated herein to minimize impacts  i n  the  unlikely event  that any  resources appl icable
to this Checklist I tem are discovered. Known and  unknown resources would be avoided,
protected, and /  or curated by Tule River Reservation representatives. Therefore, based on  the
analysis and  information provided herein, and  with implementat ion of Mitigation Measures
CUL-l through CUL-3 as  applicable, cumulat ive impacts of the Project would be less than
significant with mitigation.
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Calculations for both construction and operational phases are provided in the HRA Report  
included in Appendix A. 
 
Discussion  
 

a)  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:  As noted earlier, the nature of the Project is pedestrian safety 
enhancements and new pedestrian bridges . As such, the Project  would not result in a 
significant impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consu m ptio n of the energy 
resource during Project construction or operation. Fueled use to operate c onstruction -
related e quipment and employees driving to the Project site would be short - term, 
temporary, and intermittent and will cease after construction - related activities are 
concluded. Further, the overall objective of this type of project is to enhance, encourage, and 
facilitate pedestrian and bicycling mobility while also prov iding component s to ensure 
pedestrian/cycling safety. Vehicle fuel consumption during Project construction - related 
activities  was estimated based on the assumed construction schedule, vehicle trip lengths, 
and the number of workers per construction phase as provided by CalEEMod Version 2022.1.1, 
and Year 2024 gasoline/diesel MPG factors provided by EMFAC2017.  Energy calculations are 
provided in Appendix  A of the HRA Report . It is noted that the Project would not generate 
additional daily vehicle usage above the current us age as it is intended to provide 
pedestrian and cycling mobility rather than vehicle usage. As such, the results contained in 
the Appendix A of HRA Report at Tables 2.4, 4.2, and 5.11 show negligible - to - no gasoline, 
diesel, electricity or natural gas usage. Further, the usage of the respective energy sources 
would be short - term, temporary, and intermittent do construction - related activities and 
would completely end upon th e cease construction - related activities.  

 
While construction - related activities  of the Project would  result in additional energy 
consumption, this energy use is not unnecessary or inefficient. This energy use is justified as 
the overall goal is to provide a safe environment to encourage walking and cycling thereby 
reducing vehicle usage and gasoline consumption by vehicles .  

 
Because construction - related energy use would be temporary , short - term, and intermittent,  
and limited to the greatest extent feasible through consistency with Federal, State, and local 
policies related to energy conservation, and operation of the Project would  comply with 
applicable  energy efficiency standards required under Title 24, Part 6 . Based on the analysis 
and information contained herein, and in the HRA report (see Appendix A) prepared by 
qualified consultants Core Environmental Consulting,  the Pro ject would  not result in 
inefficient, unnecessary, or wasteful energy use. As such, t he impact would be  less than 
significant.  
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required  
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Calculations for both construction and  operational phases are  provided i n  the HRA Report
included in  Appendix A.

Discussion

0) Result in potentially significant environmental impact clue to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during Project construction or operation?

Less Than Significantlmpact: As noted earlier, the nature of the Project is pedestrian safety
enhancements and new pedestrian bridges. As such, the Project would not result in a
significant impact  due  to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of the energy
resource during Project construction or operation. Fueled use to operate construction-
related equipment and  employees driving to the Project site would be short—term,
temporary, and  intermittent and  will cease after construction-related activities a re
concluded. Further, the  overall objective of this type of project is to enhance, encourage, and
facil itate pedestrian and  bicycling mobil i ty while also providing components to ensure
pedestrian/cycling safety. Vehicle fuel consumption during Project construction-related
activities was estimated based on the assumed construction schedule, vehicle trip lengths,
and  the  number  of workers per construction phase as  provided by ColEEMod Version 2022.1],
and  Year 2024 gasoline/  diesel MPG factors provided by EMFAC2017. Energy calculations are
provided in  Appendix A of the HRA Report. It is noted that  the  Project would not generate
addit ional dai ly vehicle usage above the current usage as  i t  is intended to provide
pedestrian and  cycl ing mobil i ty rather than  vehicle usage. As such, the results contained in
the Appendix A of HRA Report at  Tables 2.4, 4.2, and 5.11 show negligible-to-no gasoline,
diesel, electricity or natural gas  usage. Further, the  usage of the respective energy sources
would be short-term, temporary, and  intermittent do  construction-related activities and
would completely end upon  the  cease construction-related activities.

While construction—related activities of the  Project would result in  addit ional energy
consumption, this energy use is not unnecessary or inefficient. This energy use is justified as
the  overall goa l  is to provide a safe environment to encourage walking and  cycl ing thereby
reducing vehicle usage and  gasoline consumption by vehicles.

Because construction-related energy use would be temporary,  short-term, and  intermittent,
and limited to the greatest extent feasible through consistency with Federal, State, and local
policies related to energy conservation, and  operation of the  Project would comply  with
appl icable energy efficiency standards required under Title 24, Part 6. Based on  the  analysis
and  information contained herein, and  in  the HRA report (see Appendix A) prepared by
qualif ied consultants Core Environmental Consulting, the Project would not result in
inefficient, unnecessary, or wasteful energy use. As such, the impact  would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures: None Required
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reloted equipment and  employees driving to the Project site would be short—term,
temporary, and  intermittent and  will cease after construction-related activities are
concluded. Further, the  overall objective of this type of project is to enhance, encourage, and
facil itate pedestrian and  bicycling mobil i ty while also providing components to ensure
pedestrian/cycling safety. Vehicle fuel consumption during Project construction—related
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addit ional dai ly vehicle usage above the current usage as  i t  is intended to provide
pedestrian and  cycling mobil i ty rather than  vehicle usage. As such, the results contained in
the  Appendix A of HRA Report a t  Tables 2.4, 4.2, and  5.1] Show negl igible-to-no gasoline,
diesel, electricity or natural gas  usage. Further, the usage of the respective energy sources
would be short-term, temporary, and  intermittent do  construction-related activities and
would completely end  upon  the  cease construction-related activities.

While construction-related activities of the Project would result in  addit ional energy
consumption, this energy use is not  unnecessary or inefficient. This energy use is justified as
the overall goal is to provide a safe environment to encourage walking and cycling thereby
reducing vehicle usage and  gasoline consumption by vehicles.

Because construction—related energy use would be temporary,  short—term, and  intermittent,
and  l imited to the  greatest extent feasible through consistency with Federal, State, and  local
policies related to energy conservation, and  operation of the Project would comply  with
appl icable energy efficiency standards required under Title 24, Part 6. Based on  the  analysis
and  information contained herein, and  in  the HRA report (see Appendix A) prepared by
qualif ied consultants Core Environmental Consulting, the Project would not result i n
inefficient, unnecessary, or wasteful energy use. As such, the impact  would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures: None Required
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features , the Project would result in minimizing GHG emissions consistent with the overall 
objective of an  Active  Transportation Plan ( ATP) project  to encourage alternatives (such as 
walking and cycling) rather than relying on vehicle usage . Therefore, based on the analysis and 
information provided  herein , the Project would result in a less than significant impact . 
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https://efotg.sc.egov.usda.gov/references/Delete/2008-8-16/Soil_Feat_Def.pdf




https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/eqzapp/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_4-191d8e6d993-layer-25%3A5083120
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/eqzapp/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_4-191d8e6d993-layer-25%3A5083120
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No Impact:  The proposed Project does not include any new permanent structures intended 
for human occupancy. No substantial faults are known to traverse Tulare County according 
to the Alquist - Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps and the California Department of 
Conservation. The pr oposed Project site is located on solid rock formation and is not at risk 
from subsidence, liquefaction, or sliding.  Also, as noted earlier, the CA Geological Survey  
indicates that  the Project site is not located within an earthquak e fault zone.  As such, the 
Project site  would not experience surface rupture in the event of an earthquake . Therefore, 
based on the analysis and information provided herein, there would be no impact . 

ii. Strong  seismic  ground  shaking?  
 
Less Than Significant  Im pact:  The proposed Project comprises of bedrock.  Ground shaking 
is responsible for most of the damage from earthquakes and can damage or destroy 
buildings, structures, pipelines, and infrastructure. The intensity of shaking depends on the 
type of fault, distance to the epicenter, magnitude of the earthqua ke, and subsurface 
geology. The Clovis Fault, Owens Valley  Fault Group , and San Andreas Fault  are potentially 
capable of producing the most intense ground accelerations. All new components of the 
Project would be constructed pursuant to the proposed projec t would be designed to meet 
current design standards in the latest CBC. Project design features would reduce the 
exposure of people and structures to harm from strong ground - shaking hazards such that 
there would not be a significant impact. There fore, based on the analysis and information 
provid ed herein, the impact would be less than significant . 
 
iii. Seismic - related  ground  failure,  including  liquefaction?  
 
No Impact :. Secondary effects of earthquakes are nontectonic processes such as ground 
deformation, including fissures, settlement, displacement, and loss of bearing strength, and 
are the leading causes of damage to structures during a moderate to large earthquake. 
Secondary effects could lead to ground deformation, including liquefaction, lateral 
spreading, seismically induced landslides, and ground lurching. The Project would be 
entirely located on bedrock that would not be conducive to ground failure, including 
lique faction. There fore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, the re would 
be no  impact . 
 
iv. Landslides?  
 
No Impact:  The proposed Project Site is located on bedrock and although near hill s to the 
east, the  slopes of the hills in the area  are short  in length  and have minimal slopes resulting 
in no potential for landslides. No geologic landforms exist on or near the  Project Site , as such, 
it is unlikely  that a landslide event  would occur . Therefore,  based on the analysis and 
information provided herein, no impact  would occur . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required  

3-103

No Impact: The proposed Project does not include any  new permanent  structures intended
for human  occupancy. No substantial faults are  known to traverse Tulare County according
to the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps and  the California Department of
Conservation. The proposed Project site is located on  solid rock formation and  is not  at  risk
from subsidence, liquefaction, or sliding. Also, as noted earlier, the CA Geological Survey
indicates that  the Project site is not located within an  earthquake fault zone. As such, the
Project site would not experience surface rupture in  the event of an  earthquake. Therefore,
based on  the  ana lys i s  and  in fo rmat ion  provided here in ,  there  wou ld  be no  impact.

ii.Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed Project comprises of bedrock. Ground shaking
is responsible for most of the damage from earthquakes and can damage or destroy
buildings, structures, pipelines, and  infrastructure. The intensity of shaking depends on  the
type of fault, distance to the epicenter, magnitude of the earthquake, and subsurface
geology. The Clovis Fault, Owens Valley Fault Group, and  San Andreas Fault are  potentially
capable  of producing the  most intense ground accelerations. All new components of the
Project would be constructed pursuant to the  proposed project would be designed to meet
current design standards in the latest CBC. Project design features would reduce the
exposure of people and  structures to ha rm from strong ground—shaking hazards such that
there would not be a significant impact. Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information
provided herein, the  impact  would be less than significant.

iii.Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. Secondary effects of earthquakes are nontectonic processes such as ground
deformation, including fissures, settlement, displacement, and loss of bearing strength, and
are the leading causes of damage to structures during a moderate to large earthquake.
Secondary effects could lead to ground deformation, including liquefaction, lateral
spreading, seismically induced landslides, and  ground lurching. The Project would be
entirely located on bedrock that would not be conducive to ground failure, including
l iquefaction. Therefore, based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would
be no impact.

iv.Landslides?

No Impact: The proposed Project Site is located on  bedrock and  al though near hills to the
east, the  slopes of the  hills i n  the  area are  short i n  length and  have min imal  slopes resulting
in no potential for landslides. No geologic landforms exist on or near the Project Site, as such,
i t  is unlikely that  a landslide event would occur. Therefore, based on  the  analysis and
information provided herein, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: None Required
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ii.Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed Project comprises of bedrock. Ground shaking
is responsible for most of the damage f rom earthquakes and  can  damage or destroy
buildings, structures, pipelines, and  infrastructure. The intensity of shaking depends on  the
type of fault, distance to the epicenter, magni tude of the  earthquake, and  subsurface
geology. The Clovis Fault, Owens Valley Fault Group, and  San Andreas Fault are  potentially
capable of producing the most  intense ground accelerations. All new components of the
Project would be constructed pursuant to the proposed project would be designed to meet
current design standards in  the latest CBC. Project design features would reduce the
exposure of people and  structures to ha rm  from strong ground-shaking hazards such that
there  wou ld  not  be a s ign i f i can t  impact .  Therefore,  based on  the  ana lys i s  and  in fo rmat ion
provided herein, the  impact  would be less than significant.

iii.Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. Secondary effects of earthquakes are nontectonic processes such as ground
deformation, including fissures, settlement, displacement, and loss of bearing strength, and
are the  leading causes of damage  to structures during a moderate to large earthquake.
Secondary effects could lead to ground deformation, including liquefaction, lateral
spreading, seismically induced landslides, and  ground Iurching. The Project would be
entirely located on bedrock that would not be conducive to ground failure, including
l iquefaction. Therefore, based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would
be no  impact.

iv.Landslides?

No Impact: The proposed Project Site is located on  bedrock and  al though near hills to the
east, the  slopes of the hills in  the  area are  short in  length and  have min imal  slopes resulting
in  no  potential for landslides. No geologic landforms exist on  or near the  Project Site, as  such,
i t  i s  un l ike ly  t ha t  a l ands l i de  event wou ld  occur .  Therefore,  based on  the  ana lys i s  and
information provided herein, no  impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: None Required
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b) Would  the  Project  result  in  substantial  soil  erosion  or  the  loss  of  topsoil?  
 

No Impact:  As noted earlier,  the Project site is located on bedrock with shallow surface soils , 
the potential for erosion is  low. However, construction - related activities and increased 
impermeable surfaces can increase the  probability for erosion to occur. Construction -
related impacts related to erosion would  be temporary , short - term, and intermittent.  
 
The CBC provides regulations for construction to provide proper grading, drainage, and 
erosion and sediment control. Erosion - control measures can include seeding slopes, 
installation of temporary dikes and swales, placement of straw bales and filter fences , outlet 
protection, grass - lined swales, and installation of sediment retention structures, as 
appropriate for specific sites. In addition,  
 
Adherence to existing regulatory requirements  such as  the CBC grading and drainage 
requirements, would ensure that impacts associated with substantial erosion and loss of 
topsoil in the Project site  would be avoided or minimized . The Project site would be  required 
to implement  best management practices (BMPs) as specified  by a  Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan ( SWPPP) , which are developed to  prevent significant impacts related to 
erosion from construction - related activities . Impacts related to  erosion would be limited to 
construction - related activities  and would be temporary , short - term, and intermittent . As 
such, based on the analysis and information provided herein,  the re would be no  impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required  

 
c)  Would the Project  be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would 

become unstable as a result of the Project , and potentially result in on -  or off - site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?  

 
No Impact:  As addressed in response to earlier Items  a) and b), the Project site is not 
situated in an area susceptible to landslides, liquefaction, or other geological hazards. 
Lateral spreading, induced by liquefaction, occurs when seismic ground shaking causes 
slopes with saturated soils to liquefy and flow toward the open slope  face. However, the 
Project site lacks significant slopes, which would minimize if not entirely neutralize this 
concern. Ground subsidence generally occurs when overdrafts from a groundwater  basin 
diminish the upward hydraulic pressure that supports the land surface above, leading to the 
consolidation or settlement of the underlying soils. Additionally, geological hazards would  
be accounted for through the implementation of  seismic standards outlined by the 
California Building Code. Therefore , based on the analysis and information contained herein, 
the re would be no impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required  
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b)Would the Project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

No Impact: As noted ear l ier ,  t he  Project s i te  is  located on  bedrock wi th sha l l ow  sur face soils,
the  potential for erosion is low. However, construction-related activities and  increased
impermeable surfaces can increase the probabil i ty for erosion to occur. Construction-
related impacts  related to erosion would be temporary, short—term, and  intermittent.

The CBC provides regulations for construction to provide proper grading, drainage, and
erosion and  sediment control. Erosion-control measures can  include seeding slopes,
installation of temporary dikes and swales, placement of straw bales and filter fences, outlet
protect ion, g rass - l i ned  swales, and  ins ta l l a t ion  of sed iment  retent ion structures,  as
appropriate for specific sites. In addition,

Adherence to existing regulatory requirements such as  the CBC grading and  drainage
requirements, would ensure that  impacts associated with substantial erosion and  loss of
topsoil in  the Project site would be avoided or minimized. The Project site would be required
to implement  best management  practices (BMPs) as  specified by a Stormwoter Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which are developed to prevent significant impacts related to
erosion f rom construction—related activities. Impacts related to erosion would be l imited to
construction-related activities and  would be temporary, short-term, and  intermittent. As
such, based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required

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

No Impact: As addressed in response to earlier Items 0) and b), the Project site is not
situated in  an  area susceptible to landslides, liquefaction, or other geological hazards.
Lateral spreading, induced by liquefaction, occurs when seismic ground shaking causes
slopes with saturated soils to liquefy and  flow toward the open slope face. However, the
Project site looks significant slopes, which would minimize if not entirely neutralize this
concern. Ground subsidence generally occurs when overdrafts f rom a groundwater basin
diminish the  upward hydraulic pressure that  supports the  land  surface above, leading to the
consolidation or settlement of the underlying soils. Additionally, geological hazards would
be accounted for through the implementation of seismic standards outlined by the
California Building Code. Therefore, based on the analysis and information contained herein,
there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required
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b)Would the Project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

No Impact: As noted earlier, the  Project site is located on  bedrock with shallow surface soils,
t he  potent ia l  for  e ros ion  i s  low. However, const ruct ion—related act iv i t ies and  increased
impermeable surfaces can  increase the  probabil i ty for erosion to occur. Construction—
reloted impacts  related to erosion would be temporary, short-term, and  intermittent.

The CBC provides regulations for construction to provide proper grading, drainage, and
erosion and  sediment control. Erosion—control measures can  include seeding slopes,
installation of temporary  dikes and  swoles, p lacement  of straw bales and  filter fences, outlet
protect ion,  g rass - l i ned  swales,  and  ins ta l l a t ion  of sed imen t  re tent ion s t ructures,  as
appropriate for specific sites. In addition,

Adherence to existing regulatory requirements such as  the  CBC grading and  drainage
requirements, would ensure that  impacts  associated with substantial erosion and  loss of
topsoil i n  the  Project site would be avoided or minimized. The Project site would be required
to implement best management  practices (BMPS) as  specified by a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which are developed to prevent significant impacts related to
erosion f rom construction—related activities. Impacts related to erosion would be l imited to
construction-related activities and  would be temporary, short-term, and  intermittent. As
such, based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required

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

No Impact:  As addressed i n  response to ear l ier  I tems 0 )  and  b) ,  t he  Project s i te  i s  not
situated in an area susceptible to landslides, liquefaction, or other geological hazards.
Lateral spreading, induced by liquefaction, occurs when seismic ground shaking causes
slopes with saturated soils to liquefy and  flow toward the open slope face. However, the
Project site lacks significant slopes, which would minimize if not entirely neutralize this
concern. Ground subsidence generally occurs when overdrafts f rom a groundwater basin
diminish the  upward hydraulic pressure that  supports the  land surface above, leading to the
consolidation or settlement of the underlying soils. Additionally, geological hazards would
be accounted for through the implementat ion of seismic standards outl ined by the
Cal i fo rn ia  Bu i ld ing  Code. Therefore,  based on  the  ana lys i s  and  in fo rmat ion  con ta ined  here in ,
there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required





https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/projects/planning-projects/applicant-projects/sequoia-gateway-commerce-park/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/projects/planning-projects/applicant-projects/sequoia-gateway-commerce-park/
https://pubs.geoscienceworld.org/gsa/geosphere/article/9/2/191/132574/paleochannels-stream-incision-erosion-topographic
https://pubs.geoscienceworld.org/gsa/geosphere/article/9/2/191/132574/paleochannels-stream-incision-erosion-topographic
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cease until a qualified paleontologist meeting the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology 
standards has evaluated the find in accordance with federal, state, and local guidelines. 
If it is determine d to be a unique resource, such measures may include avoidance, 
preservation in place, data recovery and associated documentation, or other 
appropriate measures. Construction activity may continue unimpeded in other portions 
of the Project Site. whether the  resources requires further study. The Project Manager  
shall include a standard inadvertent discover y clause in every construction contract to 
inform contractors of this requirement. The paleontologist shall notify the City of 
Porterville and/or a Tribal representative or othe r designee (e.g.,  the project manager )  
of the procedures that must be followed before construction - related activity  is allowed 
to resume at the location of the find.  

 
Cumulative Impact: Less than Significant  
 
The geographic area of this cumulative analysis is Tulare County  and the Tule River 
Reservation . Although it cannot conclusively be demonstrated that no subsurface 
paleontological resources are present, it is possible to mitigate potentially significant impacts 
with Mitigation Measure GEO- 1. With implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO- 1, Project-
specific impacts related to this Checklist Item will be reduced to Less Than Significant levels.  
The Project site would not result in significant impacts related to geology and soils. Although 
the Project site includes some potentially significant hazards  resulting from  strong ground 
shaking,  the Project  would be subject to regulations pertaining to seismic safety  as required by 
CBC requirements. Compliance with these requirements would, to the maximum extent 
practicable, reduce cumulative Project - related impacts that pertain to seismic shaking, 
seismic - related ground failure, seismically induced landslides, soil erosion, and unstable soils. 
Similarly, compliance with relevant requirements of the CBC, would minimize the cumulative 
impacts associate d with substantial erosion or loss of topsoil. In the unlikely event that 
previously unknown resources are discovered during construction - related  activities  the find  
would be evaluated on its own merits . Cumulative development in adjacent jurisdictions would 
be subject to the same federal, state, and local regulations. Since impacts associated with 
geology and soils are by their nature focused on specific sites or areas, a  less - than significant 
impact within the Project site  to avoid impacts related to geology and soils from the proposed 
Project, would not contribute to a cumulative increase in hazards in the immediate Tulare 
County  or the Tule River Reservation area s. Therefore, based on the analysis and information 
provided herein, cumulative impacts associated with geology and soils would be less than 
significant ; with the exception of paleontological resources which would require mitigation as 
specified earlier . 
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Cumulative Impact: Less than Significant

The geographic area of this cumulat ive analysis is Tulare County and  the  Tule River
Reservation. Although i t  cannot  conclusively be demonstrated that  no  subsurface
paleontological resources are present, i t  is possible to mit igate potentially significant impacts
with Mitigation Measure GEO-1. With implementat ion of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, Project-
specific impacts related to this Checklist I tem will be reduced to Less Than Significant levels.
The Project site would not result in significant impacts related to geology and soils. Although
the Project site includes some potentially significant hazards resulting f rom strong ground
shaking, the  Project would be subject to regulations pertaining to seismic safety as  required by
CBC requirements. Compl iance with these requirements would, to the max imum extent
practicable, reduce cumulat ive Project-related impacts that  pertain to seismic shaking,
seismic-related ground failure, seismically induced landslides, soil erosion, and  unstable soils.
Similarly, compl iance with relevant requirements of the CBC, would minimize the cumulat ive
impacts  associated with substantial erosion or loss of topsoil. In the unlikely event tha t
previously unknown resources are  discovered during construction—related activities the f ind
would be evaluated on  its own merits. Cumulative development in  adjacent  jurisdictions would
be subject to the some federal, state, and  local regulations. Since impacts associated with
geology and  soils are by their nature focused on  specific sites or areas, a less-than significant
impact  within the  Project site to avoid impacts related to geology and  soils f rom the proposed
Project, would not  contribute to ca cumulat ive increase in  hazards in  the immediate  Tulare
County or the Tule River Reservation areas. Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information
provided herein, cumulat ive impacts  associated with geology and  soils would be less than
significant; with the  exception of paleontological resources which would require mit igat ion as
specified earlier.

3—108

cease until a qualified paleontologist meeting the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology
standards has evaluated the find in accordance with federal, state, and local guidelines.
If i t  is determined to be a unique resource, such measures may include avoidance,
preservation in  place, data recovery and  associated documentat ion, or other
appropriate measures. Construction activity may continue unimpeded in  other portions
of the Project Site. whether the resources requires further study. The Project Manager
shall include a standard inadvertent discovery clause in  every construction contract  to
inform contractors of this requirement. The paleontologist shall notify the City of
Porterville and /or  a Tribal representative or other designee (9.9., the project manager)
of the  procedures that  must  be followed before construction-related activity is al lowed
to resume a t  the  location of the  find.

Cumulative Impact: Less than Significant

The geographic area of this cumulative analysis is Tulare County and the Tule River
Reservation. Although i t  cannot  conclusively be demonstrated that  no  subsurface
paleontological resources are  present, i t  is possible to mit igate potentially significant impacts
with Mitigation Measure GEO-1. With implementat ion of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, Project-
specific impacts  related to this Checklist I tem will be reduced to Less Than Significant levels.
The Project site would not result in  significant impacts  related to geology and  soils. Although
the Project site includes some potentially significant hazards resulting f rom strong ground
shaking, the Project would be subject to regulations pertaining to seismic safety as required by
CBC requirements. Compl iance with these requirements would, to the max imum extent
practicable, reduce cumulat ive Project—related impacts  that  pertain to seismic shaking,
seismic-related ground failure, seismically induced landslides, soil erosion, and  unstable soils.
Similarly, compl iance with relevant requirements of the CBC, would minimize the cumulat ive
impacts  associated with substantial erosion or loss of topsoil. In the unlikely event tha t
previously unknown resources are  discovered during construction—related activities the f ind
would be evaluated on  its own merits. Cumulative development in  odjacentjurisdictions would
be subject to the some federal, state, and local regulations. Since impacts associated with
geology and  soils are  by their nature focused on  specific sites or areas, a less-than significant
impact  within the  Project site to avoid impacts  related to geology and  soils f rom the proposed
Project, would not  contribute to a cumulat ive increase in  hazards in  the immediate  Tulare
County or the Tule River Reservation areas. Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information
provided herein, cumulative impacts associated with geology and soils would be less than
significant; with the  exception of paleontological resources which would require mit igat ion as
specified earlier.
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activity emissions which will end upon cessation of construction - related activities. Operational 
emissions are projected to remain below established thresholds  as there would be no 
increases to vehicular traffic/trips as the Project is pedestrian oriented . Therefore, based on the 
analysis and information provided herein, and although not significant in and of itself, the 
overall Project impact would result in a  less than  significant  cumulative impact . 
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site.  As such, regardless of any nearby school, there are no hazardous sites  within or near the 
Project area . 
 
Airport Hazards  
 
The nearest public airport  is Porterville  Municipal Airport ; approximately  14 miles west  of the 
Project site . Due to this distance, the  Project not located within an airport land use plan .  
 
Regulatory  Setting  
 
Federal  
 
United States Environmental Protection Agency  
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) is the primary federal agency that 
regulates hazardous materials and waste. In general, the USEPA works to develop and enforce 
regulations that implement environmental laws enacted by Congress. The agency is 
responsible for researching and setting national standards for a variety of environmental 
programs, delegating the responsibility for issuing permits, and monitoring and enforcing 
compliance to states and Native American tribes. USEPA programs pr omote handling 
hazardous wastes safely, cleaning up contaminated land, and reducing waste volumes 
through such strategies as recycling. California falls under the jurisdiction of USEPA Region 9. 
Under the authority of the Resource Conservation and Recovery  Act (RCRA) and in cooperation 
with State and tribal partners, the USEPA Region 9 Waste Management and Superfund Divisions 
manage programs for site environmental assessment and cleanup, hazardous and solid 
waste management, and underground storage tanks.  
 
United States Department of Transportation  
 
The United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) has the regulatory responsibility for 
the safe transportation of hazardous materials between states and internationally. The USDOT 
regulations govern all means of transportation, except for those packa ges shipped by mail, 
which are covered by United States Postal Service regulations. The federal RCRA of 1976 
(described subsequently) imposes additional standards for the transport of hazardous wastes.  
 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration  
 
The Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) requires specific training for 
hazardous materials handlers, provision of information to employees who may be exposed to 
hazardous materials, and acquisition of material safety data sheets from mater ials 
manufacturers. The material safety data  sheets describe the risks, as well as proper handling 
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emergencies. Caltrans is also the first responder for hazardous material spills and releases that 
occur on highways, freeways, and intercity rail lines. The CHP enforces hazardous materials 
and hazardous waste labeling and packing regulations designed to p revent leakage and spills 
of materials in transit and to provide detailed information to cleanup crews in the event of an 
accident.  
 
California Building Code  
 
The State of California provided a minimum standard for building design through the California 
Building Code (CBC), which is found in Title 24, Part 2 of the California Code of Regulations. The 
CBC is updated every three years. It is generally adopted on a  jurisdiction - by - jurisdiction basis 
and may be subject to further modification based on local conditions. Commercial and 
residential buildings are plan - checked by local city and county building officials for 
compliance with the typical fire safety requirem ents of the CBC, including the installation of 
sprinklers in all high - rise buildings and the establishment of fire - resistance standards for fire 
doors and building materials. Section 414 of the CBC includes requirements for buildings and 
structures occupie d for the manufacturing, processing, dispensing, use, or storage of 
hazardous materials.  
 
California Health and Safety Code  
 
California Health and Safety Code Chapter 6.95 and California Code of Regulations Title 19, 
Section 2729 set out the minimum requirements for business emergency plans and chemical 
inventory reporting. These regulations require businesses to provide emergen cy response 
plans and procedures, training program information, and a hazardous material chemical 
inventory disclosing hazardous materials stored, used, or handled on - site. A business that uses 
hazardous materials or a mixture containing hazardous material s must establish and 
implement a business plan if the hazardous material is handled in certain quantities.  
 
California Fire Code  
 
California Code of Regulations, Title 24, also known as the California Building Standards Code, 
contains the California Fire Code (CFC), included as Part 9. Updated every three years, the CFC 
includes provisions and standards for emergency planning and pre paredness, fire service 
features, fire protection systems, hazardous materials, fire flow requirements, and fire hydrant 
locations and distribution. Similar to the CBC, the CFC is generally adopted on a jurisdiction -
by - jurisdiction basis, subject to furthe r modification based on local conditions.  
 
Regional  
 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board  
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emergencies. Coltrans is also the  first responder for hazardous material  spills and  releases that
occur on  highways, freeways, and  intercity rail lines. The CHP enforces hazardous materials
and  hazardous waste labeling and  packing regulations designed to prevent leakage and  spills
of materials in  transit and  to provide detai led information to Cleanup crews in  the  event of an
accident.

California Building Code

The State of California provided (:1 minimum standard for building design through the California
Building Code (CBC), which is found in  Title 24, Part 2 of the  California Code of Regulations. The
CBC is updated every three years. It is generally adopted on  a jurisdiction-by-jurisdiction basis
and  may be subject to further modif icat ion based on  local conditions. Commercia l  and
residential buildings are  plan-Checked by local City and  county building officials for
compl iance with the typical fire safety requirements of the CBC, including the installation of
sprinklers in all high—rise buildings and the establishment of fire-resistance standards for fire
doors and  building materials. Section 414 of the CBC includes requirements for buildings and
structures occupied for the manufacturing, processing, dispensing, use, or storage of
hazardous materials.

California Health and Safety Code

California Health and  Safety Code Chapter 6.95 and  California Code of Regulations Title 19,
Section 2729 set out  the m in imum requirements for business emergency plans and  chemical
inventory reporting. These regulations require businesses to provide emergency response
plans and  procedures, training program information, and  c1 hazardous material  Chemical
inventory disclosing hazardous materials stored, used, or handled on-site. A business that uses
hazardous materials or a mixture containing hazardous materials must  establish and
implement  (:1 business p lan if the  hazardous material  is handled in  certain quantities.

California Fire Code

California Code of Regulations, Title 24, also known as the California Building Standards Code,
contains the California Fire Code (CFC), included as Part 9. Updated every three years, the CFC
includes provisions and  standards for emergency planning and  preparedness, fire service
features, fire protection systems, hazardous materials, fire f low requirements, and  fire hydrant
locations and  distribution. Similar to the CBC, the CFC is generally adopted on  a jurisdiction-
by-jurisdiction basis, subject to further modif icat ion based on  local conditions.

Regional

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board

3—126

emergencies. Coltrans is also the  first responder for hazardous material  spills and  releases that
occur on  highways, freeways, and  intercity rail lines. The CHP enforces hazardous materials
and  hazardous waste labeling and  packing regulations designed to prevent leakage and  spills
of materials in  transit and  to provide detai led information to c leanup crews in  the  event of an
accident.

California Building Code

The State of California provided a min imum  standard for building design through the  California
Building Code (CBC), which is found in Title 24, Port 2 of the California Code of Regulations. The
CBC is updated every three years. It is generally adopted on  a jurisdiction-by-jurisdiction basis
and  may be subject to further modif icat ion based on  local conditions. Commercial  and
residential buildings are plan-checked by local City and  county building officials for
compl iance with the typical fire safety requirements of the CBC, including the installation of
sprinklers in all high—rise buildings and the establishment of fire-resistance standards for fire
doors and building materials. Section 414 of the CBC includes requirements for buildings and
structures occupied for the manufacturing, processing, dispensing, use, or storage of
hazardous materials.

California Health and Safety Code

California Health and  Safety Code Chapter 6.95 and  California Code of Regulations Title 19,
Section 2729 set out  the m in imum requirements for business emergency plans and  chemical
inventory reporting. These regulations require businesses to provide emergency response
plans and  procedures, training program information, and  a hazardous material  Chemical
inventory d i sc los ing  haza rdous  mate r ia l s  stored, used,  o r  hand led  on—site. A bus iness  tha t  uses
hazardous materials or a mixture containing hazardous materials must establish and
implement  a business p lan if the  hazardous material  is handled in  certain quantities.

California Fire Code

Cal i fo rn ia  Code of Regula t ions,  Tit le 24, a l so  known as  t he  Ca l i fo rn ia  Bu i ld ing  S tandards  Code,
contains the California Fire Code (CFC), included as Part 9. Updated every three years, the CFC
includes provisions and  standards for emergency planning and  preparedness, fire service
features, fire protection systems, hazardous materials, fire f low requirements, and  fire hydrant
locations and  distribution. Similar to the  CBC, the CFC is generally adopted on  a jurisdiction-
by-jurisdiction basis, subject to further modif icat ion based on  local conditions.

Regional

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board



3-127 
 

The Porter - Cologne Water Quality Control Act established the State Water Resources Control 
Board (SWRCB) and divided the state into nine regional basins, each under the jurisdiction of 
a Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). The Central Valley Regi on (Region 5) is the 
RWQCB that regulates water quality in the Project Area. The Central Valley RWQCB has the 
authority to require groundwater investigations when the quality of groundwater or surface 
waters of the state is threatened, and to require remed iation actions, if necessary.  
 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District  
 
The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD  or Air District ) has primary 
responsibility for control of air pollution from sources other than motor vehicles and consumer 
products (which are the responsibility of CalEPA and California Air Resources Board [CARB]). 
The SJVAPCD is responsible for preparing attainment p lans for non - attainment criteria 
pollutants, control of stationary air pollutant sources, and the issuance of  permits for activities 
including demolition and renovation activitie s affecting asbestos - containing materials 
(District Regulation VII, Rule 7050).  
 
Local  
 
The Tule River Tribe would address hazards and hazardous materials  issues as they occur . 
 

Discussion  
 

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

 
Less Than Significant Impact:  Project construction - related  activities may involve the use 
and transport of  hazardous materials. The use of such materials would be short - term, 
temporary, and intermittent and would cease when construction - related activities are 
completed. As the nature of the Project is pedestrian enhancements/improvements and 
safety oriented, daily operations would not result in the transport, use, or disposal of 
hazardous materials.  Based on the analysis and information provided herein,  the  proposed 
Project would  have  a  less than significant impact.  
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
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:  As noted earlier, the Project site currently contains Tribal 
governance and residential use s, the South Fork of the Tule River, and natural vegetation. 

3-127

The Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act established the State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB) and divided the state into nine regional basins, each under the jurisdiction of
a Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). The Central Valley Region (Region 5) is the
RWQCB that regulates water quality in  the Project Area. The Central Valley RWQCB has the
authority to require groundwater investigations when the quali ty of groundwater or surface
waters of the  state is threatened, and  to require remediat ion actions, if necessary.

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD or Air District) has pr imary
responsibility for control of air pollution f rom sources other than  motor vehicles and  consumer
products (which are the responsibility of CalEPA and California Air Resources Board [CARB]).
The SJVAPCD is responsible for preparing at ta inment plans for non-at ta inment  criteria
pollutants, control of stationary air pollutant sources, and  the issuance of permits for activities
including demolit ion and  renovation activities affecting asbestos-containing materials
(District Regulation VII, Rule 7050).

Local

The Tule River Tribe would address hazards and  hazardous materials issues as  they occur.

Discussion

(1) Would the Project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or  disposal of hazardous materials?

Less Than Significant Impact: Project construction-related activities may involve the use
and  transport of hazardous materials. The use of such materials would be short-term,
temporary, and  intermittent and  would cease when construction-related activities are
completed. As the nature of the  Project is pedestrian enhancements/  improvements and
safety oriented, dai ly operations would not result i n  the transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials. Based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, the  proposed
Project would have a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

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: As noted earlier, the Project site currently contains Tribal
governance and residential uses, the South Fork of the Tule River, and natural vegetation.
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Less Than Significant Impact: Project construction-related activities may involve the use
and  transport of hazardous materials. The use of such materials would be short—term,
temporary, and  intermittent and  would cease when construction-related activities are
completed. As the nature of the Project is pedestrian enhancements/ improvements and
safety oriented, dai ly operations would not  result i n  the transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials. Based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, the  proposed
Project would have a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

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: As noted earlier, the Project site currently contains Tribal
governance and residential uses, the South Fork of the Tule River, and natural vegetation.
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Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 

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 proposed Project is located  approximately 14 miles east of Porterville  
Municipal  Airport and is not located within an airport land use plan  area . Implementation of 
the proposed Project would not result in a  safety hazard or excessive noise for people 
residing or working in the Project area. Based on the analysis and information provided 
herein, there would be no impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
f)  Would the Project  impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 

emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?  
 
Less Than Significant Impact : The Project would not impair or interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or evacuation plan . During construction - related activities and 
depending upon work activity location, it is possible that temporary disruption could occur 
along roadways (North and South Reservation Roads). However, a traffic control plan would 
be implemented to ensure safe  passage in the unlikely occurrence of an emergency event. 
Also, the Project would result in short - term, temporary, and intermittent physical disruptions. 
For example, construction - related activity directly adjacent to roadways could result in 
disruptions;  however, work on the pedestrian bridges  would not.  In addition, the Tule River 
Fire Department would be available to assist in procedure s to ensure consistency with 
emergency response and evacuation needs. Based on the analysis and information 
provided herein , there  would be  a less than significant  impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 

g) Would the Project  expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to significant 
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?  

 
Less than Significant Impact : The Project Site is located in the Federal Responsibility A rea 
thus it is not classified by  Cal Fire  meaning the financial responsibility of preventing and 
suppressing wildfires is primarily the responsibility of a federal agency  (see Fire Hazard 
Severity Zones map at: https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what - we - do/community - wildfire -
preparedness - and - mitigation/fire - hazard - severity - zones ) . The Division of Forestry and 
Wildland Fire Management (DFWFM) oversees the National Indian Forestry and Wildland Fire 
Management Program which is an effort between the U.S. Department of the Interior, the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, and other federal agencie s and tribal governments. The Tule River 
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Mitigation Measures: None Required.

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 proposed Project is located approximately 14 miles east of Porterville
Municipal Airport and  is not  located within an  airport land use p lan  area. Implementat ion of
the  proposed Project would not result i n  a safety hazard or excessive noise for people
residing or working in the Project area. Based on the analysis and information provided
herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

1‘) Would the Project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less Than Significant Impact: The Project would not impair or interfere with an adopted
emergency response p lan or evacuation plan. During construction-related activities and
depending upon work activity location, i t  is possible that  temporary disruption could occur
a long roadways (North and  South Reservation Roads). However, a traffic control p lan  would
be implemented to ensure safe passage in  the unlikely occurrence of an  emergency event.
Also, the  Project would result i n  short—term, temporary,  and  intermittent physical disruptions.
For example, construction—related activity directly adjacent to roadways could result in
disruptions; however, work on  the pedestrian bridges would not. In addition, the  Tule River
Fire Department would be available to assist in  procedures to ensure consistency with
emergency response and  evacuation needs. Based on  the  analysis and  information
provided herein, there would be a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

g)Would the Project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

Less than Significant Impact: The Project Site is located in the Federal Responsibility Area
thus i t  is not classified by Col  Fire meaning the financial responsibility of preventing and
suppressing wildfires is primarily the responsibility of a federal agency (see Fire Hazard
Severity Zones map at: https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we—do/community—wildfire—
preparedness-and-mitigation/fire—hazard-severity-zones). The Division of Forestry and
Wildland Fire Management  (DFWFM) oversees the  National Indian Forestry and  Wildlcmd Fire
Management Program which is an  effort between the U.S. Department of the  Interior, the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, and other federal agencies and tribal governments. The Tule River
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the proposed Project would not  result in  a safety hazard or excessive noise for people
residing or working in  the Project area. Based on  the  analysis and  information provided
herein, there would be no  impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

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

Less Than Significant Impact: The Project would not  impair  or interfere with an  adopted
emergency response p lan or evacuation plan. During construction-related activities and
depending upon  work activity location, i t  is possible that  temporary disruption could occur
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be implemented to ensure safe passage in  the unlikely occurrence of on  emergency event.
Also, the  Project would result in  short-term, temporary,  and  intermittent physical disruptions.
For example, construction—related activity directly adjacent to roadways could result in
disruptions; however, work on  the pedestrian bridges would not. In addition, the Tule River
Fire Department would be available to assist in  procedures to ensure consistency with
emergency response and  evacuation needs. Based on  the analysis and  information
provided herein, there would be a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

g)Would the Project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

Less than Significant Impact: The Project Site is located in the Federal Responsibility Area
thus i t  is not Classified by Cal  Fire meaning the financial responsibility of preventing and
suppressing wildfires is primarily the  responsibility of a federal agency (see Fire Hazard
Severity Zones map at: https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/whot—we—do/community—wildfire—
preparedness-and—mitigation/fire—hazard-severity-zones). The Division of Forestry and
Wildlond Fire Management  (DFWFM) oversees the  National Indian Forestry and  Wildlond Fire
Management Program which is an  effort between the US. Department of the Interior, the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, and other federal agencies and tribal governments. The Tule River

https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones
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Tribe and Reservation is a federally recognized tribe of Native Americans located on the 
eastern side of Tulare County. The Tule River Fire Department supports fire protection 
services within the Reservation . The Tule River Fire Department would likely be the first 
responder to any fire event in the Tule River Reservation; however, if a wildland fire were to 
occur, federal resources would be utilized. As the nature of the Project is pedestrian 
enhancements/improvements to provide a safe walking environment,  the Project in and of 
itself would not expose people or structures to significant risks from wildland fires . Therefore,  
based on the analysis and information provided herein, no impact  would occur . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 
Based on the analysis and information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required . 
 
Cumulative Impact: Potentially Significant.  
 
The cumulative area is limited to the Tule River Reservation. As discussed previously, the nature 
of the  Project (summarized as pedestrian safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges) 
would not result in a significant impact from the increased use of hazardous household 
materials. The Project would not interfere with implementation of emergency response plans. 
In addition, potential project - level impacts associated with hazards and hazardous materials 
would be further reduced through compliance with state and federal regulations. Since 
impacts associated with hazardous materials, are, by their nature, focused on specific sites or 
areas, the less - than - significant impacts from the Project would not contribute t o a cumulative 
increase in hazards in the immediate vicinity outside of the Tule River Reservation or throughout 
the region. Therefore, the potential for cumulative impacts associated with hazards and 
hazardous materials would be less than significant  and no mitigation measures are required . 
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the region. Therefore, the potential for cumulative impacts associated with hazards and
hazardous materials would be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.
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https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd&extent=-120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378
https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd&extent=-120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378
https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd&extent=-120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378
https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd&extent=-120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378
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Dam Inundation  
 
The Project Area is not within the inundation zones in the unlikely event of catastrophic failure 
of  Schafer Dam; therefore , it is not within a Dam Inundation Zone . As noted earlier, the South 
Fork of the Tule River would naturally drain into the Tule River prior to the construction of Schafer 
Dam and the subsequent formation of Lake Success . 
 
Tsunami  
 
A tsunami is a series of traveling ocean waves generated by a rare, catastrophic event, 
including earthquakes, submarine landslides, and submarine or shoreline volcanic eruptions. 
The Project Area is approximately 120 miles east of the Pacific O cean , including the intervening 
Coastal Range  that would serve as a physical barrier to tsunami waters. As such, a tsunami  
event does not represent a threat to the Project site . 
 
Seiche  
 
A seiche is an oscillation of a body of water in an enclosed or semi - enclosed basin such as a 
reservoir, harbor, lake, or storage tank. Seiches can be created by winds, earthquakes, or 
tsunamis. Bodies of water such as bays, harbors, lakes, reservoirs, or large aboveground 
storage tanks can experience seiches. There are no large bodies of water within the Project  
Area that could trigger a seiche.  
 
Regulatory  Setting  
 

Federal  
 
Clean Water Act  

The Clean Water Act (CWA) is enforced by the U.S. EPA and was developed in 1972 to regulate 
discharges of pollutants into the waters of the United States. The Act made it unlawful to 
discharge any pollutant from a point source into navigable waters unless a National Pollution 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit is obtained.  
 
National Flood Insurance Act  
 
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is tasked with responding  to, planning  
for,  recovering  from,  and  mitigating  disasters.  The Federal  Insurance  and Mitigation 
Administration within FEMA is responsible for administering the National Flood Insurance 
Program  (NFIP) and  administering  programs  that  aid  with  mitigating  future  damages  from  
natural  hazards.  
 

3-134

Dam Inundation

The Project Area is not within the  inundation zones in  the  unlikely event of catastrophic failure
of Schafer  Dom;  therefore, i t  i s  not  w i th in  a Dam Inunda t i on  Zone.  As noted ear l ier ,  the  South
Fork of the  Tule River would naturally drain into the  Tule River prior to the  construction of Schafer
Dam and the subsequent formation of Lake Success.

Tsunami

A tsunami is a series of traveling ocean waves generated by a rare, catastrophic event,
including earthquakes, submarine landslides, and submarine or shoreline volcanic eruptions.
The Project Area is approximately 120 miles east of the  Pacific Ocean, including the intervening
Coastal Range that  would serve as  a physical barrier to tsunami waters. As such, a tsunami
event does not represent (:1 threat  to the Project site.

Seiche

A seiche is an  oscillation of a body of water in  an  enclosed or semi-enclosed basin such as  a
reservoir, harbor, lake, or storage tank. Seiches can  be created by winds, earthquakes, or
tsunamis. Bodies of water such as  bays, harbors, lakes, reservoirs, or large aboveground
storage tanks can  experience seiches. There are  no  large bodies of water within the Project
Area that  could trigger a seiche.

Regulatog Setting

Federal

Clean Water Act

The Clean Water Act (CWA) is enforced by the US. EPA and was developed in 1972 to regulate
discharges of pollutants into the waters of the United States. The Act made i t  unlawful to
discharge any  pollutant f rom a point source into navigable waters unless 0| National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit is obtained.

National Flood Insurance Act

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is tasked with responding to, planning
for, recovering from, and  mit igat ing disasters. The Federal Insurance and  Mitigation
Administration within FEMA is responsible for administering the National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIP) and  administering programs that  a id  with mit igat ing future damages from
natural hazards.
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iv. Impede  or  redirect  flood  flows?  
 
Less than Significant Impact : Although t he Site is  near the South Fork of the Tule River  (river) , 
it may temporarily alter the course of the river where the replacement and new pedestrian 
bridges would be located during the short - term, temporary and intermittent construction -
related activities . Possible impediment or redirection of the river could occur depending 
upon the season al flow  when construction - relate d activities occur. Also, the Project site is 
surrounded by existing development that would likely impede or direct flood flows away 
from the site. The nearest National Flood Hazard mapping by the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency  does not include the Tule River Reservation area where the Project will 
be located. (Tule River Indian Reservation, 065066; 06107C1695E6 6/16/2009 a t: 
https://hazards -
fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5
529aa9cd&extent= - 120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-
119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378 ) . However, the adjacent flood map panel shows 
that flooding would be limited to the main channel of the South Fork of the Tule River; it is 
reasonable to infer that based on the similar topography (that is, elevation, slope, and 
channel) where the river flows that potential flooding would be con fined within the river 
channel which is outside of the Project area. As noted earlier, the pedestrian bridges will 
cross the river  and could, depending upon seasonal flow, temporarily impede or redirect 
flows which would be minimized or avoided using typical construction practices specific to 
pedestrian bridge construction. O ther components of the Project would not impede or 
redirect  flood flows . 
 
Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, there would be a less than 
significant  impact  
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 

d)  Would the Project , in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk the release of pollutants 
due to Project  inundation?  
 
No Impact:  The Project is located inland and not near an ocean or large body of water; and 
as such , neither  a tsunami nor seiche  would affect the Project site . Therefore , based on the 
analysis and information provided herein , no impact  would occur . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 

e)  Would  the  Project  conflict  with  or  obstruct  implementation  of  a  water  quality  control  
plan  or sustainable groundwater management plan?  
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iv. Impede or redirect flood flows?

Less than Significant Impact: Although the Site is near the South Fork of the Tule River (river),
i t  may temporari ly alter the  course of the river where the replacement and  new pedestrian
bridges would be located during the short-term, temporary and  intermittent construction-
related activities. Possible impediment or redirection of the river could occur depending
upon the seasonal f low when construction-related activities occur. Also, the  Project site is
surrounded by existing development that  would likely impede or direct f lood flows away
from the site. The nearest National Flood Hazard mapp ing  by the Federal Emergency
Management  Agency does not include the  Tule River Reservation area where the  Project will
be located. (Tule River Indian Reservation, 065066; 0610701695E6 6/16/2009 at:
httpstazards-
femamapsorcgis.com/apps/weboppviewer/index.htmI?id=8b00db51996444d4879338b5
5290090d&extent=-120225817577614413677078148069618,-
119605090038552053704530192606378). However, the adjacent f lood map  panel  shows
t ha t  f l ood ing  wou ld  be l im i ted  to the  ma in  Channe l  of the  South  Fork of t he  Tule River; i t  i s
reasonable to infer that  based on  the similar topography ( that  is, elevation, slope, and
Channel) where the river flows that potential flooding would be confined within the river
Channel which is outside of the Project area. As noted earlier, the pedestrian bridges will
cross the river and  could, depending upon  seasonal flow, temporari ly impede or redirect
flows which would be minimized or avoided using typical construction practices specific to
pedestrian br idge construction. Other components of the Project would not impede or
redirect flood flows.

Therefore, based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would be a less than
significant impact

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

d) Would the Project, in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk the release of pollutants
due to Project inundation?

No Impact: The Project is located inland and  not near an  ocean or large body of water; and
as  such, neither a tsunami nor seiche would affect the Project site. Therefore, based on  the
analysis and  information provided herein, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

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

a)  Would  the  Project  physically  divide  an  established  community?  
 

No Impact : As noted earlier,  the nature of the Project  ( that is, pedestrian safety enhancements 
and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths ), would  not  physically  divide  an  established  
community.  This objective is consistent with the Road Safety Plan as noted earlier SCE. To 
reiterate, the  goal for the Road Safety Plan is to increase traffic safety and significantly 
improve the quality of life for Tribal members and the general public . As such, t he Project 
would complement the existing uses and would provide connectivity with adjacent Tribal 
governance uses, an elementary school, office/commercial uses, and other uses . There fore,  
based on the analysis and information provided herein, no impact  would  occur . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
b)  Would  the  Project  cause  a  significant  environmental  impact  due  to  a  conflict  with  any  land  

use  plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect?  

 
No Impact : As previously noted, the nature of the Project  is pedestrian safety enhancements 
using pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, paths, signage, etc. As such, t he Project would not 
conflict with land use  plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental  effect. Rather, the Project would fulfill the objectives of many 
active transportation plans (ATP) such as the Tule River Indian Reservation ATP plan 
(December 2022); California Transportation Plan 2050 (CTP 2021); 2018 Sustainable 
Transportation/Circulation Element (ST/CE) of Tule River Comprehensive Mast er Plan, Tule 
River Tribal Transportation Safety Assessment (T2SA 2016); Tulare County Association of 
Governments (TCAG) Regional Active Transportation Plan ((RATP) 2016, 2017, 2020); 2018 and 
2022 Tulare County Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Com munities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS). Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, the Project 
would have no impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 
Based on the analysis and information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required . 
 
Cumulative Impact: No Impact  
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Discussion

(1) Would the Project physically divide an  established community?

No Impact: As noted earlier, the nature of the Project (that is, pedestrian safety enhancements
and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths), would not physically divide an  established
community.  This objective is consistent with the Road Safety Plan as  noted earlier SCE. To
reiterate, the goal  for the Road Safety Plan is to increase traffic safety and  significantly
improve the quali ty of life for Tribal members and  the general public. As such, the  Project
would complement  the existing uses and  would provide connectivity with adjacent Tribal
governance uses, an  e lementary  school ,  o f f ice/commerc ia l  uses, and  o ther  uses. Therefore,
based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

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

No Impact: As previously noted, the  nature of the  Project is pedestrian safety enhancements
using pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, paths, signage, etc. As such, the  Project would not
conflict with land use plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect. Rather, the Project would fulfill the objectives of many
active transportation plans (ATP) such as  the Tule River Indian Reservation ATP p lan
(December 2022); California Transportation Plan 2050 (CTP 202]); 2018 Sustainable
Transportation/Circulation Element (ST/CE) of Tule River Comprehensive Master Plan, Tule
River Tribal Transportation Safety Assessment (T2SA 2016); Tulare County Association of
Governments (TCAG) Regional Active Transportation Plan ((RATP) 2016, 2017, 2020); 2018 and
2022 Tulare County Regional Transportation Plon/  Sustainable Communit ies Strategy
(RTP/SCS). Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, the Project
would have no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required.

Cumulative Impact: No Impact
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The geographic context for the cumulative land use and planning is limited to the Tule River 
Reservation area . The land use analysis  determined that the proposed Project would not divide 
an established community or conflict with established plans, policies, and regulations, in or 
outside the Tule River Reservation , adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect. The Project  would not create substantial land use impacts. As previously 
noted, the nature of the Project is pedestrian safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges, 
sidewalks, paths, signage, etc. A lso as previously noted, the Project would fulfill the objectives 
of many active transportation plans (ATP) such as the Tule River Indian Reservation ATP plan 
(December 2022); California Transportation Plan 2050 (CTP 2021); 2018 Sustainable 
Transportation/Circulation Element (ST/CE) of Tule River C omprehensive Master Plan, Tule River 
Tribal Transportation Safety Assessment (T2SA 2016); Tulare County Association of 
Governments (TCAG) Regional Active Transportation Plan ((RATP) 2016, 2017, 2020 ); 2018 and 
2022 Tulare County Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS). Therefore, the proposed Project would provide a benefit rather than result in a n 
adverse contribution to cumulative impacts related to land use changes  and would result in 
no cumulative impact . 
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The geographic context for the  cumulat ive land use and  planning is l imited to the Tule River
Reservation area. The land use analysis determined that  the proposed Project would not  divide
an  established communi ty  or conflict with established plans, policies, and  regulations, i n  or
outside the Tule River Reservation, adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect. The Project would not create substantial land use impacts. As previously
noted, the nature of the Project is pedestrian safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges,
sidewalks, paths, signage, etc. Also as  previously noted, the  Project would fulfill the  objectives
of many  active transportation plans (ATP) such as  the Tule River Indian Reservation ATP p lan
(December 2022); California Transportation Plan 2050 (CTP 2021); 2018 Sustainable
Transpor ta t ion /C i rcu la t ion  E lemen t  (ST/CE) of Tule  River Comprehens ive  Master  Plan,  Tule  River
Tribal Transportation Safety Assessment (T2SA 2016); Tulare County Association of
Governments (TCAG) Regional Active Transportation Plan ((RATP) 2016, 2017, 2020); 2018 and
2022 Tulare County Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communit ies Strategy
(RTP/SCS). Therefore, the proposed Project would provide a benefit rather than result in an
adverse contribution to cumulative impacts related to land use changes and would result in
no cumulative impact.
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called propagation. As vibration waves propagate from a source, the energy is spread over an 
ever - increasing area such that the energy level striking a given point is reduced with the 
distance from the energy source. This geometric spreading loss is  inversely proportional to the 
square of the distance. Wave energy is also reduced with distance as a result of material 
damping in the form of internal friction, soil layering, and void spaces. The amount of 
attenuation provided by material damping varies with s oil type and condition as well as the 
frequency of the wave.  
 
EXISTING CONDITIONS 
 
Primary noise sources in the Project Area is limited to  traffic on local roadways  (for example, 
North and South Reservation Roads) , The Project site is located adjacent to a natural sound 
source (rather than a noise source  which is unwanted sound )  from the South Fork of the Tule 
River. 
 
Noise - Sensitive Receptors   
 
As noted earlier, c ertain land uses, such as residences, schools, and hospitals, are particularly 
sensitive to noise and vibration. Noise sensitive receptors within the Project Area include 
residences, Tribal Governance uses,  an elementary  school, a daycare center, recreational 
areas , and local commercial uses of the Village a rea . These uses are regarded as sensitive 
because they are where citizens most frequently engage in activities that are likely to be 
disturbed by noise, such as reading, studying, slee ping, resting, or otherwise engaging in quiet 
or passive recreation. Commercial and industrial uses are not particularly sensitive to noise or 
vibration.  
 
Regulatory  Setting  
 
Federal  
 
United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)  
 
The USEPA has identified the relationship between noise levels and human response. The USEPA 
has determined that over a 24 hour period, a Leq of 70 dBA will result in some hearing loss. 
Interference with activity and annoyance will not occur if exterior le vels are maintained at a 
Leq of 55 dBA and interior levels at or below 45 dBA. While these levels are relevant for planning 
and design and useful for informational purposes, they are not land use planning criteria 
because they do not consider economic cost , technical feasibility, or the needs of the 
community. The USEPA also has set 55 dBA Ldn as the basic goal for exterior residential noise 
intrusion. However, other federal agencies, in consideration of their own program requirements 
and goals, as well as difficulty of actually achieving a goal of 55 dBA Ldn, have settled on the 
65 dBA Ldn level as their standard. At 65 dBA Ldn, activity interference is kept to a minimum, 
and annoyance levels are still low. It is also a level that can realistically be achie ved.  
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dBA CNEL or higher. Under the performance method, a project must demonstrate that interior 
noise levels do not exceed 50 dBA Leq(1hr).  
 
Local  
 

None that apply to the Project.  

 
Discussion  
 

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 : As previously noted, the nature of the Project is pedestrian 
safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, paths, signage, etc.  As such, 
Project construction is anticipated to last approximately 12 months  and will involve temporary , 
short - term, and intermittent  noise sources. The Project  could result in two types of temporary 
noise impacts during construction: (1) the transport of workers and movement of materials to 
and from the site could incrementally increase noise levels along local access roads; and (2) 
noise would be generated from  activities related to site preparation, grading, and/or physical 
construction. Construction is performed in distinct steps, each of which has its own mix of 
equipment, and consequently, its own nois e characteristics. Table 3- 8, Construction 
Equipment Noise Emission Levels, lists typical construction equipment noise levels 
recommended for noise - impact assessments, based on a distance of 50 feet between the 
equipment and noise receptor. The average noise levels generated by construction 
equipment that could be used in the proposed Project are shown below.  

 

Table 3- 8: Noise Equipment Levels  
Type of Equipment  dBA at 50 feet  

Air Compressors 81 
Excavators 81 

Cranes 83 
Forklifts 75 

Generators 81 
Pavers 89 
Rollers 74 
Dozers 85 
Loaders 85 

Backhoes 80 
Graders 85 
Scrapers 89 

Source: Federal Highway Administration Construction 
Noise Handbook. 

3-154

dBA CNEL or higher. Under the performance method, a project must  demonstrate that  interior
noise levels do not exceed 50 dBA Leq(1hr).

Local

None that  app ly  to the Project.

Discussion

0) 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: As previously noted, the nature of the Project is pedestrian
safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, paths, signage, etc. As such,
Project construction is anticipated to last approximately 12 months and  will involve temporary,
short—term, and  intermittent noise sources. The Project could result in  two types of temporary
noise impacts during construction: (1) the  transport of workers and  movement of materials to
and from the site could incrementally increase noise levels along local access roads; and (2)
noise would be generated from activities related to site preparation, grading, and /  or physical
construction. Construction is performed in  distinct steps, each of which has its own mix of
equipment, and  consequently, its own noise characteristics. Table 3-8, Construction
Equipment Noise Emission Levels, lists typical construction equipment noise levels
recommended for noise-impact assessments, based on  a distance of 50 feet between the
equipment and  noise receptor. The average noise levels generated by construction
equipment that  could be used in  the proposed Project are shown below.

Table 3-8: Noise Equipment Levels
Type of Equipment dBA at 50 feet

Air Compressors 81
Excavators 81

Cranes 83
Forklifts 75

Generators 81
Pavers 89
Rollers 74
Dozers 85
Loaders 85

Backhoes 80
Graders 85
Scrapers 89

Source: Federal Highway Administration Construction
Noise Handbook.

3—154

dBA CNEL or higher. Under the performance method, a project must  demonstrate that interior
noise levels do not exceed 50 dBA Leq(1hr).

Local

None that  app ly  to the  Project.

Discussion

0) 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: As previously noted, the nature of the Project is pedestrian
safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, paths, signage, etc.  As such,
Project construction is anticipated to last approximately 12 months and  will involve temporary,
short—term, and  intermittent noise sources. The Project could result in  two types of temporary
noise impacts  during construction: (1) the transport of workers and  movement of materials to
and  from the site could incrementally increase noise levels along local access roads; and  (2)
noise would be generated from activities related to site preparation, grading, and /  or physical
construction. Construction is performed in distinct steps, each of which has its own mix of
equipment, and  consequently, its own noise characteristics. Table 3-8, Construction
Equipment Noise Emission Levels, lists typical construction equipment noise levels
recommended for noise-impact assessments, based on  0 distance of 50 feet between the
equipment and  noise receptor. The average noise levels generated by construction
equipment that  could be used in  the proposed Project are shown below.

Table 3-8: Noise Equipment Levels
Type of Equipment dBA at 50 feet

Air Compressors 81
Excavators 81

Cranes 83
Forklifts 75

Generators 81
Pavers 89
Rollers 74
Dozers 85
Loaders 85

Backhoes 80
Graders 85
Scrapers 89

Source: Federal Highway Administration Construction
Noise Handbook.







https://censusreporter.org/profiles/25200US4300R-tule-river-reservation/
https://censusreporter.org/profiles/25200US4300R-tule-river-reservation/




3-159 
 

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

 
No Impact:  The nature of the Project can be summarized as  pedestrian safety 
enhancements using pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, paths, signage, etc. ). As such, the 
Project would  not involve the removal of existing residences and would not  displace  any 
people. There fore,  based on the analysis and information provided herein, no impact  would 
occur . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
Based on the analysis and information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required.  
 
Cumulative Impact: No Impact  
 
The cumulative area is limited to the Tule River Reservation. As noted earlier, t he nature of the 
Project can be summarized as  pedestrian safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges, 
sidewalks, paths, signage, etc.). As described in impact discussions Item a) and Item b) , 
implementation of the Project would not induce a substantial amount of unplanned population 
growth or growth for which inadequate planning has occurred, or displace substantial 
numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construc tion of replacement housing 
elsewhere. Rather, the Project would provide connectivity to existing Tribal Governance uses, 
commercial uses, residential and other uses within the Village area where the Project will be 
located. As noted earlier, the Project would fulfill the objectives of several Active Transportation 
Plans by providing walkable  and cycling options that include enhanced safety features.  
Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, the Project would not result 
in a cumulatively considerable impact to population and housing, and there would be no 
cumulative impact . 
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i. Fire  protection?  
Less Than  Significant  Impact:  As previously noted, the nature of the Project can be 
summarized as pedestrian safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and 
paths that would not result in a substantial impact to fire protection facilities or capabilities. 
Also noted earlier, t he Project site is served by the Tule River Fire Department (TRFD), which 
will continue to provide fire protection services upon development of the Project.  Therefore, 
based on the analysis and information provided herein, the impact would be less than 
significant.  
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 
ii. Police  protection?  
Less Than  Significant  Impact:  As previously noted, the nature of the Project can be 
summarized as pedestrian safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and 
paths that would not result in a substantial impact to police protection facilities or 
capabilities. Also noted earlier, the Project site is served by the Tule River Trib al  Police 
Department (TR TPD), which will continue to provide police protection services upon 
development of the Project  Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided 
herein, the impact would b e less than significant.  

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 
iii. Schools?  
 
No Impact:  As previously noted, the nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian 
safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths  that encourage active 
walking and cycling . As such, the Project would not generate additional school - aged 
students and would not result to an increase in enrollment at local schools.  
 
Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein,  ther e would be no  impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
iv. Parks?  
 
No Impact:  The nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian safety 
enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking 
and cycling . As such,  it is unlikely that the Project would not generate  additional population 
increase s that would result in the need for addition al  park land.  
 
Therefore, based on the analysis and information herein, the Project would result in no 
impact . 
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Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 

v. Other  public  facilities?  
 

No Impact : The nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian safety 
enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking 
and cycling.  As the Project would not result in new residents or a population increase on or 
near the Project Site , it can reasonably be inferred that the Project would result in no 
increased demand of other public facilities including school s, parks, or other recreation 
facilities. Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, impacts would 
be less than significant . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 

Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 
Based on the analysis and information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required.  
 
Cumulative Impact: Less than Significant  
 
The cumulative  area is limited to the Tule River Reservation . The nature of the Project can be 
summarized as pedestrian safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and 
paths that encourage active walking and cycling. Regarding schools, parks, or other public 
facilities, as note d  earlier,  the nature of the Project would not result in a population increase 
that could subsequently result in a change to or demand for new (or expanded) facilities of 
schools, parks or other public facilities. There wou ld be no cumulative to these resources.  
Regarding fire and police protection services, both would continue to provide these services 
regardless of the Project and would not be substantially or adversely affected upon Project 
completion. Hypothetically, it is possible that a construction - related  accident/incident may 
occur; however, both the TRFD and the TRPD have the training, equipment, and personnel to 
adequately respond in a timely manner. Therefore,  the Project would not result in a 
cumulatively conside rable impact to fire and police protection services . As such , based on the 
analysis and information provided herein, cumulative impacts would be less than significant .   
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Mitigation Measures: None Required.
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schools, parks or other publ ic facilities. There would be no  cumulat ive to these resources.
Regarding fire and police protection services, both would continue to provide these services
regardless of the Project and  would not be substantially or adversely affected upon Project
completion. Hypothetically, i t  is possible that  a construction-related accident /  incident may
occur; however, both the TRFD and  the TRPD have the  training, equipment, and  personnel to
adequately respond in  a t imely manner. Therefore, the Project would not  result i n  a
cumulatively considerable impact  to fire and  police protection services. As such, based on  the
analysis and  information provided herein, cumulative impacts would be less than significant.
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Mitigation Measures: None Required.

v. Other public facilities?

No Impact: The nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian safety
enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking
and  cycling. As the Project would not result i n  new residents or a populat ion increase on  or
near the Project Site, i t  can  reasonably be inferred that  the  Project would result in  no
increased demand of other public facilities including schools, parks, or other recreation
facilities. Therefore, based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, impacts  would
be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required.

Cumulative Impact: Less than Significant

The cumulat ive area is l imited to the Tule River Reservation. The nature of the Project can  be
summarized as  pedestrian safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and
paths that  encourage active walking and  cycling. Regarding schools, parks, or other publ ic
facilities, as  noted earlier, the nature of the Project would not  result in  a populat ion increase
that  could subsequently result in  0 change to or demand  for new (or expanded) facilities of
schools, parks or other public facilities. There would be no  cumulat ive to these resources.
Regarding fire and  police protection services, both would continue to provide these services
regardless of the Project and  would not be substantially or adversely affected upon Project
completion. Hypothetically, i t  is possible that  a construction-related accident/ incident may
occur; however, both the TRFD and  the TRPD have the training, equipment, and  personnel to
adequately respond in  a t imely manner. Therefore, the Project would not  result in  a
cumulatively considerable impact  to fire and  police protection services. As such, based on  the
analysis and  information provided herein, cumulative impacts would be less than significant.
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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 nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian safety 
enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking 
and cycling. As such, it precludes the potential for increases in population that are typically 
the result of development of residences . The Project would not include any recreational 
facilities or require the construction or expansion of any recreational facilities which might 
have an adverse physical effect on the environment . Also, see Item XV a.iv.).  Therefore, 
based  on the analysis and information provided herein, there would be no  impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 
Based on the analysis and information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required . 
 
Cumulative Impact: No Impact.  
 
The cumulative area is limited to the Tule River Reservation. As noted earlier, t he nature of the 
Project can be summarized as pedestrian safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, 
sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking and cycling. The nature of the Project 
would not result in a population increase that could subsequently increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks to the extent that substantial physical deterioration would 
occur or be accelerated , nor would it include any recreational facilities or require the 
construction or expansion of any recreational  facilities which might have an adverse physical 
effect on the environment. Therefore,  based on the analysis and information provided herein, 
the Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable impact to park and recreational 
facilities and there would be no cumulative impacts  associated with the Project . 
 
  

3-166

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 nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian safety
enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking
and  cycling. As such, i t  precludes the potential for increases in  populat ion that  are  typically
the  result of development of residences. The Project would not include any  recreational
facilities or require the construction or expansion of any  recreational facilities which migh t
have an  adverse physical effect on  the environment. Also, see I tem XV a.iv.). Therefore,
based on  the  ana lys is  and  in fo rmat ion  provided here in ,  there  wou ld  be no  impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required.

Cumulative Impact: No Impact.

The cumulat ive area is l imited to the  Tule River Reservation. As noted earlier, the  nature of the
Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges,
sidewalks, and  paths that  encourage active walking and  cycling. The nature of the Project
would not result in  a populat ion increase that  could subsequently increase the use of existing
neighborhood and  regional parks to the extent that  substantial physical deterioration would
occur or be accelerated, nor would i t  include any  recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of any  recreational facilities which migh t  have an  adverse physical
effect on  the  environment. Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information provided herein,
the Project would not result i n  a cumulatively considerable impact to park and  recreational
facilities and  there would be no cumulative impacts associated with the  Project.
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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 nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian safety
enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking
and  cycling. As such, i t  precludes the potential for increases in  populat ion that  are  typically
the result of development of residences. The Project would not  include any  recreational
facilities or require the construction or expansion of any  recreational facilities which might
have on  adverse physical effect on  the environment. Also, see I tem XV o.iv.). Therefore,
based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required.

Cumulative Impact: No Impact.

The cumulat ive area is l imited to the  Tule River Reservation. As noted earlier, the nature of the
Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges,
sidewalks, and  paths that  encourage act ive walking and  cycling. The nature of the Project
would not result in  a populat ion increase that  could subsequently increase the use of existing
neighborhood and  regional parks to the extent tha t  substantial physical deterioration would
occur or be accelerated, nor would i t  include any  recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of any  recreational facilities which migh t  have an  adverse physical
effect on  the environment. Therefore, based on  the analysis and  information provided herein,
the  Project would not result i n  a cumulatively considerable impact  to park and  recreational
facilities and  there would be no cumulative impacts associated with the  Project.
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Figure 3- 3 Existing Conditions  

 
Note: Figure 2 - 7 depicts the pedestrian bridge prior to its destruction by Tule River floodwaters  
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Figure  3 - 4 : Existing pedestrian bridge condition facing south  
 

 
Source: CRA prepared by Soar Environmental  Consulting;  Appendix C  

  

3-171

Figure 3-4: Existing pedestrian bridge condition facing south

.I L..

.qr- '-

IX
’

.

..
 

’L
“

r ;

.' E-

' ‘__.'.'.
’r -. '.

I ' l l "

It;

l ' . ." . I .

' a. '

Sourcé: CRA

_.
 

E
?

 
1'3

:

5|. .
1* v5. ' .'r

-—. ' ~,' 1 'r'i‘a-

,--~' rt -
“,3 - ‘- '.-'T I in:

533-”  ; " "I'l:- .1 1-

uf‘.

' .

u." L .I .  i
J I

prepared by Soar Environmental Consulting; Appendix C

.--. - l- u
5 I t ' s .  I4 ’¢ ‘ -a . ' . '  '

"I I . . . ' . -
. : . _J . ,  I |

I -  .-l . .-
|

3—171

Figure 3-4: Existing pedestrian bridge condition facing south
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Figure  3 - 5: Existing pedestrian bridge condition facing northwest  
 

 
Source: : CRA prepared by Soar Environmental Consulting ; Appendix C )  
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Figure 3- 5: Existing pedestrian bridge condition facing northwest
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Figure 3- 5: Existing pedestrian bridge condition facing northwest
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Figure 3- 6 Aerial View of Project Area Existing Conditions  
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Figure 3- 7 Aerial View of The Village Existing Conditions  

 
 
Truck Routes  
 
None that would apply to the Project.  
 
Rail  
 
None that would apply to the Project.  
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities  
 
The are no pedestrian  sidewalks or bicycle facilitie s within the Project area. The intent of the 
Project can be summarized as providing pedestrian enhancement in the form of sidewalks, a 

3-174

Figure 3-7 Aerial View of The Village Existing Conditions
‘ V.  _

- 1" - ’ . . A." -

.2“ - Health .~: . '5‘,
‘ l '  ' - ~ . ivw *wwm ' . "-

; . ‘ II ' ' " . -  n- . ‘ _ r 4‘ _ . _ _ h _

fir‘h“: i 1‘ l ”  ’C . ‘7" \h 4 b. A
~ - “I“ ‘ 1‘ II“.I|' . I, ' r p ' ' f . ' J.

\‘v II: 3 p v '  ||‘“'I‘lll1ml . \ l . 3.5. :1 i w. 
p 'fl /

.17 I '- ' .' - D. H‘\ v I“ . #5: I |

_ . I  1 W: :1 f '2‘ h l. J
3 ' ; ‘Q-  . I t

. A?" j .- ‘ _ I ‘ *

I . J -  
1‘ "' - fl ” ;  _ f‘...' ‘

* t" '~' "‘5‘.z . -. . .‘ ' ”a";..-r-- -, Tribal hall ,1. R, -- -
gr _ ' .3 (To be reloaated to the ~ w 5-

1L.- a'jfi --' ‘ " existing Eagle Mountain Hz"
' _ ' "'o' Casino. Building to be a: I .

; W re-purposed as additional N ‘1‘.” .
a - . _ w,  youth services faciiity)

Education Center ‘9 ' . _ _ 1.; :7... . a;
. .- - } § * :  *4 "  i in 2 a ‘  ~ '- \ ‘ 1 '

-_ .3! ma  \ “ an . . .  '‘ r§‘, . ‘l ”I ~ ’ ’ -. - . ~~  .

"T ‘ i  H.  w , W ~ N
. - . u 

{ 1 "  r r

" ' 1"“ ‘nL 0 .

s. r ., ' off i
7'» ' 3" . ' ..

‘ 1 ‘ .  ‘ iþ ‘ l -  ' - ' ' .—

Jr1\ fl ' : '."-. '-_ ' x, ' . Veterans CenterW 'gFF. “a; ~ . . H, a. . 3-3;. 3.53;. .-
.. ‘5 +£ t  \ Swn m End  [2: '3. '

. ’ .  H . . - ' -w"+" ‘  .". I ' ‘ '1 ' ‘ ' I .  'r. - I .  i I I . . .  . '  ' . If J,» .. , - .. a

G mnasium ' f- " *2 ;  " .
. i ‘ y  . .  _\ ‘ ‘ I . ' .  ‘ ‘ __  . I? ‘Q' _ ‘  If _,

. I _ ._
‘ I ' v - ;.- ' -‘ “ .

‘ Housing Auth . .
\. C .

. ._  . . . -_. _

lEGEND
- - - High Use Route With No Pedestrian Facilities or Street nhts - Poor Visibility of Pedestrians When Backing Up I
_ ... .. High Speed Traffic Confusing Parking Layout 8: Design

Illmlmlmlmm High Volume Crosslng by Youth - H'Q" Use Destination
. .  . . . .  Existing Informa| Dirt Trall E Area of High Pedestrian Accidents

||| Speed Bump II Existing Pedestrian Bridge In Poor Condition

Truck Routes

None that would apply  to the Project.

Rail

None that  would apply  to the Project.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

The are no  pedestrian sidewalks or bicycle facilities within the Project area. The intent of the
Project can  be summarized as  providing pedestrian enhancement in  the  form of sidewalks, a

3—174

Figure 3-7 Aerial View of The Village Existing Conditions
t V _

l . t

‘fi  H ‘ ”K I: _ ‘ . \ "  — '

,3? g, ,. . ‘ _ .. «5 _,.~- ’— Health 6 :r
"E  "> a" ‘t . ‘ ' " J ' ‘ . a wisw  “W; “3"...“ V a w.A. .. . , o . f | » . .. . -

. A,  l .  .;l " I  ‘. ‘ L  ' ‘ 1 . ' |  \ ‘ 4 l ‘ 4 ‘

‘ I L? "  N “  J 1 I ‘ þ | . .  $1 , J r  ‘0'.
l \ ‘ I " , ‘ - . . qr . J .

g . - a z .. x: J ,. ,4 III|'"““:uml ' ' o \ .449" in ,4/a} !  - , 5.3x ,, mmlmlllu . :4!- ' , ‘ r’ '-
fi .  ‘ l . ' h ' .‘ N. ' ' a v I.“ . ‘ P

I ‘ . l . . .  ‘. I .l . I  ‘ V . ‘ 7 .  ‘ ’ r

' If" ‘ . W a ‘ » ' V N . 4 .  “ ~ .
‘ ,- ” a  ‘ C51 '3'? 2‘ v

. I ' '- . 1.1!. O ’1 "«5v, 3 «a . . -. I»
. ,  . . ' - “ ' r '  "-3d l i, ‘ , , -

‘ a t :  V A .- E"  -... , “Ti - - '  Ill: -- 2:9 . . . ~- \ '»> \~
:-' ' a. 2" ‘. Tribal CounCIl , .  , , -
“ . ' k .2 (To be relocated to the ~ ‘ f-

" I " ‘ existing Eagle Mountain a:
. ‘33“ . - . Casino. Bullding to be ‘1: _ ; '

': 1 3-» repurposed as additional . P, *7 A‘
‘ youth services facility)

Education Center .— _ _ - __, v— -
. - “Ez 'fi ’ l  . .  . 'm ' i.

.. .—' _& ~- “ I ;. 5"  ' . ~

\ v - I :  I : 5  ‘ 

I «4  ¢

‘ . .-

5. I ' fl!" \i;- ' q.- ‘ _.
.r-J ’ - ,

= —__ \ ---_ ' , Veterans Center
fir; gfi " ha;?;.#~ - pf, ‘ :, . S"): mg»; -‘i

, ' ‘ \ WI In r1 e \.
L ,  ’ :0 . . '  'I. I .  / ‘ ’ . l t  - . I ‘ ' V V.

a  Gymnasium 4:; _ -~§‘.fl.,_ ,
i I ' t ' , I “  l ‘ -  ' 1 A ‘ . l ‘  I V

I - : ' . \ . ’ -  ' - V
\ ' . ' t . I ,  - ‘I I . ‘  . : ‘ - _  - _

‘ Housing Authori  . .
\_ t o

. .. . . . -  .o 1

lEGEND
- - - High Use Route With No Pedestrian Facilities or Street Lights -

- - - High Speed Traffic
mummmnmu High  Volume Cl’OSSIþQ by Youth - nh  Use Destination

. . . . . . Existing |nforma| om Trall E Area of High Pedestrian Accidents
||| Speed Bump II Existing Pedestrian Bridge In Poor Condition

Poor Visibility of Pedestrians When Backing Up f
Confusing Parking Layout 8: Design

Truck Routes

None that  would apply  to the  Project.

Rail

None that  would apply  to the  Project.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

The are no  pedestrian sidewalks or bicycle facilities within the Project area. The intent of the
Project can  be summarized as  providing pedestrian enhancement in  the  form of sidewalks, a







https://catc.ca.gov/programs/active-transportation-program


http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/ATP.htm
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/f0004899_ctp2040_a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/f0004899_ctp2040_a11y.pdf






https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-20181/
https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-20181/


https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-2022/chapter-d-action-element/
https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-2022/chapter-d-action-element/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1eHI1QA21_cb2Bgs_WoDP9VeHoVVUX11w/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1eHI1QA21_cb2Bgs_WoDP9VeHoVVUX11w/view
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Along with the bike safety program, the Tule River Indian Tribe will implement a community 
awareness program to educate Tribal members on the health and environmental benefits of 
cycling and the availability of the bike system and support facilities.  
 
Pedestrian System  
 
CP 4.1 Sidewalk Facilities  
The Tule River Indian Tribe shall support pedestrian activity through the development of 
sidewalks in activity centers and new developments. Sidewalks shall be developed to provide 
for all - weather movements and be a minimum of 5 feet in width. Location sho uld reflect the 
terrain, available road width and pedestrian and vehicle safety.  
 
CP 4.2 Road Shoulders  
Because of the rural nature of the Reservation, the road system represents a significant part of 
the pedestrian system. The Tule River Indian Tribe shall improve pedestrian mobility by 
development of the Reservation road shoulders to support better pedestr ian movement.  
 
CP 4.3 Focus Areas  
The Tule River Indian Tribe shall develop a sidewalk system within the Governments Center to 
support the pedestrian activity associated with the Education Center, the Medical Center, the 
Government Center and the future Cultural Center. This pedestrian sys tem shall include 
crosswalks and traffic calming facilities.  
 
Multi - Use Trail System  
 
CP 5.1 Multi- use Trails  
The Tule River Indian Tribe shall develop multi - use corridors composed of hiking, equestrian, 
biking and pedestrians.  
 
CP 5.1 Tule River Trail 
A multi - use trail along the Tule River corridor shall form the backbone of the trail system. Other 
trails shall be developed to provide access to the Specific Plan areas and the Reservation back 
country.  
 
CP 5.2 Horse and Hiking Trails  
The Tule River Indian Tribe shall also support the development of a horse and hiking trail system, 
which provides access to the activity centers within the Reservation along with open space in 
the back country.  
 
Greenhouse Gas[es]  
 
CP 6.1 Global Warming Solutions (AB 32)  
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https://lci.ca.gov/docs/20180416-743_Technical_Advisory_4.16.18.pdf
https://lci.ca.gov/docs/20180416-743_Technical_Advisory_4.16.18.pdf
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The cumulative area is limited to the Tule River Reservation. As noted earlier, the nature of the 
Project can be summarized as pedestrian safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, 
sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking and cycling. As such, the Project w ould not 
conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including 
transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities ; it w ould not conflict or be inconsistent with 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, Subdivi sion (b) ; it w ould no t substantially increase hazards 
due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses ; and it wo uld not result in inadequate emergency access . Also noted earlier, 
the Project would develop and encourage the use of a multi - modal approach that includes 
pedestrian and cycling with enhanced safety components.  Therefore, based on the analysis 
and information provided herein, the Project would not result in a cumulatively considerable 
impact t o the Transportation resource and there would be no cumulative impacts  associated 
with the Project.  
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result in a less than significant impact with mitigation measures  that would be implemented 
as applicable.  
 
  

3-197

result i n  a less than significant impact with mitigation measures that  would be implemented
as  applicable.

3—197

result in a less than significant impact with mitigation measures that would be implemented
as applicable.





https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/news/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/departments/publicworks/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/departments/publicworks/


https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/enviromental/




https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Oit9kye2D8Hvp2LBQsVQaITor7Pttdwv/view
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the SWRCB prior to the start of construction. The PRDs include a notice of intent, risk assessment, 
site map, Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), annual fee, and a signed certification 
statement.  
 
Applicants must also demonstrate conformance with applicable best management practices 
(BMPs) and prepare a SWPPP containing a site map that shows the construction site perimeter, 
existing and proposed buildings, lots, roadways, stormwater collection, and discharge points, 
general topography both before and after construction, and drainage patterns across the 
project site. The SWPPP must list BMPs that would be implemented to prevent soil erosion and 
discharge of other construction - related pollutants that c ould contaminate nearby water 
resources. Additionally, the SWPPP must contain a visual monitoring program, a chemical 
monitoring program for nonvisible pollutants if there is a failure of the BMPs, and a sediment 
monitoring plan if the site discharges dire ctly to a water body listed on the 303(d) list for 
sediment. Some sites also currently require implementation of a Rain Event Action Plan. A new 
Construction General Permit is expected to be issued by the SWRCB in July 2022.  
 
Regional /Local  
 
None that apply to the Project.  
 
Solid Waste  
 
Federal  
 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976  
 
The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (Title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations), Part 258, contains regulations for municipal solid waste landfills and requires 
states to implement their own permitting programs incorporating the federal la ndfill criteria. 
The federal regulations address the location, operation, design (liners, leachate collection, run -
off control, etc.), groundwater monitoring, and closure of landfills.  
 
State  
 
Sanitary District Act of 1923  
 
The Sanitary District Act of 1923 (Health and Safety Code Section 6400 et seq.) authorizes the 
formation of sanitation districts and enforces the sanitation districts to construct, operate, and 
maintain facilities for  the collection, treatment, and disposal of wastewater. This Act was 
amended in 1949 to allow the sanitation districts to also provide solid waste management and 
disposal services, including refuse transfer and resource recovery.  
 
Local  

3-204

t he  SWRCB pr io r  to the  start  of const ruc t ion .  The  PRDs i nc l ude  a not ice of in tent ,  r isk assessment ,
s i te  map,  Storm Water Pol lu t ion Prevent ion P lan  (SWPPP), annua l  fee, and  a s igned  cer t i f icat ion
statement.

Applicants must  also demonstrate conformance with appl icable best management  practices
(BMPs) and  prepare (:1 SWPPP containing (:1 site map  that  shows the  construction site perimeter,
existing and  proposed buildings, lots, roadways, stormwater collection, and  discharge points,
general topography both before and  after construction, and  drainage patterns across the
project site. The SWPPP must  list BMPs that  would be implemented to prevent soil erosion and
discharge of other construction-related pollutants that  could contaminate nearby water
resources. Additionally, the  SWPPP must  contain a visual monitoring program, a chemical
monitoring program for nonvisible pollutants if there is a failure of the BMPS, and a sediment
monitoring plan if the site discharges directly to a water body listed on the 303(d) list for
sediment. Some sites also currently require implementat ion of a Rain Event Action Plan. A new
Construction General Permit is expected to be issued by the SWRCB in  July 2022.

Regional/Local

None that  app ly  to the Project.

Solid Waste

Federal

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act  of  1976

The Resource Conservation and  Recovery Act of 1976 (Title 40 of the  Code of Federal
Regulations), Part 258, contains regulations for municipal solid waste landfills and requires
states to implement  their own permitt ing programs incorporating the federal landfill criteria.
The federal regulations address the location, operation, design (liners, leachate collection, run-
off control, etc.), groundwater monitoring, and  Closure of landfills.

State

Sanitary District Act  of  7923

The Sanitary District Act of 1923 (Health and Safety Code Section 6400 et seq.) authorizes the
formation of sanitation districts and  enforces the  sanitation districts to construct, operate, and
mainta in facilities for the collection, treatment, and  disposal of wastewater. This Act was
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Cumulative Impact: Less Than Significant  
 
The cumulative area includes both regional and local areas.  As noted earlier, the nature of the 
Project can be summarized as pedestrian safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, 
sidewalks, and paths that encourage active walking and cycling.  The Project would not impact 
water availability or supply; it would not impact wastewater collection or treatment; it would 
not impact stormwater collection or disposal; and it would not impact solid waste. As such, the 
Project would result in no cumulative impact . 
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Cumulative Impact: Less Than Significant

The cumulat ive area includes both regional and  local areas. As noted earlier, the nature of the
Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges,
sidewalks, and  paths  that  encourage active walking and  cycling. The Project would not  impact
water availability or supply; i t  would not impact  wastewater collection or treatment; i t  would
not  impact  stormwater collection or disposal; and  i t  would not impact  solid waste.  As such, the
Project would result i n  no cumulative impact.
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Cumulative Impact: Less Than Significant

The cumulative area includes both regional and local areas. As noted earlier, the nature of the
Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges,
sidewalks, and  paths  tha t  encourage active walking and  cycling. The Project would not  impact
water availability or supply; i t  would not  impact  wastewoter collection or treatment; i t  would
not  impact  stormwater collection or disposal; and  i t  would not  impact  solid waste.  As such, the
Project would result i n  no cumulative impact.
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a)  Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan?  
 
No Impact:  . As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian 
safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active 
walking and cycling. The Project is not located within a state responsibility area or on land 
classified as very high fire hazard severity zone  as defined by the Cal Fire . The entire Tule River 
Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. Moreover, the nature of the Project would 
not  impair an adopted emergency response plan  or  emergency e vacuation plan. Therefore,  
based on the analysis and information provided herein, there would be no impact . 
 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, would the Project  exacerbate wildfire 
risks, and thereby expose Project  occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or 
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?  
 
No Impact : As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian 
safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active 
walking and cycling. result The Project is not located within a state responsibility area or on 
land classified as very high fire hazard severity zone as defined by the Cal Fire. The entire 
Tule River Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. The nature of the Project would  
not exacerbate wildfire risks and expose Project occupants to p ollutant concentrations from 
a wildfire  or the uncontrolled spread of wildfire. Therefore,  based on the analysis and 
information provided herein, there would be no impact . 

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  

 
c)  Require  the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 

breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire 
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?  

 
No Impact:  As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian 
safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active 
walking and cycling. result The Project is not located within a state responsibility area or on 
land classified as very high fire hazard severity zone as defined by the Cal Fire. The entire 
Tule River Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. As such, the nature of the 
Project would not the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as 
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) . Therefore, based 
on the analysis and information provided herein , there would be  no impact . 

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
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(1) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

No Impact: . As noted ear l ier ,  t he  na ture  of the  Project can  be summar i zed  as  pedest r ian
safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active
walking and  cycling. The Project is not located within a state responsibility area or on  land
Classified as very high fire hazard severity zone as defined by the Cal Fire. The entire Tule River
Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. Moreover, the  nature of the  Project would
not  impair  an  adopted emergency response p lan  or emergency evacuation plan. Therefore,
based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

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

No Impact: As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian
safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and  paths  that  encourage active
walking and cycling. result The Project is not located within a state responsibility area or on
land Classified as  very h igh fire hazard severity zone as  defined by the Cal  Fire. The entire
Tule River Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. The nature of the  Project would
not exacerbate wildfire risks and  expose Project occupants  to pollutant concentrations f rom
a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of wildfire. Therefore, based on the analysis and
information provided herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

No Impact: As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian
safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and  paths  that  encourage active
walking and cycling. result The Project is not located within a state responsibility area or on
land Classified as  very h igh fire hazard severity zone as  defined by the Cal  Fire. The entire
Tule River Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. As such, the  nature of the
Project would not the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities). Therefore, based
on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.
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0) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

No Impac t .  As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian
safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and  paths that  encourage active
walking and  cycling. The Project is not  located within a state responsibility area or on  land
classified as  very h igh fire hazard severity zone as  defined by the  Col  Fire. The entire Tule River
Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. Moreover, the  nature of the  Project would
not impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Therefore,
based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

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

No Impact: As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian
safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and  paths that  encourage active
walking and  cycling. result The Project is not  located within a state responsibility area or on
land classified as  very high fire hazard severity zone as  defined by the Cal  Fire. The entire
Tule River Reservation is located within 0| federal hazard area. The nature of the  Project would
not  exacerbate wildfire risks and  expose Project occupants  to pollutant concentrations f rom
0| wildfire or the  uncontrolled spread of wildfire. Therefore, based on  the analysis and
i n fo rmat ion  prov ided here in ,  t he re  wou ld  be no  impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire
risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

No Impact: As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian
safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and  paths that  encourage active
walking and  cycling. result The Project is not  located within a state responsibility area or on
land classified as  very high fire hazard severity zone as  defined by the Cal Fire. The entire
Tule River Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. As such, the nature of the
Project would not  the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities). Therefore, based
on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required.
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d) Expose  people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream 
flooding or  landslides, as a result of runoff, post - fire instability, or drainage  changes?  

 
No Impact : As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can be summarized as pedestrian 
safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active 
walking and cycling. result The Project is not located within a state responsibility area or on 
land classified as very high fire hazard severity zone as defined by the Cal Fire. The entire 
Tule River Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. As such, the nature of the 
would not e xpose people or structures to significant risk s, including downslope or 
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post - fire instability, or drainage 
changes . Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, there would be 
no impact . 

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required  

 
Mitigation Measures: None Required.  
 
Based on the analysis and information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required . 

 
Cumulative Impact: No Impact  
 
The cumulative area is limited to the Tule River Reservation. As noted earlier, t he nature of the 
Project can be summarized as pedestrian safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges, 
sidewalks, paths, signage, etc.). As such, based on the analysis and information provided 
herein, cumulative wildfire - related impacts would result in no impact .   
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d)Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire instability, or drainage changes?

No Impact: As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian
safety enhancements and pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and paths that encourage active
walking and cycling. result The Project is not located within a state responsibility area or on
land Classified as  very h igh fire hazard severity zone as  defined by the Cal  Fire. The entire
Tule River Reservation is located within a federal hazard area. As such, the nature of the
would not expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or
downstream flooding or landslides, as  a result of runoff, post—fire instability, or drainage
Changes. Therefore, based on the analysis and information provided herein, there would be
no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required.

Cumulative Impact: No Impact

The cumulat ive area is l imited to the  Tule River Reservation. As noted earlier, the  nature of the
Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges,
sidewalks, paths, signage, etc.). As such, based on the analysis and information provided
herein, cumulat ive wildfire-related impacts  would result i n  no impact.
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d)Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire instability, or drainage changes?

No Impact: As noted earlier, the nature of the Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian
safety enhancements and  pedestrian bridges, sidewalks, and  paths that  encourage act ive
walking and  cycling. result The Project is not  located within a state responsibility area or on
land classified as  very high fire hazard severity zone as  defined by the Col Fire. The entire
Tule River Reservat ion is  located w i th in  a federa l  hazard  area .  As such ,  t he  na tu re  of t he
would not expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or
downstream flooding or landslides, as  a result of runoff, post—fire instability, or drainage
changes .  Therefore,  based on  the  ana lys i s  and  in fo rmat ion  provided here in ,  there  wou ld  be
no impact.

Mitigation Measures: None Required

Mitigation Measures: None Required.

Based on  the  analysis and  information provided herein, no mitigation measures are required.

Cumulative Impact: No Impact

The cumulat ive area is l imited to the  Tule River Reservation. As noted earlier, the  nature of the
Project can  be summarized as  pedestrian safety enhancements using pedestrian bridges,
sidewalks, paths, signage, etc .) .  As such, based on  the analysis and  information provided
herein, cumulat ive wildfire-related impacts  would result i n  no impact.
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area(s) and surrounding lands within 500 feet for nesting 
raptors and 250 feet for other nesting birds.  
Mitigation Measure BIO - 4.6c (Avoidance of Active Nests ).  
Should any active nests be discovered in or near proposed 
construction zones, the biologist will identify a suitable 
construction - free buffer around the nest. The buffer distance 
will be determined based on species biology, site - specific 
conditions, and th e level of project - related disturbance that is 
anticipated near the nest(s) in question. Buffers will be 
identified on the ground with flagging or fencing and will be 
maintained until the biologist has determined that the young 
have fledged and are capable of foraging independently.  

Project Applicant  
Prior to 

construction  
CITY/TRT  

Tree roosting bats including Pallid Bat      

Mitigation Measure BIO - 4.7a ( Construction Timing ) . If 
feasible, project - related tree removal will occur outside of the 
period between April 15 and September 30. This is the time 
frame within which colony - roosting bats in the vicinity 
generally assemble, give birth, nurse their young, and 
ultimately disper se. 

Project Applicant  
Apr. 15- Sept. 30 

Prior to 
construction  

CITY/TRT  

Mitigation Measure BIO - 4.7b ( Pre- construction Surveys ).  
Within 10 days prior to the removal of any mature trees, a 
qualified biologist will survey these features for roosting bats. 
The biologist will look for individuals, guano, and staining, and 
will listen for bat vocalizations. If necessary, the biologist wi ll 
wait for nighttime emergence of bats from roost sites.  

Project Applicant  
Prior to 

construction  
CITY/TRT  

Mitigation Measure BIO - 4.7c ( Avoidance of Maternity 
Roosts ). Should any active maternity bat roosts be 
discovered, the biologist will identify a suitable construction -
free buffer around the roost(s). The buffer will be identified on 
the ground with flagging or fencing, and will be maintained 
until the biologist has determined that the nursery is no longer 
active.  

Project Applicant  
Prior to and 

during 
construction  

CITY/TRT  

Mitigation Measure BIO - 4 .7d ( Humane Eviction of Non -
breeding Bats ).  If a non - breeding bat colony is found, the 
individuals will be humanely evicted, under the direction of a 
qualified biologist, to ensure that bats are not physically 
harmed by tree removal.  

Project Applicant  
Prior to and 

during 
construction  

CITY/TRT  

Sensitive Natural Communities      

Mitigation Measure BIO - 4.8a (Tree Survey) . Prior to project 
construction, a qualified biologist will survey all portions of the 
river corridor that are proposed for direct impact. All trees and 
shrubs within these areas will be identified to species and 
mapped, and their diameter at breast height ( DBH) will be 
recorded. At the end of construction, a qualified biologist will 
repeat the survey to quantify the tree and shrub removal that 
occurred.  

Project Applicant  
Prior to 

construction  
CITY/TRT  

Mitigation Measure BIO - 4.8b (Replacement Plantings).  
Replacement plantings will be provided as compensation for 
removal of any riparian trees or shrubs with a DBH of 4 inches 
or greater. Plantings will be installed at a ratio of 3:1 for 
impacted trees/shrubs with a DBH between 4 and 24 inches, 
and at a ratio  of 10:1 for impacted trees with a DBH greater than 
24 inches. All plantings will be monitored annually for a 

Project Applicant  
Prior to or 

during 
construction  

CITY/TRT  

area(s) and surrounding lands within 500 feet for nesting
raptors and  250 feet for other nesting birds.
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.6:: (Avoidance of Active Nests).
Should any  active nests be discovered in  or near proposed
construction zones, the biologist will identify a suitable
construction-free buffer around the nest. The buffer distance
will be determined based on  species biology, site-specific
conditions, and  the  level of project-related disturbance that  is
anticipated near the nest(s) in question. Buffers will be
identified on  the ground with f lagging or fencing and  will be
maintained until the biologist has determined that  the  young
have f ledged and  are  capable  of foraging independently.
Tree roosting bats including Pal/id Bat
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.7a (Construction Timing). If
feasible, project-related tree removal will occur outside of the
period between April 15 and  September 30. This is the  t ime
f rame within which colony-roosting bats in  the vicinity
generally assemble, give birth, nurse their young, and
ult imately disperse.
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.7b (Pre-construction Surveys).
Within 10 days prior to the removal of any  mature trees, a
qualif ied biologist will survey these features for roosting bats.
The biologist will look for individuals, guano, and  staining, and
wi l l  l i s ten  fo r  bat  voca l i za t ions .  If necessary,  t he  b io log is t  w i l l

wait  for nightt ime emergence of bats f rom roost si tes .
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.7c (Avoidance of Maternity
Roasts). Should any  active maternity bat  roosts be
discovered, the biologist will identify a suitable construction-
free buffer around the roost(s). The buffer will be identified on
the  ground with f lagging or fencing, and  will be maintained
until the  biologist has  determined that  the  nursery is no  longer
acfive.
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.7d (Humane Eviction of Non-
breeding Bats). If C: non-breeding bat colony is found, the
individuals will be humanely evicted, under the  direction of Cl
qualif ied biologist, to ensure that bats are  not physically
harmed by tree removal.
Sensitive Natural Communities

Mitigation Measure BIO-4.80 (Tree Survey). Prior to project
construction, a qualif ied biologist will survey al l  portions of the
river corridor that  a re  proposed for direct impact. All trees and
shrubs within these areas will be identified to species and
mapped, and their diameter at breast height (DBH) will be
recorded. At the  end of construction, a qualif ied biologist will
repeat  the  survey to quantify the  tree and  shrub removal that
occurred.
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.8b (Replacement Plantings).
Replacement plantings will be provided as  compensat ion for
removal of any  riparian trees or shrubs with a DBH of 4 inches
or greater. Plantings will be installed at  ca ratio of 3:1 for
impacted trees/shrubs with a DBH between 4 and  24 inches,
and  a t  a ratio of 10:1 for impacted trees with a DBH greater t han
24 inches. All plantings will be monitored annually for CI
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Prior to and

duflng
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Project Applicant ClTY/TRT

Prior to and

duflng
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Project Applicant ClTY/TRT

Prior to
, ClTY/TRT

cons t ruc t i on
Project Applicant

Prior to o r

duflng
cons t ruc t ion

Project Applicant ClTY/TRT

area(s) and surrounding lands within 500 feet for nesting
raptors and  250 feet for other nesting birds.
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.6c (Avoidance of Active Nests).
Should any  act ive nests be discovered in  or near proposed
construction zones, the biologist will identify CI suitable
construction—free buffer around the nest. The buffer distance
will be determined based on  species biology, site-specific
conditions, and  the  level of project-related disturbance that is
anticipated near the nest(s) in question. Buffers will be
identified on  the ground with f logging or fencing and  will be
maintained until the biologist has determined tha t  the  young
have f ledged and  are  capable  of foraging independently.
Tree roosting bats including Pal/id Bat
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.7a (Construction Timing). If
feasible, project-related tree removal  will occur outside of the
period between April 15 and  September 30. This is the t ime
f rame within which colony—roosting bats in  the vicinity
generally assemble, give birth, nurse their young, and
ult imately disperse.
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.7b (Pre-construction Surveys).
Within 10 days prior to the removal of any  mature trees, a
qualified biologist will survey these features for roosting bats .
The  b io log i s t  w i l l  l ook  fo r  i nd i v i dua l s ,  guano ,  and  s ta i n i ng ,  and

will listen for bat vocalizations. If necessary, the biologist will
wai t  for nightt ime emergence of bats  f rom roost sites.
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.7c (Avoidance of Maternity
Roasts). Should any  active maternity bat  roosts be
discovered, the biologist will identify Cl suitable construction—
free buffer around the roost(s). The buffer will be identified on
the ground with f logging or fencing, and  will be maintained
until the  biologist has determined that the  nursery is no  longer
acfive.
Mitigation Measure BIO-4.7d (Humane Eviction of Non-
breeding Bats). If 0| non—breeding bat  colony is found, the
i nd i v i dua l s  w i l l  be  humane l y  evicted, unde r  t he  d i rec t ion  of  a

qualif ied biologist, to ensure that bats are not physically
harmed by tree removal.
Sensitive Natural Communities

Mitigation Measure BIO-4.80 (Tree Survey). Prior to project
construction, 0| qualif ied biologist will survey all portions of the
river corridor tha t  are  proposed for direct impact. All trees and
shrubs within these areas will be identified to species and
mapped, and their diameter at breast height (DBH) will be
recorded. At the end  of construction, a qualif ied biologist will
repeat the  survey to quantify the  tree and  shrub removal that
occuned.

Mitigation Measure BIO-4.8b (Replacement Plantings).
Replacement plantings will be provided as  compensat ion for
removal of any  riparian trees or shrubs with a DBH of 4 inches
or greater. Plantings will be installed a t  CI ratio of 3:1 for
impacted trees/shrubs with Cl DBH between 4 and  24 inches,
and  a t  0 ratio of 10:] for impacted trees with 0 DBH greater than
24 inches. All plantings will be monitored annually for a

Project Applicant

Project Applicant

Project Applicant

Project Applicant

Project Applicant

Project Applicant
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Prior to
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Apr. 15-Sept .  30
Prior to
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Prior  to
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Prior to and

dufing
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Prior to
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https://arb.ca.gov/adam/trends/trends1.php
https://www.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?url=https://gis.conservation.ca.gov/server/rest/services/MOL/MOLMines/MapServer&source=sd
https://www.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?url=https://gis.conservation.ca.gov/server/rest/services/MOL/MOLMines/MapServer&source=sd
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/eqzapp/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_4-191d8e6d993-layer-25%3A5083120
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/eqzapp/#data_s=id%3AdataSource_4-191d8e6d993-layer-25%3A5083120
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/what-we-do/community-wildfire-preparedness-and-mitigation/fire-hazard-severity-zones
https://www.google.com/maps/@36.0332328,-118.8449611,13z?hl=en-US&entry=ttu&g_ep=EgoyMDI1MDYxNy4wIKXMDSoASAFQAw%3D%3D
https://www.google.com/maps/@36.0332328,-118.8449611,13z?hl=en-US&entry=ttu&g_ep=EgoyMDI1MDYxNy4wIKXMDSoASAFQAw%3D%3D
https://lci.ca.gov/docs/20180416-743_Technical_Advisory_4.16.18.pdf
https://safetrec.berkeley.edu/sites/default/files/tule-river-cpst-recommendations_final.pdf
https://safetrec.berkeley.edu/sites/default/files/tule-river-cpst-recommendations_final.pdf


http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/ATP.htm
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/ctp-2050-v3-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/transportation-planning/documents/ctp-2050-v3-a11y.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GeneralPlan2010/Appendix%20B%20-%20Background%20Report.pdf
https://tc-web.widen.net/s/nzwnwssqhl/2023-tulare-county-multi-jurisdictional-local-hazard-mitigation-plan--annexes
https://tc-web.widen.net/s/nzwnwssqhl/2023-tulare-county-multi-jurisdictional-local-hazard-mitigation-plan--annexes
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/projects/planning-projects/applicant-projects/sequoia-gateway-commerce-park/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/projects/planning-projects/applicant-projects/sequoia-gateway-commerce-park/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Oit9kye2D8Hvp2LBQsVQaITor7Pttdwv/view
https://pubs.geoscienceworld.org/gsa/geosphere/article/9/2/191/132574/paleochannels-stream-incision-erosion-topographic
https://pubs.geoscienceworld.org/gsa/geosphere/article/9/2/191/132574/paleochannels-stream-incision-erosion-topographic
https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-20181/
https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/rtp/rtp-2022/chapter-d-action-element/


https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/active-transportation-planning/tule-river-indian-reservation-atp-plan/
https://tularecog.org/tcag/planning/active-transportation-planning/tule-river-indian-reservation-atp-plan/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1eHI1QA21_cb2Bgs_WoDP9VeHoVVUX11w/view
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/departments/fire-deparment/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/departments/fire-deparment/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/dps-2/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/dps-2/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/dps-2/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/enviromental/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/enviromental/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/departments/publicworks/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/departments/publicworks/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/towanits/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/news/
https://tulerivertribe-nsn.gov/news/
https://efotg.sc.egov.usda.gov/references/Delete/2008-8-16/Soil_Feat_Def.pdf
https://censusreporter.org/profiles/25200US4300R-tule-river-reservation/
https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd&extent=-120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378
https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd&extent=-120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378


https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd&extent=-120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378
https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd&extent=-120.22581757761441,36.77078148069618,-119.60509003855205,37.04530192606378
https://www.eia.gov/state/print.php?sid=CA
https://www.epa.gov/clean-air-act-overview/1990-clean-air-act-amendment-summary
https://www.epa.gov/clean-air-act-overview/1990-clean-air-act-amendment-summary
https://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/index.htm








 
 
 

¢ŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ wŜǇƻǊǘ 
IŜŀƭǘƘ wƛǎƪ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ 

CƻǊ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ !Ŏǘ ό/9v!ύ 
 
 

tǊƻƧŜŎǘ bŀƳŜΥ 
¢ǳƭŜ !ŎǝǾŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǝƻƴ tƭŀƴ tƘŀǎŜ L 

¢ǳƭŜ wƛǾŜǊ wŜǎŜǊǾŀǝƻƴΣ ƴŜŀǊ tƻǊǘŜǊǾƛƭƭŜΣ ¢ǳƭŀǊŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΣ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀ 
 

tǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ŦƻǊΥ 
п/ǊŜŜƪǎΣ LƴŎΦ 
±ƛǎŀƭƛŀΣ /! 

 
 

!ǳǘƘƻǊΥ 
/ƻǊŜ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ /ƻƴǎǳƭǝƴƎ 

/ƭƻǾƛǎΣ /! 
 
 

[ŜŀŘ !ƎŜƴŎȅΥ 
/ƛǘȅ ƻŦ tƻǊǘŜǊǾƛƭƭŜ 

 
 

5ŀǘŜ ƻŦ tǊŜǇŀǊŀǝƻƴΥ 
aŀǊŎƘ нлнс 
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IŜŀƭǘƘ wƛǎƪ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ  aŀǊŎƘ нлнс 
¢ǳƭŜ !¢t tƘŀǎŜ L 

  
  tŀƎŜ ƛ 

/ƻƴǘŜƴǘǎ 
м 9ȄŜŎǳǝǾŜ {ǳƳƳŀǊȅ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ м 
н tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 5ŜǎŎǊƛǇǝƻƴ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ о 
о IŜŀƭǘƘ wƛǎƪ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ {ŜǩƴƎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ с 

оΦм {ŀƴ Wƻŀǉǳƛƴ ±ŀƭƭŜȅ !ƛǊ tƻƭƭǳǝƻƴ /ƻƴǘǊƻƭ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ с 
оΦн 5ƛŜǎŜƭ tŀǊǝŎǳƭŀǘŜ aŀǧŜǊ ό5taύ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ т 
оΦо !ƳōƛŜƴǘ !ƛǊ vǳŀƭƛǘȅΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ у 

п ¢ƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘǎ ƻŦ {ƛƎƴƛŬŎŀƴŎŜ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ ф 

пΦм Iw! ¢ƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ ф 
пΦн !ƳōƛŜƴǘ !ƛǊ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ ¢ƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ ф 

р aŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мм 

рΦм Iw! aŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мм 
рΦн !!v! aŜǘƘƻŘƻƭƻƎȅ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мн 

с tƻǘŜƴǝŀƭ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мп 

сΦм IŜŀƭǘƘ wƛǎƪ !ǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мп 
сΦн !ƳōƛŜƴǘ !ƛǊ vǳŀƭƛǘȅ ό!!v!ύ LƳǇŀŎǘǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мп 
сΦо /ǊƛǘŜǊƛŀ tƻƭƭǳǘŀƴǘ 9Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мр 
сΦп DǊŜŜƴƘƻǳǎŜ Dŀǎ 9Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мр 
сΦр aƛǝƎŀǝƻƴ ŀƴŘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ /ƻƳƳƛǘƳŜƴǘǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мс 

т wŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мт 

 

¢ŀōƭŜǎ 
¢ŀōƭŜ м {W±t!/5 ¢ƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘǎ ƻŦ {ƛƎƴƛŬŎŀƴŎŜ ς ¢ƻȄƛŎ !ƛǊ /ƻƴǘŀƳƛƴŀƴǘǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ ф 
¢ŀōƭŜ н /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǝƻƴ Iw! wŜǎǳƭǘǎ /ƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ {W±!t/5 ¢ƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘǎ ƻŦ {ƛƎƴƛŬŎŀƴŎŜ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мп 
¢ŀōƭŜ о /ǊƛǘŜǊƛŀ tƻƭƭǳǘŀƴǘ 9Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ /ƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ {W±!t/5 ¢ƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘǎ ƻŦ {ƛƎƴƛŬŎŀƴŎŜ όǘƻƴǎ ǇŜǊ ȅŜŀǊύ ΦΦΦ мр 
¢ŀōƭŜ п tǊƻƧŜŎǘ DǊŜŜƴƘƻǳǎŜ Dŀǎ 9Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ όƳŜǘǊƛŎ ǘƻƴǎ ǇŜǊ ȅŜŀǊύ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ мс 
 

CƛƎǳǊŜǎ 
CƛƎǳǊŜ м ±ƛŎƛƴƛǘȅ aŀǇ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ п 
CƛƎǳǊŜ н !ǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǝƻƴ CƻƻǘǇǊƛƴǘǎ ΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦΦ р 
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Health Risk Assessment March 2026
Tule ATP Phase I

1 Executive Summary

This technical report has been prepared to summarize the  background, methodology, and results of  a
Health Risk Assessment (HRA) for the Tule River Active Transportation Program (ATP) Phase I Project
(Project). The HRA evaluates the  potential significance of impacts to nearby sensitive receptors from
Toxic Air Contaminant (TAC) emissions generated during Project construction. The Project does not
include new operational sources of  TAC; therefore, this assessment focuses exclusively on
construction-related diesel particulate matter (DPM).

The Project consists of pedestrian, bicycle, and safety improvements along the  Reservation Road corridor
wi th in  t he  Tule River Reservation, including the  Village Corridor Crossing improvements, construction of
a new pedestrian bridge, and replacement of  t he  existing swinging pedestrian bridge. All improvements
are conceptual and based on  t he  best available planning-level materials provided by 4Creeks.

The Project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), with the City of Porterville
serving as t he  Lead Agency. This HRA was prepared to support t he  Initial Study and permitt ing.

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) is responsible for developing and
enforcing air quality regulations wi th in the  San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB), where the  Project is
located. Under CEQA, SJVAPCD serves as a Responsible Agency for projects requiring air quality review
and provides guidance for evaluating TAC emissions and health risk. SJVAPCD’s Guidancefor Assessing
and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts (GAMAQI)1 outlines the  framework for determining whether  a project
would expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

This HRA was prepared in accordance with the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEH HA) Guidance Manual  for Preparation of Health Risk Assessmentsz, SJVAPCD Policy APR 1906 —
Framework for Performing Health Risk Assessments and Guidance for Air Dispersion Modeling3, and the
SJVAPCD GAMAQI. Construction DPM emissions were modeled using the  U.S. EPA American
Meteorological Society/EPA Regulatory Model (AERMOD), and health risks were calculated using the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) Hotspots Analysis and Reporting Program (HARPZ) Air Dispersion
Modeling and Risk Tool (ADMRT).

The maximum residential cancer risk f rom construction-related diesel particulate matter emissions is
below the SJVAPCD significance threshold of 20 in one million. Therefore, construction of the Project
would not  expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations, and construction TAC
impacts would be less than significant.

An Ambient Air Quality Analysis (AAQA) screening was also performed. The Project is not subject to
SJVAPCD Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review) and is thus exempt from further AAQA. No localized
exceedances of  National o r  California Ambient Air Quality Standards are expected and related impacts
would be less than significant.

1 (San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2015)
2 (Office of Environmental Health Hazard Asssessment, 2015)
3 (San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2020)
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1 Executive Summary

This technical report has been prepared to summarize the background, methodology, and results of a
Health Risk Assessment (HRA) for the Tule River Active Transportation Program (ATP) Phase I Project
(Project). The HRA evaluates the potential significance of impacts to nearby sensitive receptors from
Toxic Air Contaminant (TAC) emissions generated during Project construction. The Project does not
include new operational sources of  TAC; therefore, this assessment focuses exclusively on
construction-related diesel particulate matter (DPM).

The Project consists of pedestrian, bicycle, and safety improvements along the Reservation Road corridor
within the Tule River Reservation, including the Village Corridor Crossing improvements, construction of
a new pedestrian bridge, and replacement of the existing swinging pedestrian bridge. All improvements
are conceptual and based on the best available planning-level materials provided by 4Creeks.

The Project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), with the City of Porterville
serving as the Lead Agency. This HRA was prepared to support the Initial Study and permitting.

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) is responsible for developing and
enforcing air quality regulations within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB), where the Project is
located. Under CEQA, SJVAPCD serves as a Responsible Agency for projects requiring air quality review
and provides guidance for evaluating TAC emissions and health risk. SJVAPCD’s Guidancefor Assessing
and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts (GAMAQI)1 outlines the framework for determining whether a project
would expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

This HRA was prepared in accordance with the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment
(OEHHA) Guidance Manual for Preparation of Health Risk Assessmentsz, SJVAPCD Policy APR 1906 —
Framework for Performing Health Risk Assessments and Guidance for Air Dispersion Modeling3, and the
SJVAPCD GAMAQI. Construction DPM emissions were modeled using the US. EPA American
Meteorological Society/EPA Regulatory Model (AERMOD), and health risks were calculated using the
California Air Resources Board (CARB) Hotspots Analysis and Reporting Program (HARP2) Air Dispersion
Modeling and Risk Tool (ADMRT).

The maximum residential cancer risk from construction-related diesel particulate matter emissions is
below the SJVAPCD significance threshold of 20 in one million. Therefore, construction of the Project
would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations, and construction TAC
impacts would be less than significant.

An Ambient Air Quality Analysis (AAQA) screening was also performed. The Project is not subject to
SJVAPCD Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review) and is thus exempt f rom further  AAQA. No  localized
exceedances of National or California Ambient Air Quality Standards are expected and related impacts
would be less than significant.

1 (San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2015)
2 (Office of Environmental Health Hazard Asssessment, 2015)
3 (San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, 2020)
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Brief summaries of construction air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are included for
informational purposes. These sections provide quantified emissions results but do not include the
broader regulatory background, setting, o r  ful l  significance determinations that  would be part  o f  a
standalone AQ/GHG technical study.
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Brief summaries of construction air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions are included for
informational purposes. These sections provide quantified emissions results but do not include the
broader regulatory background, setting, o r  ful l  significance determinations that  would be part  o f  a
standalone AQ/GHG technical study.
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2 Project Description

The Tule River Active Transportation Program (ATP) Phase I Project (”Project”) consists of pedestrian,
bicycle, and safety improvements along t he  Reservation Road corridor wi th in  t he  Tule River Reservation.
The Project includes three primary components: (1) Village Corridor Crossing improvements along Nor th
Reservation Road, (2) construction of a new pedestrian bridge connecting Cow Mountain Road to the
Justice Center, and (3) replacement of the existing swinging pedestrian bridge over the Tule River.

The Village Corridor Crossing component includes a Class | shared-use path, approximately 3,765 square
feet of  new sidewalk, seven accessible curb ramps, two streetlights, eight solar-powered Rectangular
Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFBs) at  four locations, two raised pedestrian crossings, reconfiguration of
back-in angled parking, landscaping and irrigation, signing, pavement delineation, and associated site
improvements.

The new pedestrian bridge component includes construction of a new pedestrian bridge spanning the
Tule River, w i th  associated approach pathways, grading, and construction access. The swinging bridge
replacement component includes removal of  t he  existing pedestrian bridge and construction of  a new
bridge in  t he  same general location, w i th  associated approach improvements.

All improvements are conceptual and based on  the  best available planning-level materials provided by
4Creeks, including the  ATP Tule River Phase I figures. The Project does not  include new operational
sources of  toxic air contaminants (TAC). Therefore, this technical report evaluates construction-only TAC
emissions and associated health risk.

For conservative modeling, construction was assumed to begin June 1, 2026 and continue for  t he  default
schedule predicted by the  California Emissions Estimator Model  (CaIEEMod) analysis.
A Vicinity Map  and Approximate Construction Footprints are provided as Figures 1 and 2, respectively.
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2 Project Description

The Tule River Active Transportation Program (ATP) Phase I Project (”Project”) consists of pedestrian,
bicycle, and safety improvements along the Reservation Road corridor within the Tule River Reservation.
The Project includes three primary components: (1) Village Corridor Crossing improvements along North
Reservation Road, (2) construction of a new pedestrian bridge connecting Cow Mountain Road to the
Justice Center, and (3) replacement of the existing swinging pedestrian bridge over the Tule River.

The Village Corridor Crossing component includes a Class | shared—use path, approximately 3,765 square
feet of new sidewalk, seven accessible curb ramps, two streetlights, eight solar-powered Rectangular
Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFBs) at four locations, two raised pedestrian crossings, reconfiguration of
back-in angled parking, landscaping and irrigation, signing, pavement delineation, and associated site
improvements.

The new pedestrian bridge component includes construction of a new pedestrian bridge spanning the
Tule River, with associated approach pathways, grading, and construction access. The swinging bridge
replacement component includes removal of the existing pedestrian bridge and construction of a new
bridge in the same general location, with associated approach improvements.

All improvements are conceptual and based on the best available planning-level materials provided by
4Creeks, including the ATP Tule River Phase I figures. The Project does not include new operational
sources of toxic air contaminants (TAC). Therefore, this technical report evaluates construction-only TAC
emissions and associated health risk.

For conservative modeling, construction was assumed to begin June 1, 2026 and continue for the default
schedule predicted by the California Emissions Estimator Model (CaIEEMod) analysis.
A Vicinity Map and Approximate Construction Footprints are provided as Figures 1 and 2, respectively.
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3. The result of the Sacred Lands File check conducted through the Native American Heritage Commission. 

 

4. Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the APE; and 

 

5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the APE. 

 

Lead agencies should be aware that records maintained by the NAHC and CHRIS are not exhaustive and a negative 

response to these searches does not preclude the existence of a tribal cultural resource. A tribe may be the only 

source of information regarding the existence of a tribal cultural resource, which is why consultation is vital. 

 

This information will aid tribes in determining whether to request formal consultation. If consultation is requested, 

having the information beforehand will help to facilitate the process.  

 

If you receive notification of a change of address or phone number from a tribe, please inform the NAHC.  With your 

assistance, we can assure that our consultation list remains current.    

 

If you have any questions, please contact me at my email address: melina.carlos@nahc.ca.gov  

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

 

 

Melina Carlos 

Cultural Resources Analyst  
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3. The resul’r o f  The Sacred Lands File check  conduc ted  Through The Nat ive Amer ican Heritage Commission.

4. Any ethnographic  s’rudies conduc ted  for any  area including all or  por’r o f  The APE; and

5. Any geo’rechnicol reports regarding all o r  part  of  The APE.

Lead agencies should be  aware Tho’r records moinToined by The NAHC and  CHRIS are not  exhaustive and  0 negat ive
response To These searches does no’r prec lude the  existence o f  0 Tribal cul’rurol resource. A Tribe may  be  The only
source of  information regarding The existence of  o Tribal cul’rurol resource, which is why consul’ro’rion is vi’rol.

This information will a id  tribes in determining whether  To request formal consul’ro’rion. If consul’ro’rion is reques’red,
having The information beforehand will he lp  To focili’ro’re The process.

If you receive notif ication of  0 change  o f  address or  phone  number  from o Tribe, please inform The NAHC. With your
assistance, we can  assure ’rhG’r our consultation lisT remains current.

If you have any  questions, please con tac t  me  o f  my emai l  address: melino.corlos@nohc.c0.gov

Sincerely,

Wm; W¢

Melina Carlos
C ulfurol Resources Analysf

A’r’rochmen’r
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