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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

1 Project Title: Cardoza Contractor Storage Yard (PSP 26-013)

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

3 Contact Persons: Nebeyu Menkir, MPS Planner Il, (Project Planner) — 559-624-7183
Gary Mill, Chief Planner, Environmental Planning Division — 559-624-7199

4 Project Location: The Project site is located at 13870 Avenue 228, Tulare, CA 93274.
Tulare County APN(s): (APN 195-111-021)
USGS Quadrangle(s): 7.5 Minute Quadrangle: Tulare
Section, Township, Range: Section 9, Township 20 South, Range 25 East, M.D.B.&M
Latitude & Longitude: 119° 15’ 55” W, 36° 12" 17" N

5 Applicant: Joey Cardoza
13870 Ave 228
Tulare, CA 93274

6 Owner(s) Joey Cardoza
13870 Ave 228
Tulare, CA 93274

7 General Plan Designation: The site is located within the Rural Valley Lands Plan (RVLP) with a Land
Use Designation of Valley Agriculture (VA).

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

9 Description of Project (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases
of the project, and any secondary support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation.
Attach additional sheets if necessary). Special Use Permit No. PSP 26-013 would allow the
establishment and operation of a contractor’s storage yard on Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN)
195111021 to support an offsite landscaping business. The Project involves construction of a
3,600squarefoot metal shop building and installation of an onsite wastewater treatment/septic system.
The proposed use would include parking and storage of up to twelve pickup trucks, twelve cargo/flatbed
trailers, lawn service equipment and mowers, employee parking, and related site access and circulation
improvements. Site improvements include driveway and access upgrades, utilities, lighting, fencing,
screening, landscaping, stormwater management and drainage facilities, and other features shown on
the approved site plan. A 20-foot wide all-weather gravel road would provide access to the shop
building. An open parking area would be located south of the shop building, sloped gently to direct
stormwater to an existing animal enclosure/pen located within the project parcel.
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The property is zoned AE-40 (Exclusive Agriculture — 40 Acre Minimum) and currently contains two
single-family residences, a carport, swimming pool, domestic well, two septic systems, and a 500-gallon
propane tank. To provide visual screening, the Project proposes planting valley oak trees and hedges
with a minimum height of six feet. Storage of equipment exceeding the height of the screening
vegetation would be prohibited. All exterior lighting would be directed and shielded to avoid light
spillovers onto public roadways and adjacent properties.

The contractor’s yard would operate Monday through Saturday, from 6:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., with one
shift of up to twenty seven employees. The Project does not include fuel dispensing, equipment
washing, pesticide or fertilizer storage, hazardous waste storage, or other activities unless separately
reviewed and approved by the County.

10 Surrounding land uses and setting (Brief description):

North: Agriculture land AE-40 zone, containing a non-conforming parcel currently assessed as estate
home and rural residential.

East:  Agriculture land AE-40 zone, containing a non-conforming parcel currently assessed as estate
home and rural residential

South: Agriculture land AE-40 zone, containing a conforming parcel currently assessed as nuts tree
growing.

West: Agriculture land AE-40 zone, containing a non-conforming parcel currently assessed as estate
home and rural residential.

11 Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement): Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District,
Tulare County Fire Chief, Tulare County Building Division, Tulare County Code Compliance Division,
Tulare County Environmental Coordinator, Tulare County Public works, Tulare County
Flood/Permits/Subdivisions Division, Tulare County Environmental Health Services Division, Tulare
County Planning Commission, Tulare County Board of Supervisors, other TBD.

12 Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for
consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural
resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.? Pursuant to AB 52 and SB 18, a request for a
Sacred Land File (SLF) search was submitted to the Native American Heritage Commission on May 5,
2026, and the NAHC responded on May 5, 2026, with negative results. On May 13, 2026, the county
sent tribal consultation notices to nine (9) contacts representing California Native American tribes
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project area. The 30-day response period ended on June
15, 2026. The County received no request for consultation. Mitigation measures have been included in
the project to reduce potential impacts on tribal cultural resources if any potential resources are
unearthed during construction-related activities.
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Figure 1. Regional Map
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Figure 2. Aerial Map of Project Site
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Figure 3. Project Vicinity Map
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Figure 4. Project Site Plan
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Figure 5. Species of Concern (CNDDB) Map
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Figure 6. Waterways Map
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Figure 7. Faults Near Project Site
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A. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

[1 Aesthetics 0 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 1 Public Services
O Air Quality O Hazards and Hazardous 1 Recreation
1 Agriculture/Forestry Materials O Transportation
Resources O Hydrology/Water Quality Tribal Cultural Resources
Biological Resources O Land Use/Planning O Utilities/Service Systems
Cultural Resources [0 Mineral Resources O wildfire
L Energy Noise O Mandatory Findings of
Geology/Soils [0 Population/Housing Significance
B. DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
L] | find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there

WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made or
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

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

O | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures
that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Environmental Assessment Officer: Reed Schenke, P.E., RMA Director/Environmental Assessment Officer

Signature: /[ /WM s 28 Date: July 28, 2026

Aaron R. Bock, Assistant RMA Director — Economic Development & Planning

Signature: LW Date: July 28, 2026

Michael G. Wash‘lam, A.C.E., Associate RMA Director, EAO Designee
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C.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

9)

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Tulare County is located in an agricultural region of central California. The terrain in the County varies. The western
portion of the County includes a portion of the San Joaquin Valley (Valley), and is generally flat, with large agricultural
areas with generally compact towns interspersed. In the eastern portion of the County are foothills and the Sierra
Nevada mountain range. The project site is located on the Valley floor, which is very fertile and has been intensively
cultivated for many decades. Agriculture and related industries such as agricultural packing and shipping operations
and small and medium sized manufacturing plants make up the economic base of the Valley region. Many
communities are small and rural, surrounded by agricultural uses such as row crops, orchards, and dairies. From
several locations on major roads and highways throughout the County, electric towers and telephone poles are
noticeable. Mature trees, residential, commercial, and industrial development, utility structures, and other vertical
forms are highly visible in the region because of the flat terrain. Where such vertical elements are absent, views are
expansive. Most structures are small; usually one story in height, though occasionally two-story structures can be seen
commercial or industrial agricultural complexes. The County provides a wide range of views from both mobile and
stationary locations.

The Project site is located on the San Joaquin Valley floor in an unincorporated area approximately 1.0 mile east of the
Tulare city limits and about 0.7 mile east of the East Tulare Villa Hamlet Development Boundary. The site is located on
the north side of Avenue 228, in an area characterized primarily by agricultural and rural land uses. The Project site is
located approximately 40 miles east of the Coast Ranges. Topographically, the Project site is relatively flat (less than 2
percent slope across the site) with an average elevation of approximately 300 feet above mean sea level and has
historically been used for irrigated row crop cultivation and grazing. The aesthetic features of the existing visual
environment in the proposed Project area are relatively uniform, with broad, flat, agricultural setting landscapes.
Existing, non-conforming uses include several residential buildings and mobile homes. Avenue 228 is a County Road
and is identified by functional road class as Local Road. In addition, other than scattered rural residences and
predominantly agricultural lands, there are no scenic resources such as rivers, lakes, rock outcroppings, historical
structures, etc., within or near the Project area.

BACKGROUND SUMMARY

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: LU-2.3 Open
Space Character; LU-7.7 Parking Location; LU-7.9 Visual Access; LU-7.18 Lighting; LU-7.19 Minimize Lighting
Impacts; SL-1.1 Natural Landscapes; SL-1.2 Working Landscapes; SL-1.3 Watercourses; SL-2.1 Designated Scenic
Routes and Highways; SL-2.2 Gateway to the Sequoias; SL-3.2 Urban Expansion Edges; SL-4.1 Design of Highways;
ERM-1.7 Planting of Native Vegetation, ERM-1.8 Open Space Buffers; ERM-1.15 Minimize Lighting Impacts; and
ERM-5.18 Night Sky Protection.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT
a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No impact — The subject site is on the valley floor of Tulare County, in an agricultural area surrounded by orchards,
groves and scattered rural residences. No scenic vista exists, except that of active agricultural uses.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
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No impact — No scenic resources exist on the subject site. The zoning around the site does not include a Scenic
Corridor Combining Zone (SC) overlay. Therefore, the project will not substantially damage scenic resources.

c) In non-urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of
public views of the site and its surroundings? In urbanized areas, would the project conflict with applicable
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

Less than significant impact — The project will not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of
the site and its surroundings which are open to public view. Recommended conditions of approval include screening
with landscaping or berms, and maintaining the premises in a good, clean and orderly manner

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

No impact — The project will not create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day
or nighttime views in the area. No new source of substantial light is planned. The avoid adverse lighting effects to
nearby residences, a Condition of Approval will all outdoor lighting to be located, aimed, or shielded to stop light
from being directed to or spilled onto public rights-of-way, adjacent properties, or upward into the sky.

REFERENCES

Caltrans. California State Scenic Highway System Map. Accessed July 2026. https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com

Caltrans. Caltrans List of Officially Designated County Scenic Highways (pdf). Accessed July 2026.
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways
(using list of eligible and officially designated State Scenic Highways link).

Google Earth. Accessed July 2026. https://earth.google.com/web/
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Il AGRICULTURAL AND FOREST RESOURCES
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update includes several policies applicable to the Project. Policy AG-1.1
maintains agriculture as the primary land use in the County’s valley region, recognizing its economic importance
and its role in conserving open space and natural resources. Policy AG-1.13 allows agriculturally related uses,
including value-added processing facilities, through discretionary approval in areas designated Valley Agriculture or
Foothill Agriculture. Policy AG-1.14 requires Right-to-Farm noticing for discretionary permits involving special uses
or residential development within or adjacent to agricultural areas. Policy AG-1.17 seeks to protect and enhance
surface water and groundwater resources critical to agriculture. Policy LU-2.5 encourages the beneficial reuse of
existing or vacant agricultural support facilities for new businesses, including non-agricultural uses.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

Less Than Significant Impact — Special Use Permit No. PSP 26-013 would allow the establishment of a contractor's
storage yard and construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal shop building on APN 195-111-021 to support an
existing off-site landscaping business. A review of the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program (FMMP) maps dated April 27, 2026, determined that the project site is not designated as
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. Although the project introduces a non-
agricultural support use on agriculturally zoned property, the development footprint is limited to a small portion of
the parcel, allowing the remaining land to remain available for agricultural purposes. Compliance with the approved
site plan, limitations on the area of disturbance, and Conditions of Approval restricting the use to the approved
contractor's storage yard would reduce potential impacts to agricultural resources to a less than significant level.

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agriculture use, or a Williamson Act contract?

Less Than Significant Impact — The project site is zoned AE-40 (Exclusive Agricultural — 40-acre minimum), where
agriculture remains the primary intended use. The proposed contractor's storage yard is permitted through
approval of a Special Use Permit and is intended to support an off-site landscaping business by providing storage
for trucks, trailers, equipment, and materials. The parcel is not enrolled under a Williamson Act contract. Although
surrounding properties include lands under Williamson Act contracts, the proposed use is limited in scale and is
subject to operational conditions designed to minimize conflicts with adjacent agricultural operations. The project
is consistent with the Rural Valley Lands Plan designation of Valley Agriculture because it does not constitute urban
development and does not require a Rural Valley Lands Plan Parcel Evaluation. Execution of a Right-to-Farm
Acknowledgment and compliance with operational conditions reduce potential land use conflicts to a less than
significant level.

c¢) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or
timberland zoned Timberland Production?

Less Than Significant Impact — The project site and surrounding area contain no forest land, timberland, or lands
zoned Timberland Production. The project does not propose any rezoning or land use changes involving forest
resources. Therefore, impacts related to forest land or timberland would be less than significant.

d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
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Less Than Significant Impact — No forest land exists on or adjacent to the project site. The proposed contractor's
storage yard and accessory building would not result in the removal or conversion of forest land. Therefore, impacts
would be less than significant.

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

Less Than Significant Impact — The project introduces a contractor's storage yard on agriculturally zoned property;
however, the project is limited in size and confined to the approved development area. Conditions of Approval
require compliance with County Environmental Health requirements, including submission of a Hazardous Materials
Business Plan if hazardous materials exceed regulatory thresholds. The property owner will also execute a Right-to-
Farm Notice to acknowledge surrounding agricultural activities. These measures, together with restrictions limiting
the approved use and preventing expansion without additional County review, ensure that the project will not
induce additional conversion of agricultural land or affect forest resources. Impacts would therefore be less than
significant.

REFERENCES
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California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
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2018/FCR/FCR 1618 Report.pdf.

California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
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https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/fmmp/Pages/Tulare.aspx
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https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/fmmp/Documents/fmmp/pubs/2018-
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Act Enrollment Finder Mapping Tool. Accessed July 2026. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/WilliamsonAct/

California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Timberland Viewer map application. Accessed July 2026.
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/BIOS
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County of Tulare. Tulare County Public Parcel Zoning Lookup. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County Public Parcel Zoning
Lookup

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update, August 2012. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County General Plan 2030
Update or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll down to the specific section needed)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Background Report. February 2010. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County
General Plan Background Reportor https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to Board of Supervisors Materials,
Attachment A. FEIR, Appendix B — Background Report.pdf)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, February 2010. Accessed
July 2026. Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to
Board of Supervisors Materials, Attachment A. FEIR, Recirculated Draft EIRt.pdf)
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.  AIR QUALITY
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: AQ-1.1:
Cooperation with Other Agencies; AQ-1.3: Cumulative Air Quality Impacts; AQ-1.5: California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) Compliance; AQ-2.2 Indirect Source Review; AQ-3.4 Landscape; AQ-4.1: Air Pollution Control Technology;
AQ-4.2 Dust Suppression Measures; AQ-4.3 Paving or Treatment of Roadways for Reduced Air Emissions; AQ-4.5:
Public Awareness; and AQ-4.6: Asbestos Airborne Toxic Control and Dust Protection.

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

Less Than Significant impact - The SIVAB is designated nonattainment of state and federal health-based air quality
standards for ozone and respirable particulate matter (PM). Under the federal classification scheme, the San
Joaquin Valley is classified serious non-attainment for both the PM10 (particulate matter less than 10 micrometers
in diameter) standard and the eight-hour ozone standard. However, the SIVAPCD has requested reclassification as
an extreme non-attainment area for the new ozone standard.

The construction and operation of the proposed project will be subject to SJIVAPCD rules and requirements, including
permitting requirements. This project will comply with all applicable SIVAPCD rules including, but not limited to those
listed above in Section 1, Introduction. Based on the information provided above, it is appropriate to conclude that
the proposed project complies with the applicable air quality plans and will not result in a significant impact. Refer the
Air quality technical memo for detailed SPAL evaluation for this project.

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 - Specific criteria for determining whether the potential air quality impacts of a project
are significant are set forth in the GAMAQI. The criteria for these emission thresholds include compliance with the
State and National air quality standards and conformity with existing air quality plans for the SJVAB.

The district has established thresholds of Significance for criteria pollutant emissions, which are based on the
District's New Source Review (NSR) offset requirements for stationary sources. Using the project type, size, and
number of vehicle trips, the District has pre-quantified emissions and determined values below which it is
reasonable to conclude that a project would not exceed applicable thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants.

Major sources of emissions during construction include exhaust generated from the use of heavy equipment and
on-road vehicles and fugitive dust generated as a result of soil disturbance during excavation and grading activities.
Emissions from project-related mobile sources would include vehicular travel to and from the proposed residential
subdivision. Presently, all areas within the SJIVAPCD have attained the federal CO standard and are attainment or
unclassified for the state CO standard. Because CO concentrations are usually associated with roadways that are
congested and with heavy traffic volume, the SIVAPCD has established a screening criteria for CO impacts. The
SIVAPCD has established that if neither of the following criteria are met at all intersections affected by the
development project, the proposed project can be said to have no potential to create a violation of the CO standard.

The proposed project (the establishment of a Contractor’s Storage Yard to park trucks and trailers, tools, and
equipment in conjunction with a Landscaping Company for twenty seven (27) employees, twelve (12) pickups,
twelve (12) trailers, and the construction of a 3,600 sq ft shop) fits the below descriptions up to the project sizes
indicated, and are below both of the corresponding non-HHDT and HHDT trip lengths, Per Table 4a: of Small Projects
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Analysis Levels (SPAL) are deemed to have a less than significant impact on air quality and as such are excluded
from quantifying criteria pollutant emissions for CEQA purposes. Refer the Air quality technical memo for detailed
SPAL evaluation for this project.

Figure 8. SPAL Table for Industial Uses

Table 4a: Industrial

Average Daily One-way | Average Daily One-way
Land Use Type Size Unit Trips for all fleet types | for HHDT Trips only
AND (except HHDT) (50 mile trip length)
General Light Industry 280,000 [square fest LESS
Heavy Industry 900,000 |square fest THAN 550 -
Industrial Park 205,000 |square feet
Manufacturing 472 000 |square feet

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

Less Than Significant Impact - The proposed project would not significantly increase the production of any criteria
pollutant as described in checklist question (b). Therefore, per SIVAPCD guidance documentation, it is appropriate to
conclude that the proposed project’s incremental contribution to criteria pollutant emissions is not cumulatively
considerable. Refer the Air quality technical memo for detailed SPAL evaluation for this project.

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

Less Than Significant Impact - The only potential odors associated with the project are from diesel exhaust and the
application of paint during the construction period. These odors, if perceptible, are common in the environment,
would dissipate rapidly as they mix with the surrounding air, and would be of very limited duration. Therefore, any
potential odor impact would be considered less than significant. Refer the Air quality technical memo for detailed
SPAL evaluation for this project.

REFERENCES

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Air Quality Thresholds of Significance — Criteria Pollutants.
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San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. APR-2030 Project Ambient Air Quality Analysis Applicability
Determination under CEQA. June 12, 2018. Accessed July 2026. https://www.valleyair.org/media/bo3hz35n/apr-

2030.pdf.

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Current District Rules and Regulations. Accessed July
2026. https://ww?2.valleyair.org/rules-and-planning/current-district-rules-and-regulations/

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts.
March 19, 2015. Accessed July 2026. https://ww2.valleyair.org/media/g4nl3p0g/gamaqi.pdf

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District. Permits & Recordkeeping Forms. Accessed July 2026.
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General Plan Background Reportor https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to Board of Supervisors Materials,
Attachment A. FEIR, Appendix B — Background Report.pdf)
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IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: ERM-1.1
Protection of Rare and Endangered Species; ERM-1.2 (Development in Environmentally Sensitive Areas; ERM-1.4
Protect Riparian Areas; ERM-1.6 Management of Wetlands; ERM-1.7 Planting of Native Vegetation;, ERM-1.8 Open
Space Buffers; ERM-1.9: Coordination of Management on Adjacent Lands; ERM-1.15 Minimize Lighting Impacts;
ERM-1.16 Cooperation with Wildlife Agencies; ERM-5.8 Watercourse Development; ERM-1.16 Cooperation with
Wildlife Agencies; and ERM-5.8 Watercourse Development.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), RareFind 5
and Biogeographic Information and Observation System (BIOS) mapping applications were accessed on May 15,
2026. The CNDDB Reports (species lists) and BIOS map are included as attachments to the Biological Species
Evaluation Technical Memorandum (Bio Memo) which is included as Figure 5. of this MND. Based on the information
in the CNDDB and BIOS, there are 32 special status species and three (3) natural communities recorded (mapped)
within the 9-quadrangle Project area. These species include: three (3) amphibian species; one (1) arachnid species;
six (6) bird species; one (1) crustacean species; five (5) insect species; five (5) mammal species; three (3) reptile
species; and fourteen (14) plant species.

The CNDDB and BIOS indicated that there are 4 special status species and three (3) natural communities recorded
(mapped) within the Tulare quadrangle. These species include: one (1) bird species; one (1) insect species; one (1)
mammal species; and three (3) plant species.

The results from the CNDDB and BIOS also indicated that there is one (1) special status species, Vulpes Macrotis
Mutica (San Joaquin kit fox, recorded (mapped) within a two (2) mile radius to the Project site. This single occurrence
was recorded as a roadkill along Lindsay Hwy, about 3.4 miles east of Tulare, near intersection of Tulare Lindsay
Hwy and Bates Slough. The record dates from sometime between 1972 and July 1975 and is mapped within the
Project site and adjacent parcels (see Figure 5).

There are two habitat conservation plans that apply in Tulare County: 1) Recovery Plan for Upland Species of the
San Joaquin Valley, and 2) the Kern Water Bank Habitat Conservation Plan. The Recovery Plan for Upland Species
of the San Joaquin Valley identifies the species that are important in the San Joaquin Valley; the only species that
could apply to the site is the San Joaquin kit fox (SIKF).

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: As previously noted, the proposed Project site is
located on the San Joaquin Valley floor in an unincorporated area. The purpose of the application is to allow for
the establishment of a Contractor’s Storage Yard to park trucks and trailers, tools, and equipment in conjunction
with a Landscaping Company. The request also includes the construction of a 3,600 sq ft shop with septic system.
The Applicant proposes to Operate between 6:00am to 4:00pm Monday through Saturday and would have one (1)
shift consisting of twenty-seven (27 employees). The proposed Project’s is situated on approximately 0.6-acre
portion a 4.8-acre site located at 13870 Ave 228, Tulare CA 93274. The project site is located within the Rural Valley
Lands Plan (RVLP) with a land use designation of Valley Agriculture. The site currently contains two (2) Single family
residences and detached garage. The proposed Project is surrounded by agricultural land to the south, a Single-
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family residence to the west, east and north. The proposed project also includes a Special Use Permit to establish
a contractor’s storage yard use on 0.6-acre portion of the 4.8-acre property.

According to the CNDDB search, one (1) special status animal species, the San Joaquin kit fox, is known to have
occurred in the general proposed Project vicinity (see Figure 5.)

On-site Special Status Plant Species

The current nature of the site and its long disturbance history does not provide suitable habitat for any of the
special status plant species that are listed in the CNDDB. As the surrounding area of the proposed Project site is
currently used for human habitation in a Single family residential setting and planted to walnuts and remains
actively farmed, the intensive active use of the walnut orchard has permanently changed any habitat suitable for
special status plant species. Among the activities that have rendered the site as unsuitable habitat are weed control
(through disking and application of herbicides), leveling for irrigation, scouring to allow percolation of flood
irrigation, irrigation (i.e., flood irrigation), tree shaking during harvest, walnut sweeping machine, etc., and other
related activities necessary for economic and efficient production of a walnut crop. The seasonality (timing) of
these activities is scattered throughout the year with only the winter months (December-February) as the least
active periods to conduct these activities. As such, it is highly unlikely that a special status plant would inhabit the
proposed Project site. The recent CNDDB search conducted by RMA staff for the proposed Project showed that
the proposed Project site and the 2-mile vicinity is not an historical area of special status plants; and, as noted
earlier, the intensive active use of the walnut orchard has permanently changed any habitat suitable for special
status plants.

On-site Special Status Animal Species

As noted earlier, one (1) special status animal species, the San Joaquin kit fox, is known to have occurred in the
general vicinity of the proposed Project site. However, as noted earlier, the intensive active use of human
habitation and the walnut orchard has permanently changed any habitat suitable for special status animal species.
Among the activities that have rendered the site as unsuitable habitat are weed control (through disking and
application of herbicides), leveling for irrigation, scouring to allow percolation of flood irrigation, irrigation (i.e.,
flood irrigation), tree shaking during harvest, walnut peeling machine, a walnut brush washer, dryer loading
conveyor and the dryer itself, and other related activities necessary for economic and efficient production of a
walnut crop. The seasonality (timing) of these activities is scattered throughout the year with only the winter
months (December-February) as the least active periods to conduct these activities. As such, it is highly unlikely
that a special status animal would use the proposed Project site other than transiting the site and possibly for
foraging. Nests, dens, burrows, etc., on this highly disturbed and active site are not conducive to special status
animals.

If special status species were to occur on or in the vicinity of the proposed Project site, it is possible that significant
impacts to those species could occur because of proposed Project construction-related activities. With
implementation of conditions of approval requiring compliance with applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) requirements, including Best Management Practices (BMP) and submittal of a grading and
drainage plan to the Tulare County Resource Management Agency Engineering Branch, potential impacts to both
on- and off-site special status species from onsite construction activities would be less than significant. Mitigation
Measures 4-1 and 4-2, which require pre-construction surveys for special status plant and animal species,
respectively, will be implemented prior to the onset of project-related activities. If no special status species are
identified within the Project site during pre-construction surveys, no further action would be required; however,
in the event that special status species are identified, Mitigation Measures 4-3 through 4-7 would be implemented
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as appropriate and in consultation with the CDFW and/or USFWS. Specifically, Mitigation Measure 4-3 would apply
to all identified special status species and Mitigation Measures 4-4 through 4-7 would apply to San Joaquin kit fox.
As such, incorporation of Mitigation Measures 4-1 through 4-7 would reduce potential Project-specific impacts
related to this Checklist Item to less than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1 (Pre-construction Survey — Special Status Plant Species): A qualified
biologist/botanist shall conduct a pre-construction survey for special status plant species in accordance with
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to
Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities (2009). This protocol includes
identification of reference populations to facilitate the likelihood of field investigation occurring during the
appropriate floristic period. Surveys should be timed to coincide with flowering periods for species that
could occur (March-May). In the absence of protocol-level surveys being performed, additional surveys may
be necessary.

¢ |If special status plant species are not identified during pre-construction surveys, no further action
is required.

e If special status plant species are detected during pre-construction surveys, the biologist/botanist
will supervise establishment of a minimum 50-foot no disturbance buffer from the outer edge of
the plant population. If buffers cannot be maintained, the Sacramento Field Office of the USFWS and
the Fresno Field Office of CDFW shall be contacted immediately to identify the appropriate
minimization actions to be taken as appropriate for the species identified and to determine incidental
take permitting needs.

Mitigation Measure BIO-2 (Pre-construction Survey — Special Status Animal Species): A qualified biologist
shall conduct a pre-construction survey for special-status wildlife species (including San Joaquin kit fox)
within the project site and accessible areas adjacent to the site. In the absence of protocol-level surveys
being performed, additional surveys may be necessary.

e |[f special status animal species are not identified during pre-construction surveys, no further action is
required.

e |f special status animal species are detected during pre-construction surveys, the Sacramento Field
Office of the USFWS and the Fresno Field Office of CDFW shall be contacted immediately to identify
the appropriate avoidance and minimization actions to be taken as applicable for the species
identified and to determine incidental take permitting needs.

Mitigation Measure BIO-3 (Employee Education Program): Prior to the start of construction, the applicant
shall retain a qualified biologist/botanist to conduct an employee education meeting to train all construction
staff that will be involved with the project on the special status species that occur, or may occur, on the project
site. This training shall include:

e Identification and status of special-status species in the project area (including an occurrence report);

e Adescription of the species and its habitat needs;

e An explanation of the status of the species and its protection under the Endangered Species Act;

e Alist of measures, including Avoidance, Minimization, and Mortality Reporting measures, being taken

to reduce impacts to the species during project construction and implementation..
e What to do if a species is encountered during construction.
e Reporting requirements of Tulare County RMA, CDFW and USFWS as applicable.

Mitigation Measure BIO-4 (Pre-construction Kit Fox Survey): Pre-construction surveys shall be conducted no
less than 14 days and no more than 30 days prior to the beginning of ground disturbance, construction
activities, and/or any project activity likely to impact the San Joaquin kit fox. These surveys will be conducted
in accordance with the USFWS Standard Recommendations for Protection of the Endangered San Joaquin Kit
Fox Prior to or During Ground Disturbance (2011). The survey will include the project site and where
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accessible, a minimum of a 200-foot area outside of project impact areas. The primary objective is to identify
kit fox habitat features (e.g. potential dens, refugia, tracks, scat, or other potential use areas) on the project
site and evaluate their use by kit fox through the use of remote monitoring techniques such as motion-
triggered cameras and tracking medium. If potential dens are not identified, no further action is required

Mitigation Measure BIO-5 (Avoidance — Kit Fox): Should an active or potential kit fox den be detected within
or immediately adjacent to the area of work during pre-construction surveys, the den shall not be disturbed
or destroyed. In accordance with the USFWS, Recommendations for Protection of the Endangered San Joaquin
Kit Fox Prior to or During Ground Disturbance (2011), a minimum 100-foot no-disturbance buffer area shall be
established around potential/ atypical (man-made) dens and a minimum 500-foot no-disturbance buffer area
shall be established around known, natal, or pupping den sites. The Sacramento Field Office of the USFWS
and Fresno Field Office of the CDFW shall be contacted immediately by phone and in writing to determine the
best course of action and if required, to initiate the take authorization/permit process. No construction shall
occur within the buffer unless permitted by CDFW/USFWS.

Mitigation Measure BIO-6 (Minimization — Kit Fox): Construction activities shall be carried out in a manner
that minimizes disturbance to kit fox. Minimization measures include, but are not limited to:
e Restriction of project-related vehicle traffic to established roads, construction areas, and other
designated areas;
e Speed limits of 15 mph for construction vehicles.
¢ Daily visual inspection and covering of structures (e.g., pipes and open trenches), as well as installation
of escape structures, to prevent the inadvertent entrapment of kit foxes;
e All pipes over 4 inches in diameter stored vertically or capped
e Restriction of rodenticide and herbicide use; and
e Proper disposal of food items and trash to avoid attracting predators.

Mitigation Measure BIO-7 (Mortality Reporting — Kit Fox): Any observation of injured or dead San Joaquin
kit fox must be reported immediately. The Sacramento Field Office of the USFWS and the Fresno Field Office
of CDFW shall be contacted immediately by phone and in writing within three (3) days in the event of
accidental death or injury of a San Joaquin kit fox during project-related activities.

Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure 4-1 through 4-7, as applicable, would reduce impacts to less than
significant.

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

Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The nearest body of water is Farmers ditch,
which typically only conveys water for agricultural-related purposes but will not be impacted by the proposed Project
as it is located approximately 500 feet east of the project site traversing north-south crossing Avenue 228. As such,
there would be no impact.

To ensure no indirect impacts occur to Farmers Ditch during construction or operation, the following Conditions of
Approval shall apply:
e No staging, stockpiling of spoils, refueling, equipment maintenance, concrete washout, equipment storage,
or disposal of construction or operational materials shall occur in any area that could discharge toward
Farmers Ditch.
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e All construction-related activities and materials shall be confined to designated onsite areas that drain
internally within the project site and do not allow runoff to migrate east toward Farmers Ditch.

e Any temporary or permanent drainage improvements shall be designed and maintained to prevent
sediment, pollutants, or stormwater from being conveyed offsite toward Farmers Ditch.

e The contractor shall install and maintain appropriate best management practices (BMPs) to ensure that no
runoff, waste, or pollutants reach Farmers Ditch at any time.

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

No Impact: The proposed Project would not result in an adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means.

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, orimpede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact: The proposed Project would not interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites.

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

No Impact: The proposed Project will not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinances. Moreover, the proposed Project is not expected to conflict with the
goals or policies of the Tulare County General Plan that protect biological resources.

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

No Impact: The proposed Project is not within or in the vicinity of any approved habitat conservation plans, natural
community conservation plans, or approved local, regional or state habitat conservation plans in effect, the proposed
Project would result in no impact to these resources within the vicinity of the proposed Project site.
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V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: ERM-6.1
Evaluation of Cultural and Archaeological Resources which states that the County shall participate in and support
efforts to identify its significant cultural and archaeological resources using appropriate State and Federal standards;
ERM-6.2 Protection of Resources with Potential State or Federal Designations wherein the County shall protect
cultural and archaeological sites with demonstrated potential for placement on the National Register of Historic
Places and/or inclusion in the California State Office of Historic Preservation’s California Points of Interest and
California Inventory of Historic Resources. Such sites may be of Statewide or local significance and have
anthropological, cultural, military, political, architectural, economic, scientific, religious, or other values as
determined by a qualified archaeological professional; ERM-6.3 Alteration of Sites with Identified Cultural Resources
which states that when planning any development or alteration of a site with identified cultural or archaeological
resources, consideration should be given to ways of protecting the resources. Development can be permitted in
these areas only after a site specific investigation has been conducted pursuant to CEQA to define the extent and
value of resource, and mitigation measures proposed for any impacts the development may have on the resource;
ERM-6.4 Mitigation which states that if preservation of cultural resources is not feasible, every effort shall be made
to mitigate impacts, including relocation of structures, adaptive reuse, preservation of facades, and thorough
documentation and archival of records; ERM-6.7 Cooperation of Property Owners where the County should
encourage the cooperation of property owners to treat cultural resources as assets rather than liabilities, and
encourage public support for the preservation of these resources; ERM-6.8 Solicit Input from Local Native Americans
(which is consistent with AB 52 in regards to Tribal Consultation) wherein the County shall continue to solicit input
from the local Native American communities in cases where development may result in disturbance to sites
containing evidence of Native American activity and/or to sites of cultural importance; ERM-6.9 Confidentiality of
Archaeological Sites which is also consistent with AB 52) where the County shall, within its power, maintain
confidentiality regarding the locations of archaeological sites in order to preserve and protect these resources from
vandalism and the unauthorized removal of artifacts; and ERM-6.10 Grading Cultural Resources Sites wherein the
County shall ensure all grading activities conform to the County’s Grading Ordinance and California Code of
Regulations, Title 20, § 2501 et. seq.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to
Section 15064.5?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation: Based on the cultural resources records search conducted by the
Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center, no recorded historical or archaeological resources exist within the
project site, and only one resource—an historic-era ditch (P-54-005286)—is located within a half-mile radius but
outside the project footprint, with no resources in the vicinity listed on the National Register, California Register, or
other state inventories.

Because the site contains previously disturbed agricultural land and no known cultural resources, construction of the
proposed 3,600-square-foot metal storage building is not expected to cause a substantial adverse change to historical
or archaeological resources under CEQA Section 15064.5. The CHRIS coordinator recommends that if any structures
older than 45 years are proposed for alteration they be evaluated, and if the project area includes vacant land, an
archaeological survey may be conducted; however, the project does not involve demolition of older structures.

Although no cultural or archaeological resources were identified within the proposed Project area in the records
search, there is a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered during proposed Project construction-
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related activities. In the unlikely event that resources are discovered, potentially significant impacts to previously
unknown subsurface resources may occur. Based on this analysis, implementation of Mitigation Measure MM CUL-1
would reduce potential Project-specific impacts related to this Checklist Item to a level considered Less Than
Significant Impact with Mitigation.

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation: According to the CHRIS records search, no known archaeological sites
are present within the project footprint, and the coordinator noted that if any portion of the area consists of vacant
land, it may be appropriate to conduct a professional archaeological survey prior to ground disturbance to confirm
whether any undiscovered resources are present. The project site consists of previously disturbed agricultural land,
which reduces the likelihood of intact archaeological deposits; however, as with any ground-disturbing activity in
California, there remains a possibility of uncovering previously unknown archaeological resources.

Prior to all ground disturbance activities, we recommend that a qualified professional consultant conduct a field survey
to determine if cultural resources are present. A list of qualified consultants can be found at www.chrisinfo.org. The
letter also recommends that you contact the Native American Heritage Commission in Sacramento. They will provide
Project proponent with a current list of Native American individuals/organizations that can assist you with information
regarding cultural resources that may not be included in the CHRIS Inventory and that may be of concern to the Native
groups in the area. The Commission can consult their "Sacred Lands Inventory" file to determine what sacred
resources, if any, exist within this Project area and the way in which these resources might be managed. The Project
proponent shall consult with the lead agency (Tulare County RMA) on this Project to determine if any other cultural
resource investigation is required.

Although no cultural or archaeological were identified within the proposed Project site in the records search, there is
a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered during proposed Project construction-related activities. In
the unlikely event that resources are discovered, potentially significant impacts to previously unknown subsurface
resources may occur. However, implementation of Mitigation Measures MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-3 will reduce
potential impacts in the unlikely event of encountering historical or archeological resources to a Less Than Significant
Impact with Mitigation.

c) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation: Although no cultural or archaeological were identified within the
proposed Project area in the records search, there is a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered during
proposed Project construction-related activities. In such an unlikely event, potentially significant impacts to previously
unknown subsurface resources may occur. With the implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.5-3, inadvertent
disturbance of any human remains (including those interred outside of formal cemeteries) resulting in the discovery
of human remains would require work to halt in the vicinity of a find until the County coroner determines whether
the remains are Native American in origin and, if they are, contacting the Native American Heritage Commission.

Mitigation Measure(s) See Mitigation Measures MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-3 in Attachment E (in their entirety)

Mitigation Measure CUL-1 (Discovery): If historical, archaeological or paleontological resources are
discovered during site excavation, the County shall require that grading and construction work on the
Preferred/Proposed Project site be immediately suspended until the significance of the features can be
determined by a qualified archaeologist or paleontologist.

Mitigation Measure CUL-2 (Avoidance, Preservation, and Treatment): The property owner shall avoid and
minimize impacts to paleontological resources. If a potentially significant paleontological resource is
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encountered during ground disturbing activities, all construction within a 100-foot radius of the find shall
immediately cease until a qualified paleontologist determines whether the resources require further study.

Mitigation Measure CUL-3 (Compliance with Health and Safety Code): Consistent with Section 7050.5 of the
California Health and Safety Code and (CEQA Guidelines) Section 15064.5, if human remains of Native
American origin are discovered during project construction, it is necessary to comply with State laws relating
to the disposition of Native American burials, which fall within the jurisdiction of the Native American Heritage
Commission (Public Resources Code Sec. 5097).

Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure MM CUL-1 through MM CUL-3, as applicable, would result in a Less
Than Significant Impact With Mitigation.

REFERENCES

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. National Historic Preservation Act. Accessed July 2026.
https://www.achp.gov/digital-library-section-106-landing/national-historic-preservation-act.

California Native American Heritage Commission. About the Native American Heritage Commission. Accessed July
2026. http://nahc.ca.gov/about/.

California Native American Heritage Commission. Technical Advisory. AB52 and Tribal Cultural Resources in CEQA.
June 2017. Il. Legislative Intent. Page 2. Accessed July 2026. Technical Advisory: Ab 52 and Tribal Cultural Resources
in CEQA (June 2017)

California State Parks. California Office of Historic Preservation. Mission and Responsibilities. Accessed July 2026.
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov.

California State Parks. California Office of Historic Preservation. About the CHRIS Information Centers. Accessed
July 2026. About CHRIS Centers

California State Parks. California Office of Historic Preservation. CHRIS Information Center Locations and Contacts.
Accessed July 2026. CHRIS Center Locations s

Government Code Section 65352.3. Accessed July 2026. California Government Code Section 65352.4 (public.law)

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 21084.1.
Accessed July 2026. https://www.califaep.org/docs/CEQA Handbook 2025combined.pdf

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update, August 2012. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County General Plan 2030
Update or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll down to the specific section needed)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Background Report. February 2010. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County
General Plan Background Reportor https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to Board of Supervisors Materials,
Attachment A. FEIR, Appendix B — Background Report.pdf)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, February 2010. Accessed
July 2026. Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to
Board of Supervisors Materials, Attachment A. FEIR, Recirculated Draft EIRt.pdf)

Tulare County Resource Management Agency. Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resource document. See Attachment “C”.

Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2026
Cardoza Contractor Storage Yard (PSP 26-013) Page 28


https://www.achp.gov/digital-library-section-106-landing/national-historic-preservation-act
http://nahc.ca.gov/about/
http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/Technical-Advisory-AB-52-and-Tribal-Cultural-Resources-in-CEQA.pdf
http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/Technical-Advisory-AB-52-and-Tribal-Cultural-Resources-in-CEQA.pdf
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1066
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1066
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=28730
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=30331
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=30331
https://california.public.law/codes/ca_gov't_code_section_65352.4
https://www.califaep.org/docs/CEQA_Handbook_2025combined.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/000General%20Plan%202030%20Part%20I%20and%20Part%20II/GENERAL%20PLAN%202012.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/000General%20Plan%202030%20Part%20I%20and%20Part%20II/GENERAL%20PLAN%202012.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/

VI. ENERGY
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: AQ-3.5
Alternative Energy Design — wherein the County shall encourage all new development, including rehabilitation,
renovation, and redevelopment, to incorporate energy conservation and green building practices to maximum
extent feasible; ERM-4.1 Energy Conservation and Efficiency Measures — wherein the County shall encourage the
use of solar energy, solar hot water panels, and other energy conservation and efficiency features in new
construction and renovation of existing structures in accordance with State law; ERM-4.2 Streetscape and Parking
Area Improvements for Energy Conservation — wherein the County shall promote the planting and maintenance of
shade trees along streets and within parking areas of new urban development to reduce radiation heating; and
ERM-4.3 Local and State Programs wherein the County shall participate, to the extent feasible, in local and State
programs that strive to reduce the consumption of natural or man-made energy sources; ERM-4.8 Energy Efficiency
Standards wherein the County shall encourage renovations and new development to incorporate energy efficiency
and conservation measures that exceed State Title 24 standards. When feasible, the County shall offer incentives
for use of energy reduction measures such as expedited permit processing, reduced fees, and technical assistance;
and LU-7.15 Energy Conservation wherein the County shall encourage the use of solar power and energy
conservation building techniques in all new development.

The proposed project consists of the establishment of a contractor’s storage yard for a landscaping company,
including a 3,600-square-foot shop building and the parking of trucks, trailers, and landscaping equipment. The
project will support one work shift of twenty-seven employees operating Monday through Saturday between 6:00
a.m. and 4:00 p.m. The energy demands of the project were evaluated for electricity, fuel consumption, and overall
energy efficiency.

ELECTRICITY AND NATURAL GAS

The 3,600-square-foot shop building will require typical commercial energy use for lighting, small tools, and office
functions. These demands fall within the normal service capacities of the local electric provider. The building will be
required to comply with California Building Energy Efficiency Standards (Title 24), which ensure energy-efficient
design and construction. No natural gas use beyond standard utility demand is proposed. As a result, electrical and
gas consumption impacts are considered less than significant.

Transportation Energy Use

The project will generate vehicle trips from employees and from the operation of work trucks, pickups, and
lawn-service machinery. The fleet includes approximately 12 pickups, 12 cargo/flatbed trailers, and various
lawn-care machines. These equipment types represent standard fuel-consuming vehicles used in landscaping but
do not involve heavy industrial engines or high-consumption diesel equipment.

Daily vehicle use is limited to employee arrivals/departures and the dispatch and return of landscaping crews. Fuel
use is typical for regional service operations and does not represent wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy. Therefore, transportation-related energy impacts are less than significant.

Operational Efficiency Measures

The shop building and storage yard provide organized maintenance and parking areas, minimizing unnecessary
vehicle movement and idling. These characteristics contribute to efficient energy use over the long term. All
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development will be required to meet California’s energy-efficiency standards, further reducing energy
consumption.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

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

No impact: The project does not involve high-intensity energy uses, excessive fuel consumption, or inefficient
building design. Energy use associated with the contractor’s yard is typical of light industrial and service-based
operations. Therefore, the project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary energy consumption.
Impacts are considered less than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.

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

No impact: The shop building and storage yard provide organized maintenance and parking areas, minimizing
unnecessary vehicle movement and idling. These characteristics contribute to efficient energy use over the long
term and do not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. All
development will be required to meet California’s energy-efficiency standards, further reducing energy
consumption. All development will be required to meet California’s energy-efficiency standards, further reducing
energy consumption.
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VIl. GEOLOGY/SOILS
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: HS-1.2
Development Constraints wherein the County shall permit development only in areas where the potential danger
to the health and safety of people and property can be mitigated to an acceptable level; HS-1.3 Hazardous Lands
wherein the County shall designate areas with a potential for significant hazardous conditions for open space,
agriculture, and other appropriate low intensity uses; HS-1.5 Hazard Awareness and Public Education wherein the
County shall continue to promote awareness and education among residents regarding possible natural hazards,
including soil conditions, earthquakes, flooding, fire hazards, and emergency procedures; HS-1.11 Site
Investigations wherein the County shall conduct site investigations in areas planned for new development to
determine susceptibility to landslides, subsidence/settlement, contamination, and/or flooding; HS-2.1 Continued
Evaluation of Earthquake Risks wherein the County shall continue to evaluate areas to determine levels of
earthquake risk; HS-2.4 Structure Siting The wherein the County shall permit development on soils sensitive to
seismic activity permitted only after adequate site analysis, including appropriate siting, design of structure, and
foundation integrity; HS-2.7 Subsidence wherein the County shall confirm that development is not located in any
known areas of active subsidence; HS-2.8 Alquist-Priolo Act Compliance wherein The County shall not permit any
structure for human occupancy to be placed within designated Earthquake Fault Zones; WR-2.2 NPDES Enforcement
wherein the County shall continue to support the State in monitoring and enforcing provisions to control non-point
source water pollution contained in the U.S. EPA NPDES program as implemented by the Water Quality Control
Board; WR-2.3 Best Management Practices wherein the County shall continue to require the use of feasible BMPs
and other mitigation measures designed to protect surface water and groundwater from the adverse effects of
construction activities, agricultural operations requiring a County Permit and urban runoff in coordination with the
Water Quality Control Board; and WR-2.4 Construction Site Sediment Control wherein the County shall continue to
enforce provisions to control erosion and sediment from construction sites.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving: rupture of a known earthquake fault; strong seismic ground shaking; seismic-
related ground failure, including liquefaction; or landslides?

i) Fault Rupture: Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation: No substantial faults are known to occupy Tulare
County according to the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Maps and the State of California Department of
Conservation. The nearest known faults likely to affect the Project site are the Great Valley thrust fault system
(approximately 40 miles west of the Project site). The project site at 13870 Avenue 228, Tulare is located within
the Five County Seismic Safety Element (FCSSE) V-2 zone, which is characterized by thick unconsolidated alluvial
deposits overlying deep granitic basement. This zone is associated with moderately high ground-shaking
amplification but is not associated with mapped surface-expressing active faults. The USGS seismic de-aggregation
analysis for the regional area identifies the Great Valley 14 (Kettleman Hills) Fault as the nearest significant
contributing seismic source, located approximately 40-50 mile from the modeled site coordinates (see Figure 7).
However, the Great Valley 14 fault is a blind thrust fault with no surface rupture at the ground surface, and no
Alquist—Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone overlies the project site. Because the project site is not crossed by any active
fault trace and is outside any designated fault-rupture hazard zone, the potential for surface fault rupture is
considered low. Fault rupture from the Great Valley 14 system would occur at depth and would not result in surface
expression at the project site.
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Mitigation Measure GEO-1: Site-Specific Geotechnical Investigation: Prior to issuance of grading permits,
the applicant shall retain a licensed geotechnical engineer to conduct a California Building Code—compliant
geotechnical investigation. The investigation must evaluate:

¢ Ground deformation potential associated with blind thrust activity.

e Presence and thickness of unconsolidated alluvial materials.

¢ Potential for warping or folding related to deep blind thrust events.

¢« Recommendations for foundations, compaction, slab support, and soil preparation.

All recommendations shall be incorporated into project construction plans and verified by the Tulare County Building
Department. Therefore, With implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, impacts from fault rupture would be Less
Than Significant with Mitigation.

ii) Ground Shaking: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation: Tulare County is characterized as Severity Zone
“Nil” and “Low” for ground-shaking events. De-aggregation of the hazard was performed by using the USGS
Interactive De-aggregation website (see Attachment “B”). The USGS de-aggregation contributors table indicates
the nearest mapped active fault in the region is the Great Valley 14 (Kettleman Hills) Fault. Regional recurrence
intervals for similar blind-thrust earthquakes are estimated at 400—1,000 years, based on USGS slip-rate ranges. No
Alquist—Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone crosses the Tulare site, meaning surface rupture risk is low. The 2475-year
probabilistic hazard level produces ground motions of 0.613 g at 0.2 s. Because Tulare is in a region that will
experience strong ground shaking, the proposed project requires mitigation through engineering design.

Mitigation Measure GEO-2 (Ground Shaking): CBC Compliant Seismic Structural Design. The project
applicant shall ensure all structures are designed in accordance with the current California Building Code (CBC)
and ASCE 7 seismic provisions using:
1. Site specific seismic design parameters, including Ss, S1, Fa, and Fv, obtained through USGS Seismic
Design Maps for the Tulare project address.
2. Appropriate lateral force resisting systems, diaphragm detailing, and anchorage design to withstand
design level ground shaking.
3. Anchorage and bracing of non-structural components (equipment, tanks, utility lines, HVAC units).
4. Construction phase geotechnical oversight, verifying that field soil conditions match assumed
parameters.

Mitigation Measure GEO3 (Non-Structural Seismic Hazard Reduction):
e Install flexible utility connections (gas, water, electric).
e Brace or anchor water heaters, pumps, compressors, and storage equipment.
e Provide an emergency inspection plan for structural and non-structural components following
major earthquakes.

iii) Ground Failure and Liquefaction: Less Than Significant Impact: “Liquefaction is a failure mechanism in water-
saturated, well sorted fine sands. Liquefaction occurs as a result of rearrangement of sand grains. Shaking or
vibration can cause the grains to rearrange to a denser soil thus decreasing porosity leaving excess water in the
interstices. The grains no longer support the overburden and the soil behaves as a liquid. If the soil mass is saturated
and the water cannot escape, the material turns into a viscous fluid that can damage foundations or generate slope
failures. This is normally caused by earthquakes. Liquefaction generally occurs in areas with shallow water tables or
near waterbodies. Based on soil types and depth to groundwater beneath the site, liquefaction potential will be
very low....” The proposed Project site, located at 13870 Avenue 228 in unincorporated Tulare County, is situated
within the southern San Joaquin Valley on young Quaternary alluvial deposits consisting primarily of interbedded
silts, sands, and clay-rich alluvium derived from Sierra Nevada drainage systems. These geologic materials are
generally capable of exhibiting liquefaction under strong seismic shaking where groundwater is shallow. According
to the California Geological Survey (CGS) Seismic Hazard Zone Maps, the site is not located within a mapped
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Liquefaction Hazard Zone. However, regional subsurface data and USDA/NRCS soil surveys indicate the presence of
soils typical of the local alluvial plain, such as the Crosscreek—Tagus series, which consist of moderately well-drained
silts and fine sandy loams overlying variable sandy layers at depth. Groundwater in this portion of Tulare County is
typically present at moderate depths but can fluctuate seasonally or with agricultural pumping.

Because the project site is not within a state-designated liquefaction hazard zone, the potential for liquefaction is
considered low. Nevertheless, due to the regional presence of sandy alluvial units that may be susceptible under
certain groundwater conditions, a site-specific geotechnical investigation consistent with the California Building
Code (CBC) would be required as part of project-level permitting. This analysis would confirm soil strength
parameters, evaluate groundwater depth, and ensure the proposed development incorporates any standard
engineering measures needed to address seismic soil behavior. With compliance with applicable CBC requirements
and implementation of any recommendations provided in a geotechnical report, impacts related to liquefaction
would be less than significant.

iv) Landslides: Less Than Significant Impact: The project site at 13870 Avenue 228 is located on the flat alluvial
plain of the southern San Joaquin Valley, with ground slopes typically less than 2 percent. According to the California
Geological Survey (CGS) landslide inventory and susceptibility mapping, the site is not located within a mapped
landslide zone or seismic landslide hazard zone. USGS landslide datasets similarly show no historic or existing
landslides in the vicinity, and regional susceptibility is classified as Low to Very Low due to the absence of
topographic relief. Soil survey information from the USDA/NRCS indicates that the site is underlain by deep alluvial
soils (such as Crosscreek—Tagus series) that are characteristic of flat valley-floor deposits and not prone to slope
instability. Because the project site occurs in a topographically level area without hillsides, bluffs, or unstable slopes,
the potential for landslides or earthquake-induced landslides to affect the project is considered negligible.
Therefore, impacts related to landslide hazards would be less than significant.

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

Less Than Significant Impact: Site construction-related activities for the new access road will include trenching,
earth-moving, pouring concrete, and grading. These activities could expose soils to erosion processes. The extent
of erosion will vary depending on slope steepness/stability, vegetation/cover, concentration of runoff, and weather
conditions. The site has little slope (i.e., a slight grade from east to west of 0 to 2%) and will have a flat topography
after minimal grading.

General Construction Storm Water NPDES permits are issued by the RWQCB for grading and earth-moving activities.
The General Permit is required for construction activities that disturb one or more acres. The General Permit
requires development and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which specifies
practices that include prevention of all construction pollutants from contacting stormwater with the intent of
keeping all products of erosion form moving off site into receiving waters. The proposed Project involves the
construction of a 3,600 sq ft shop building with septic system. Since the area being disturbed is less than one acre,
a General Permit and SWPPP will not be required. As such, the Project would not result in substantial soil erosion
or loss. There would be a less than significant impact.

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?

The nearest naturally formed slopes are foothills located approximately five miles east of the site. Potential for
slope failure from these nearby hills to affect the site are unlikely. The soil type located at the proposed Project site
(Nord fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, Tujunga loamy sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes, and Hanford sandy loam,
0 to 2 percent slopes. Based on a review of available geologic and soils information for the project site, including
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regional maps, local soil conditions, and standard geotechnical considerations for the area, the proposed project
would not be located on a geologic unit or soil that is known to be unstable or likely to become unstable as a result of
development. The site is situated on predominantly flat terrain within the Central Valley, where the potential for
landslides, lateral spreading, or collapse is considered low.

The Tulare area is not identified as having high susceptibility to liquefaction or seismic-induced settlement, particularly
for small scale structures such as the proposed 3600 sq. ft. shop building. With adherence to applicable building codes
and implementation of recommendations from a project specific geotechnical investigation (if required during the
permitting process), the risk of on-site or off-site geologic hazards would remain less than significant.

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

Less Than Significant Impact: The soils mapped on the project site consist of Nord fine sandy loam (0-2% slopes),
Tujunga loamy sand (0-2% slopes), and Hanford sandy loam (0-2% slopes). These soil types are typical of the
southern San Joaquin Valley alluvial fan deposits and are generally characterized by low clay content, high sand
fractions, and low shrink-s well potential.

Expansive soils are typically associated with high-plasticity clays (such as montmorillonite) that exhibit significant
swelling when wet and shrinking when dry. According to NRCS soil characteristics, the soil series present on the
project site do not exhibit expansive behavior and are not identified as having shrink—swell limitations.

Given the sandy to loamy sand texture of these soils, the potential for expansion or contraction is very low.
Construction of the proposed metal shop building will be subject to compliance with the California Building Code,
which requires site specific geotechnical recommendations for foundations, compaction, and structural design,
further reducing any risk. The project would not be located on expansive soils and would not create substantial direct
or indirect risks to life or property. Impacts would be less than significant.

e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?

Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed shop building will utilize an onsite septic system. The soils mapped on the
site—Nord fine sandy loam, Tujunga loamy sand, and Hanford sandy loam (all 0—2% slopes)—are well drained alluvial
soils commonly found throughout the southern San Joaquin Valley. These soil series are generally characterized by
moderate to rapid permeability, low shrinks well potential, and favorable drainage, which typically support the use of
septic systems.

According to NRCS soil characteristics, each of the soil types present on the project site is rated as having few to
moderate limitations for septic system absorption fields. These limitations are generally associated with percolation
rates that may require standard design considerations but do not preclude the installation of properly engineered
systems. As part of the building permit process, the septic system design will be reviewed by the County’s
Environmental Health Division to ensure compliance with applicable wastewater disposal standards.

Given the soil conditions and required County review, the Project site contains soils capable of supporting an on-site
septic system. No substantial impacts associated with wastewater disposal are anticipated. The project would not
result in soils incapable of supporting the proposed septic system. Impacts would be less than significant.

f) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?
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Less Than Significant Impact: The project site is located within the southern San Joaquin Valley, an area underlain
by recent alluvial deposits consisting primarily of sandy loams, loamy sands, and fine-grained alluvium. These soil
units—Nord fine sandy loam, Tujunga loamy sand, and Hanford sandy loam—are Holocene-age deposits that
typically have low sensitivity for significant paleontological resources because they are geologically young and
generally lack fossil-bearing formations.

The Project includes the establishment of a contractor’s storage yard and construction of a 3,600-square-foot shop
building. These activities will require only shallow grading and excavation, primarily for building foundations, septic
system installation, and drive areas. Ground disturbance is expected to remain within the upper alluvial soil layers,
which are not associated with known paleontologically sensitive formations.

There are no recorded paleontological resources, unique geologic features, or mapped fossil localities on or
adjacent to the project site based on regional cultural and paleontological resource records for Tulare County.
Additionally, the project area is currently disturbed by agricultural uses, further reducing the likelihood of
encountering intact subsurface resources.

In the unlikely event that fossils or unique geologic materials are encountered during construction, standard County
requirements mandate that work be halted in the vicinity of the find and a qualified paleontologist be consulted to
evaluate and recommend appropriate treatment. The project would not directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or unique geologic feature. Impacts would be less than significant.
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Vill. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: AQ-1.3
Cumulative Air Quality Impacts wherein the County shall require development to be located, designed, and
constructed in a manner that would minimize cumulative air quality impacts; AQ-1.5 California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Compliance wherein the County shall ensure that air quality impacts identified during the CEQA
review process are consistently and reasonably mitigated when feasible; AQ-1.7 Support Statewide Climate Change
Solutions wherein the County shall monitor and support the efforts of Cal/EPA, CARB, and the SIVAPCD, under AB
32 (Health and Safety Code §38501 et seq.), to develop a recommended list of emission reduction strategies, as
appropriate, the County will evaluate each new project under the updated General Plan to determine its consistency
with the emission reduction strategies; AQ-1.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Plan/Climate Action Plan, AQ-
3.2 Infill near Employment requiring the County of identify opportunities for infill development near employment
areas; AQ-3.3 Street Design regarding street designed to encourage transit use, biking, and pedestrian movement;
AQ-3.4 Landscape regarding the use of ecologically based landscape design principles that can improve local air
quality by absorbing CO2, producing oxygen, providing shade that reduces energy required for cooling, and filtering
particulates; AQ-3.5 Alternative Energy Design wherein the County shall encourage all new development to
incorporate energy conservation and green building practices to maximum extent feasible; ERM-4.1 Energy
Conservation and Efficiency Measures wherein the County shall encourage energy conservation and efficiency
features in new construction in accordance with State law; and ERM-4.8 Energy Efficiency Standards wherein the
County shall encourage new developments to incorporate energy efficiency and conservation measures that exceed
State Title 24 standards.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Greenhouse gases (GHGs) trap heat in the atmosphere and contribute to global climate change. Primary GHGs of
concern include carbon dioxide (CO,), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N,O), and certain industrial gases. At the State
level, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) manages climate programs through the Scoping Plan, which
provides the strategy for achieving the State’s 2030 reduction targets established under Senate Bill 32. Regionally,
the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SIVAPCD) provides guidance on evaluating GHGs from
development projects. Locally, Tulare County implements a Climate Action Plan (CAP) that applies to new
development and encourages reductions through improved energy efficiency and reduced vehicle use.

The proposed project consists of the establishment of a contractor’s storage yard and construction of a
3,600-square-foot metal building. The site is located in a rural agricultural area and currently lacks public sewer or
urban infrastructure. The proposed activities are low-intensity and would support off-site landscaping operations
with one shift of 27 employees.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact: The Project involves construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal shop building and
establishment of a contractor’s storage yard to support an off-site landscaping business. Greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions would occur from both short-term construction activities and long-term operational activities.

Short-term (Construction) Emissions

Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2026
Cardoza Contractor Storage Yard (PSP 26-013) Page 37



Construction-related GHG emissions would be generated from equipment use, on-site vehicle trips, worker
commute trips, and material delivery. These emissions are temporary and would end once construction is complete.
The project is relatively small in scale, and construction activities are expected to be limited in duration and
intensity. The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SIVAPCD) considers construction GHG impacts to be
less than significant for projects that are not exceptionally large or unusual, and no separate construction GHG
thresholds exist.

Construction activities will comply with SIVAPCD Regulation VIII and standard requirements that reduce fuel
combustion and dust generation, indirectly lowering GHG emissions. Because construction emissions are temporary
and limited, they would not result in a significant GHG impact.

Long-term (Operational) Emissions

Operational GHG emissions would occur from employee vehicle trips, limited on-site equipment use, electricity
demand, and waste generation.

The Project proposes one shift with 27 employees and storage of landscaping trucks, trailers, and small equipment.
The facility itself would primarily function as a storage and shop space, with no heavy industrial activity. Therefore,
operational emissions would be low relative to larger industrial or commercial facilities.

The Tulare County Climate Action Plan (CAP) includes measures to reduce long-term emissions through
energy-efficient building design and compliance with California Building Code (Title 24) standards. The metal
building must comply with Title 24 energy efficiency requirements, which reduces electricity and heating demand.
CARB’s statewide programs—such as the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), the Advanced Clean Trucks Regulation,
and vehicle emissions standards—will continue to reduce transportation-related GHGs over time, including those
generated by landscaping trucks using the site.

SJVAPCD uses a “no-significant-impact” screening threshold for projects emitting less than 25,000 metric tons CO,e
per year, consistent with CARB recommendations and statewide GHG reduction targets. Based on the limited size
and low-intensity operational profile of the project, emissions would be far below this threshold.

Consistency With State and Local Plans

The project does not conflict with:
e CARB’s Scoping Plan, which focuses on statewide emissions reductions;
e Tulare County’s Climate Action Plan, which encourages efficient development and standard compliance
with Title 24;
e SIVAPCD guidance, which emphasizes reducing operational emissions through existing regulatory
programs.

Because the project is small in scale and subject to modern energy and efficiency standards, it remains consistent
with applicable GHG reduction strategies

The project would not generate GHG emissions directly or indirectly, that would result in a significant
environmental impact. Emissions would be well below applicable thresholds, temporary construction emissions
would be minimal, and the project is consistent with CARB, the Tulare County CAP, and SJVAPCD plans. Impacts
would be less than significant.

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?
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Less Than Significant Impact: The State of California, the California Air Resources Board (CARB), the San Joaquin
Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD), and Tulare County have all adopted plans and regulations intended
to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Applicable documents include CARB’s Scoping Plan, the Tulare County
Climate Action Plan (CAP), and SJVAPCD’s Climate Change Action Plan Guidance for Valuing GHG Reductions.

Consistency with CARB’s Scoping Plan

CARB'’s Scoping Plan establishes statewide strategies to reach 2030 and 2045 GHG reduction goals, focusing on
cleaner transportation fuels, energy-efficient buildings, and reductions in industrial emissions. The proposed project
is a small-scale contractor storage yard with one 3,600-square-foot building and does not involve industrial
processes or high-emission land uses. The project is required to comply with statewide energy efficiency standards
(Title 24), low-carbon fuel requirements, and CARB’s vehicle emissions regulations, including rules affecting
landscaping fleets. These existing regulations ensure consistency with the Scoping Plan.

Consistency with the Tulare County Climate Action Plan (CAP)

The Tulare County CAP includes measures to reduce emissions through:
e energy-efficient buildings,
¢ reduced vehicle emissions,
e compliance with Title 24 building standards, and
e support for cleaner transportation technologies.

The project’s metal building must be designed consistent with current California Building Code and Title 24
requirements, which improve insulation, energy use, lighting efficiency, and HVAC performance. Operational
emissions are limited to employee commutes and use of landscaping equipment stored on site. The project does
not introduce land uses that would exceed CAP screening levels or conflict with adopted reduction strategies.
Therefore, the project is considered consistent with the CAP.

Consistency with SIVAPCD Policies

SIVAPCD uses GHG thresholds and guidance rooted in performance standards and consistency with statewide
reduction programs. Since the project’s estimated emissions are far below SIVAPCD'’s significance threshold of
25,000 metric tons CO,e per year, and the project does not introduce new or unregulated GHG-intensive activities,
it is consistent with SIVAPCD GHG reduction policies.

No Conflict with Adopted GHG Reduction Plans

The project does not propose activities that would interfere with implementation of CARB’s Scoping Plan, Tulare
County’s Climate Action Plan, or SJIVAPCD regulations. Instead, it is inherently low-emitting and subject to existing
statewide standards that reduce GHG emissions over time.

The project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
greenhouse gas emissions. Impacts would be less than significant.
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: HS-4.1
Hazardous Materials wherein the County shall strive to ensure hazardous materials are used, stored, transported,
and disposed of in a safe manner, in compliance with local, State, and Federal safety standards, including the
Hazardous Waste Management Plan, Emergency Operations Plan, and Area Plan; HS-4.2 Establishment of
Procedures to Transport Hazardous Wastes wherein the County shall continue to cooperate with the California
Highway Patrol (CHP) to establish procedures for the movement of hazardous wastes and explosives within the
County; HS-4.3 Incompatible Land Uses wherein the County shall prevent incompatible land uses near properties
that produce or store hazardous waste; and HS-4.4 Contamination Prevention; HS-4.5: Increase Public Awareness;
HS-6.1 New Building Fire Hazards;HS-6.5 Fire Risk Recommendations; HS-6.7 Water Supply System; PFS-2.3 Well
Testing; PFS-7.1: Fire Protection; PFS-7.2 Fire Protection Standards; and PFS-7.5 Fire Staffing and Response Time
Standards wherein the County shall review new development proposals to protect soils, air quality, surface water,
and groundwater from hazardous materials contamination.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

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: The proposed project involves the establishment of a contractor’s storage yard and construction
of a 3,600-square-foot metal shop building to support an off-site landscaping business. Typical operations at a
contractor’s yard may involve the use and storage of small quantities of common hazardous materials, such as fuels,
oils, lubricants, solvents, and cleaning supplies associated with equipment maintenance.

These materials are commonly used in commercial and light industrial settings and are readily available to the
general public. Any hazardous materials used or stored on-site would be limited in quantity and subject to all
applicable federal, state, and local regulations, including:

e California Health and Safety Code

e (California Fire Code

e Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) requirements, if thresholds are exceeded

e Tulare County Environmental Health Division oversight

e San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District rules (where applicable)

The project does not involve activities that require the routine transport, bulk handling, or disposal of hazardous
materials beyond typical small-scale commercial operations. No large quantities of hazardous substances (such as
industrial chemicals, corrosives, or regulated toxic air contaminants) would be produced, processed, or disposed of
on-site. The landscaping equipment stored at the facility is expected to be fueled and maintained primarily off-site,
consistent with typical contractor operations.

As required by State law, if the quantity of hazardous materials stored on-site exceeds 55 gallon of liquid, 500 pounds
of solid or 200 cubic feet of compressed gas, the operator would be required to prepare and maintain a Hazardous
Materials Business Plan (HMBP). This process ensures proper storage, employee training, spill prevention, and
emergency response procedures. Compliance with these regulations ensures that the presence of small quantities of
hazardous materials does not pose a significant risk to the public or the environment.
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Given the limited nature of activities and the requirement to comply with all applicable hazardous materials handling
regulations, the project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Impacts would be less than significant.

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: The proposed project will operate as a contractor’s storage yard supporting an off-site
landscaping business. On-site activities include parking pickup trucks, landscape trailers, and storing small
equipment, along with limited equipment maintenance within the 3,600-square-foot metal shop building.

Hazardous Materials On-Site

Only small quantities of common commercial hazardous materials—such as gasoline, diesel, motor oil, lubricants,
solvents, fertilizers, herbicides, and cleaning products—may be stored or used on-site. These materials are typical
for landscape contractor operations and are widely used in commercial and agricultural settings. The limited
guantities normally present do not pose a significant environmental risk under routine conditions.

Potential for Accidental Release

Accidental spills could occur during equipment refueling, maintenance, or storage; however, these are considered
minor and foreseeable small-scale releases. Such spills are easily contained using standard spill-prevention and
cleanup procedures. The project does not involve hazardous industrial processes, bulk chemical storage, or
large-volume fuel storage that would create a substantial risk of large spills or accidental releases.

All on-site handling, storage, and disposal of hazardous materials must comply with:
e C(California Health and Safety Code
e (California Fire Code
e Cal/OSHA hazardous materials handling requirements
e Tulare County Environmental Health Division regulations
¢ Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP), if required
e Spill prevention and control requirements through the County and Fire Authority

Compliance with these regulatory programs ensures the project implements proper containment, labeling, storage
practices, employee training, and emergency response procedures.

Site Conditions and Risk Factors

The project site is not located within a hazardous materials cleanup site, is not near sensitive receptors such as
schools, and does not include underground storage tanks, pipelines, or industrial operations that would heighten
risk. The site consists of open agricultural land with low potential for environmental exposure in the event of a small
accidental spill.

Due to the small quantities of hazardous materials, the absence of industrial-level chemical handling, and required
compliance with all applicable hazardous materials regulations, the project would not create a significant hazard to
the public or environment from reasonably foreseeable upset or accident conditions. Any potential incidents would
be minor, localized, and effectively addressed through regulatory compliance. Impact is Less than Significant.

¢) Would the project Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
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Less than significant: The site is not within 0.25 miles of a school and the project would only store or use small
quantities of non-acute, commercially available hazardous materials, there is no potential for the project to expose
a school to hazardous emissions or acutely hazardous substances.

Furthermore, the project will be subject to all applicable hazardous materials regulations, including:
e (California Health and Safety Code
e (California Fire Code
e Tulare County Environmental Health Division oversight
e Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) requirements, if thresholds are exceeded

These regulations ensure proper storage, handling, containment, and emergency response for hazardous materials.

The project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials in a manner
that could impact a school. Impact would be Less Than Significant.

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

Less than significant: The project site at 13870 Avenue 228, Tulare, CA 93274 (APN 195-111-021) is not listed on
any hazardous materials or contaminated site databases maintained under Government Code Section 65962.5. The
surrounding area is in active agricultural use and is not associated with historic industrial operations, waste facilities,
or documented spills that would warrant listing on the Cortese List.

Because the site does not appear on the Cortese List or any associated hazardous site database, and because the
project involves low-intensity contractor yard operations, the project would not create a significant hazard related
to existing hazardous materials contamination.

During construction, if any previously unknown contamination is encountered, standard regulatory requirements
apply, including immediate notification of Tulare County Environmental Health and compliance with all necessary
assessment and cleanup procedures. Therefore, the project would not create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment associated with contaminated site conditions.

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 the project area?

Less than significant: The project site is located in a rural agricultural area approximately 0.25 miles west of Road
140 in Tulare County. A review was conducted of local airport facilities and applicable airport land use planning
documents, including:

e The Tulare County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP)

e FAAairport facility data

e Local public-use airport mapping

The nearest public-use airport to the project site is Mefford Field Airport in the City of Tulare, located approximately
7 miles northwest of the project site. No other public airports, private airstrips, or heliports are located within two
miles of the site. The project is not located within an Airport Influence Area (AIA) under the Tulare County ALUCP.

Because the site lies well outside the two-mile radius and outside any airport land use planning boundary, the
project area is not subject to airport-related flight hazards, approach or departure paths, restricted airspace, or
other aviation safety constraints.
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Safety Hazards

The project does not involve tall structures, reflective materials, communication towers, or uses that could interfere
with aircraft operations. The proposed metal building will be limited to a single-story structure typical of agricultural
or light commercial development and therefore poses no aviation hazard.

Noise Exposure

Given the project’s location approximately 7 miles from the nearest public-use airport, aircraft noise levels in the
project area are minimal and are consistent with rural background levels. The project would not expose workers or
nearby residents to excessive airport-related noise.

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan and is not within two miles of a public airport.
Therefore, the project would not result in a safety hazard or excessive noise exposure for people residing or working
in the project area.

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

Less than significant: The project site is located in a rural agricultural area on the north side of Avenue 228,
approximately 0.25 miles west of Road 140. Tulare County relies on regional emergency response and evacuation
plans, including the Tulare County Operational Area Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) and local fire district
emergency procedures.

Emergency Access and Circulation

The project proposes construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal shop building and establishment of a contractor
storage yard. The project does not involve road closures, lane reductions, or modifications to regional circulation
routes. Access to the site will continue to be provided via Avenue 228, a rural two-lane roadway that will remain
fully operational during and after construction.

Construction activities will occur within the boundaries of the project site and will not obstruct public roadways,
emergency vehicle routes, or regional evacuation corridors. Any temporary construction-related staging or
equipment storage will be located entirely on-site and will not encroach on Avenue 228 or adjacent rights-of-way.

Emergency Response Plan Compatibility

The project is consistent with rural land uses and does not introduce activities that would alter or interfere with
local or regional emergency response procedures. The site will be required to comply with all applicable California
Fire Code standards, including emergency access, on-site circulation, and fire protection requirements. The Tulare
County Fire Department will review project plans to ensure adequate emergency access.

The contractor yard does not involve hazardous industrial activity, high-occupancy facilities, or uses that would
complicate evacuation planning or emergency operations. The proposed building size and on-site workforce (27
employees per shift) will not generate substantial changes in population or traffic that could conflict with
emergency plans.

The project would not impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan. Both construction and operation would maintain adequate access for emergency
vehicles and would not alter designated evacuation routes.
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g) Would the project Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires?

Less than significant: The project site is located in a rural agricultural area on the north side of Avenue 228, west of
Road 140. The site and surrounding lands consist primarily of irrigated farmland, open fields, and scattered rural
residences. According to the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) Fire Hazard Severity
Zone (FHSZ) maps, the project site is located outside any designated:

e Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ)
e High Fire Hazard Severity Zone
¢ Moderate Fire Hazard Severity Zone

The area is classified as Non-Wildland / Non-Urban or Minimal Fire Hazard, due to the predominance of agricultural
land uses, low natural vegetation fuel loads, and absence of steep terrain.

Risk of Wildland Fire Exposure

The project does not include uses that would substantially increase wildfire risk, such as recreational campgrounds,
high-occupancy residential development, or fuel-storage facilities. The proposed contractor storage yard and
3,600-square-foot metal building are low-intensity uses consistent with surrounding agricultural operations.

Additionally, the site has:
e No adjacent wildland areas with heavy fuel loads
o No dense vegetation or forested areas
e No history of frequent wildfires in the immediate vicinity
e The flat topography and irrigated agricultural surroundings further reduce wildland fire potential.

Regulatory Compliance and Fire Protection

The project will be required to comply with:
e (California Fire Code (CFC)
e Tulare County Fire Department requirements for emergency access and fire flow
e On-site fire safety measures for commercial buildings

These requirements ensure adequate emergency vehicle access, fire suppression capability, and defensible space
around the building.

Indirect Wildfire Risk

The project will not generate activities that could contribute to wildfire ignition sources beyond typical low-risk
operations. Landscaping equipment will be stored within the controlled yard area; no on-site fuel storage beyond
small containers will occur, and no off-road equipment use is proposed on natural vegetation areas.

Given the absence of surrounding wildfire hazards and adherence to fire safety requirements, the project would
not expose people or structures to significant wildfire-related risk.

The project is not located in a wildfire hazard zone and would not create conditions that increase fire risk. Therefore,
it would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. The
impact would be Less than Significant.
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project (Chapter 10 -
Health and Safety and Chapter 11 — Water Resources): HS-4.4 Contamination Prevention wherein the County shall
review new development proposals to protect soils, air quality, surface water, and groundwater from hazardous
materials contamination; WR-2.1 Protect Water Quality wherein all major land use and development plans shall be
evaluated as to their potential to create surface and groundwater contamination hazards from point and non-point
sources. This policy requires the County to confer with other appropriate agencies, as necessary, to assure adequate
water quality review to prevent soil erosion; direct discharge of potentially harmful substances; ground leaching
from storage of raw materials, petroleum products, or wastes; floating debris; and runoff from the site; WR-2.2
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Enforcement wherein the County shall continue to
support the State in monitoring and enforcing provisions to control non-point source water pollution contained in
the U.S. EPA NPDES program as implemented by the Water Quality Control Board; WR-2.3 Best Management
Practices (BMPs) wherein the County shall continue to require the use of feasible BMPs and other mitigation
measures designed to protect surface water and groundwater from the adverse effects of construction activities,
agricultural operations requiring a County Permit and urban runoff in coordination with the Water Quality Control
Board; WR-2.4 Construction Site Sediment Control wherein the County shall continue to enforce provisions to
control erosion and sediment from construction sites WR-2.5 Major Drainage Management - wherein the County
shall continue to promote protection of each individual drainage basin within the County based on the basins unique
hydrologic and use characteristics; WR-3.3 Adequate Water Availability - wherein the County shall review new
development proposals to ensure the intensity and timing of growth will be consistent with the availability of
adequate water supplies. Projects must submit a Will-Serve letter as part of the application process, and provide
evidence of adequate and sustainable water availability prior to approval of the tentative map or other urban
development entitlement; WR-3.5 Use of Native and Drought Tolerant Landscaping - wherein the County shall
encourage the use of low water consuming, drought-tolerant and native landscaping and emphasize the importance
of utilizing water conserving techniques, such as night watering, mulching, and drip irrigation; and WR-3.6 Water
Use Efficiency - wherein the County shall support educational programs targeted at reducing water consumption
and enhancing groundwater recharge.

In addition, as a Condition of Approval, the project shall implement measures to ensure that no runoff, sediment,
construction materials, or pollutants are allowed to enter Farmers Ditch. All site grading, drainage, and construction
activities shall be managed to prevent discharge toward the ditch, including use of BMPs such as perimeter controls,
sediment barriers, stabilized entrances, and covered material storage. This Condition of Approval is added to ensure
protection of agricultural water supply infrastructure and to maintain compliance with WR-2.1, WR-2.3, and WR-2.4.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality

Less than significant: The project site is a developed rural parcel in Tulare County. A review of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) indicates no wetlands, riparian features, or jurisdictional waters
on or adjacent to the site. Stormwater in the region is regulated under the Clean Water Act (CWA), including the
NPDES Construction General Permit, administered by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and the
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB). Groundwater quality is managed under the
Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, the Tulare County Environmental Health Services (EHS), and the Safe
Drinking Water Act (SDWA) (for protection of groundwater aquifers).
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The project proposes construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal storage building and use of the entire property at
13870 Avenue 228 as an outdoor storage yard supporting an off-site landscaping business. In addition to the
building itself, the project includes all weather parking and storage areas, internal driveways, access improvements,
and onsite drainage improvements. Because the surface treatment of the storage yard and circulation areas may
influence stormwater runoff characteristics and potential pollutant loading, the hydrology and water quality analysis
consider the full operational footprint rather than only the enclosed shop area. Project implementation will introduce
an all weather road surface for access and parking/storage functions. These surfaces are expected to be granular base,
decomposed granite, or similar compacted material designed to support vehicle loading. While all weather surfaces
increase durability and reduce rutted conditions, they may also influence runoff volume, concentration, and the
potential mobilization of surface pollutants associated with vehicle access, equipment storage, and landscaping
material handling. No hazardous materials manufacturing, fueling, or chemical mixing is proposed.

Stormwater generated on the site will continue to flow toward existing drainage patterns. As part of the project,
drainage improvements will be installed to manage stormwater within the graded yard, reduce uncontrolled
erosion, and direct flows toward established on-site infiltration areas. The project does not propose direct discharge
into waters of the state. Site design features include maintaining or improving onsite percolation areas, localized
grading to slow and retain runoff, and preventing off property migration of sediment through use of onsite drainage
basins, swales, or similar BMPs. These improvements are expected to reduce sediment transport and prevent
pollutants from leaving the property.

Project operations involve storage of landscaping materials, equipment, and vehicles. Potential pollutants include
sediment, fuel or oil drips, and nutrients from stored landscaping materials. However, the project would be required
to comply with the Tulare County Grading Ordinance, stormwater quality requirements under the NPDES program,
and standard construction BMPs such as stabilizing disturbance areas, controlling sediment, and managing stockpiles.
Operational BMPs will include maintaining the all weather surface, containing loose landscaping materials, preventing
equipment leaks, and maintaining onsite drainage features to ensure proper infiltration and pollutant control.

Construction of the project would disturb less than one acre and therefore would not trigger the State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Construction General Permit or require preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP). Standard Tulare County grading-permit conditions would still apply and would require
implementation of erosion- and sediment-control best management practices (BMPs) to prevent sediment
discharge to surface waters. The project does not involve process water, changes to sewer connections, wastewater
generation, or any on-site waste-discharge activities, and it would not store chemicals in quantities that require
additional permits from Tulare County Environmental Health Services or the Regional Water Quality Control Board.
Because the site contains no wetlands or surface waters, there are no Clean Water Act Section 404 or 401 permitting
requirements, and no discharge to jurisdictional waters could occur. In addition, the project does not involve wells,
injection activities, septic expansion, or any other action regulated under the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA).

The project would not violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirements and would not degrade
surface or groundwater quality. The project impact would be Less than Significant.

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

Less than significant: The site overlies the Tulare Lake Subbasin, a critically over drafted basin regulated under the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA). Groundwater recharge in this area is governed by SWRCB, local
Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs), and Tulare County RMA. The project consists only of a small storage
structure and does not involve water-intensive operations. No new wells are proposed.
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The project includes no groundwater pumping, wells, or industrial water use, and the only increase in impervious
surface—approximately 3,600 square feet—represents a negligible portion of the parcel and would not measurably
affect groundwater recharge at the basin scale. The project does not alter regional land-use patterns or introduce
activities that would conflict with Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) objectives, and all
landscaping business operations occur off-site rather than on the project parcel. As a result, the minor increase in
impervious area would not interfere with groundwater recharge or groundwater basin sustainability. The project
impact would be Less than Significant.

c) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would: result in substantial erosion or siltation on-or off-site; substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite; create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff; or impede or redirect flood flows?

i) Erosion and Siltation: Less than significant: The project site is flat and does not contain streams, rivers,
drainage channels, or FEMA-mapped floodways, and FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps identify the property as
being within Zone X, indicating minimal flood hazard. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory
(NWI) shows no surface waters or wetland hydrology in the project area, and existing stormwater runoff currently
infiltrates into onsite soils. Construction activities would be small-scale and subject to Tulare County grading-permit
requirements, which mandate implementation of best management practices (BMPs) such as fiber rolls, stabilized
construction entrances, and soil covering to minimize erosion and sediment transport. The flat topography further
reduces erosion potential. Therefore, impacts related to changes in drainage patterns, erosion, siltation, runoff, and
flooding would be less than significant.

ii) Runoff and Flooding: Less than significant: The additional 3,600 square feet of impervious surface proposed
by the project is minimal, and post-construction runoff volumes would remain low and would not alter existing
drainage patterns due to the site’s flat topography and natural soil infiltration capacity. Because runoff would
continue to infiltrate onsite and no concentrated discharge points are proposed, no downstream storm drain
facilities would be affected or overloaded. Therefore, impacts related to increased runoff, flooding potential, or
drainage pattern changes would be less than significant.

iii) Drainage Systems and Polluted Runoff: Less than significant: The project does not include new parking lots,
chemical storage areas, or paved yards, and stormwater would be managed using standard Tulare County best
management practices (BMPs). Because the project would not involve activities that generate heavy metals,
petroleum products, or other pollutants associated with high-intensity land uses, it would not create substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff or exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems.
Therefore, impacts related to stormwater quality and polluted runoff would be less than significant.

iv) Impede or Redirect Flood Flows: Less than significant: The project site is flat, is not located within a
FEMA-designated floodway, and does not contain any natural or artificial drainage channels that could be
obstructed by development, and the proposed 3,600-square-foot building footprint is far too small to meaningfully
impede or redirect regional flood flows. Therefore, impacts related to flood-flow obstruction or redirection would
be less than significant.

d) If in a flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

Less than significant: The project site is located in an inland portion of Tulare County and is not subject to tsunami
or seiche hazards due to its distance from the coast and major water bodies. FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps
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designate the site as being within Zone X, an area of minimal flood hazard, and the property does not overlie a
FEMA floodway or special flood hazard area. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory
identifies no wetlands, ponds, or hydrologically connected water features on or adjacent to the site, and the parcel
is characterized by flat topography with no channels that could convey floodwater across the project area. The
proposed 3,600-square-foot storage building would not include outdoor chemical storage, fueling, or material
handling areas capable of releasing pollutants during an inundation event, and all landscaping-business activities
occur off-site. Because the project site is not exposed to tsunami, seiche, or meaningful flood hazards, and because
no pollutant-generating uses or hazardous materials storage are proposed, the project would not risk the release
of pollutants due to inundation. Therefore, impacts under this criterion would be less than significant.

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

Less than significant: The project site lies within the jurisdiction of the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board and is subject to the Basin Plan adopted under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, as well as the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) applicable to the Tulare Lake Subbasin. The proposed use—a
small, enclosed 3,600-square-foot storage building—does not involve groundwater pumping, industrial discharges,
process wastewater generation, septic system expansion, or any activity requiring Waste Discharge Requirements
from the Regional Board. Stormwater would continue to infiltrate onsite, consistent with existing conditions, and
erosion- and sediment-control best management practices required under Tulare County’s grading permit process
would ensure compliance with applicable water quality standards administered by the State Water Resources
Control Board. The project does not change land use intensity in a way that would interfere with Basin Plan
objectives, and the negligible increase in impervious area would not affect groundwater recharge, groundwater
budgets, or long-term basin sustainability. Because the project does not introduce new groundwater extraction or
potential contaminants, does not alter drainage patterns, and is consistent with SGMA planning requirements and
Regional Board policies, the project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control
plan or a sustainable groundwater management plan. Impacts would be less than significant.
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XIl.  LAND USE AND PLANNING
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: AG-1.13
Agricultural Related Uses — wherein the County shall allow agriculturally-related uses, including value-added
processing facilities by discretionary approvals in areas designated Valley Agricultural; AG-1.14 Right-to-Farm
Noticing-wherein the County shall condition discretionary permits for special uses and residential development
within or adjacent to agricultural areas upon the recording of a Right-to-Farm Notice; ED-2.5 Small Business —
where in the County recognizing the powerful job creation potential of small businesses, the County shall support
entrepreneurial development and small business expansion; ED-3.1 Diverse Economic Base — wherein the County
shall actively promote the development of a diversified economic base by continuing to promote agriculture,
recreation services, and commerce, and by expanding its efforts to encourage industrial development including the
development of energy resources.

The proposed Project site is located on the San Joaquin Valley floor in an unincorporated area of Tulare County,
approximately southeast of the City of Tulare. The Project consists of constructing a 3,600-square-foot metal
storage building to support an off-site landscaping business, functioning as a contractor’s storage yard for
equipment and materials. The parcel at 13870 Avenue 228 (APN 195-111-021) is designated Valley Agriculture
under the Tulare County General Plan and is currently developed with rural residential and agricultural
improvements typical of the surrounding area. The site is characterized by flat topography, existing agricultural
uses, and associated rural structures. Surrounding land uses include agricultural lands and scattered rural
residences to the north, south, east, and west, consistent with the agricultural landscape of the region. No rezoning
is proposed as part of this Project, and the use is compatible with agricultural support activities allowed under the
Valley Agriculture land use designation.

According to the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, existing land uses in the County are predominantly
agricultural, with agriculture accounting for approximately 2,150 square miles (44 percent) of the County’s total
land area, as summarized in Table LU-1. Open space lands, including national forests, parks, and timber preserves,
account for 1,230 square miles (25 percent), while residential, commercial, and industrial uses collectively represent
less than 3 percent of the overall County land area. The County as a whole consists of 4,840 square miles, of which
97 percent lies within unincorporated areas. Because the Project site is located within this extensive agricultural
landscape and proposes a small-scale support building that is consistent with surrounding land uses and General
Plan agricultural policies, the Project is compatible with the local and regional land-use setting

Table 1. County of Tulare Summary of Assessed Land by Generalized Use Categories*

Generalized Land Use Category Square Miles! | Percentage?
Residential 110 2
Commercial 10 Less than 1%
Industrial 10 Less than 1%
Agriculture 2,150 44
Public (including airports, charitable organizations, churches, fraternal organizations, 420 9
government owned land, hospitals and rest homes, institutional facilities, rehab facilities

and schools)

1 Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Background Report. Page 3-53.
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Open Space (including national forests and parks, timber preserves) 1,230 25
Classified Subtotal 3,930 81

Unclassified (includes streets and highways, rivers, canals, etc.) 780 16
Unincorporated County Subtotal 4,710 97

Incorporated Cities 130 3
Total County 4,840 100

1 One square mile = 640 acres.
2 Percent reflect those estimated for the total land area of the County and may not equal 100 due to rounding.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT
a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

No impact: The proposed construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal storage building on a rural agricultural parcel
at 13870 Avenue 228 would not physically divide an established community, as the project is located in an area
designated for Valley Agriculture surrounded by low-density agricultural operations, rural residences, and open
agricultural land. Table LU-1 of the Tulare County General Plan identifies that approximately 44 percent of the
County’s land area is agricultural, and the project site is consistent with this predominant land-use pattern. The
project consists of a small accessory structure associated with an existing off-site landscaping business and does
not introduce new roads, barriers, or development intensity capable of dividing or fragmenting an established
community. Access to surrounding properties would not be altered, nor would circulation or community cohesion
be affected. Therefore, the project would have no impact related to physically dividing an established community.

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?

Less than significant: The project is consistent with applicable land use plans and policies adopted by Tulare County
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating environmental impacts. The site is designated Valley Agriculture, and the
Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update allows agriculturally related uses within this designation through
discretionary approvals, consistent with Policy AG-1.13 (Agricultural-Related Uses). Because the project will support
an off-site landscaping business that is compatible with rural operations, the use is consistent with
agricultural-support and value-added activities encouraged by the County. In accordance with Policy AG-1.14
(Right-to-Farm Noticing), discretionary approvals for projects in or near agricultural areas require the recordation
of a Right-to-Farm Notice, which the project can readily comply with and which ensures no conflict with agricultural
operations. The project also supports broader economic development goals established by Policies ED-2.5 (Small
Business) and ED-3.1 (Diverse Economic Base), as it supports small business activity and contributes to the County’s
diversified economic base without introducing incompatible land uses. The project does not alter land-use patterns,
conflict with zoning regulations, or interfere with agricultural preservation objectives. Because the project does not
conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted to avoid or mitigate environmental effects,
impacts under this criterion would be less than significant.
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Xil.  MINERAL RESOURCES
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following analysis is based on the information provided in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update (General
Plan), General Plan 2030 Update Background Report (Background Report), Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (General Plan RDEIR).

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update: Chapter 8 — Environmental Resources Management contains the
following goals and policies that relate to mineral resources and which have potential relevance to the Project’s
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review: ERM-2.1 Conserve Mineral Deposits wherein the County will
encourage the conservation of identified and/or potential mineral deposits, recognizing the need for identifying,
permitting, and maintaining a 50 year supply of locally available PCC grade aggregate; and ERM-4.6 Renewable
Energy wherein the County shall support efforts, when appropriately sited, for the development and use of
alternative energy resources, including renewable energy such as wind, solar, bio-fuels and co-generation.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

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

Less than significant: The project site at 13870 Avenue 228 is located within an agricultural area on the San Joaquin
Valley floor and is designated Valley Agriculture under the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update. According to
Chapter 8 (Environmental Resources Management) of the General Plan and state mineral resource mapping
prepared under the California Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975 (SMARA), the County contains significant
aggregate resources primarily concentrated in areas with accessible river-deposited sand and gravel. These mineral
deposits of regional importance are classified by the California Geological Survey under Mineral Resource Zone
categories (MRZ-1 through MRZ-4), with MRZ-2 lands indicating the presence of significant mineral resources. The
Tulare County General Plan does not identify the project parcel, nor the surrounding agricultural landscape, as an
area containing regionally significant aggregate deposits or MRZ-2 designation. The local economy is strongly
agricultural, and the project site and vicinity are characterized by cultivated cropland and rural residential uses
rather than mineral extraction activities. The project site is not identified as a mineral recovery site in any local
general plan, resource map, or SMARA-designated mineral resource area. Construction of a 3,600-square-foot
metal storage building would not disturb, restrict, or preclude access to any known mineral resources, nor would it
convert land identified for future aggregate extraction. Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of
availability of a known state- or regionally valuable mineral resource, nor would it affect the availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site. Impacts would be less than significant.

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

Less than significant: The project site is not identified as a mineral recovery site in any local general plan, resource
map, or SMARA-designated mineral resource area. Construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal storage building
would not disturb, restrict, or preclude access to any known mineral resources, nor would it convert land identified
for future aggregate extraction. Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of availability of a known state-
or regionally valuable mineral resource, nor would it affect the availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site. Impacts would be less than significant.
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Xill.  NOISE
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: Chapter 10 —
Health and Safety contains the following goals and policies that relate to noise and which have potential relevance
to the Project’s California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review: HS-8.2 Noise Impacted Areas — wherein the
County shall designate areas as noise-impacted if exposed to existing or projected noise levels that exceed 60 dB
Ldn (or Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL)) at the exterior of buildings; HS-8.3 Noise Sensitive Land Uses —
wherein the County shall not approve new noise sensitive uses unless effective mitigation measures are
incorporated into the design of such projects to reduce noise levels to 60 dB Ldn (or CNEL) or less within outdoor
activity areas and 45 dB Ldn (or CNEL) or less within interior living spaces; HS-8.6 Noise Level Criteria wherein the
County shall ensure noise level criteria applied to land uses other than residential or other noise-sensitive uses are
consistent with the recommendations of the California Office of Noise Control (CONC); HS-8.8 Adjacent Uses
wherein the County shall not permit development of new industrial, commercial, or other noise-generating land
uses if resulting noise levels will exceed 60 dB Ldn (or CNEL) at the boundary of areas designated and zoned for
residential or other noise-sensitive uses, unless it is determined to be necessary to promote the public health, safety
and welfare of the County; HS-8.11 Peak Noise Generators wherein the County shall limit noise generating activities,
such as construction, to hours of normal business operation (One hour before sunrise and one hour after sunset).
No peak noise generating activities shall be allowed to occur outside of normal business hours without County
approval; HS-8.13 Noise Analysis — wherein the County shall require a detailed noise impact analysis in areas where
current or future exterior noise levels from transportation or stationary sources have the potential to exceed the
adopted noise policies of the Health and Safety Element, where there is development of new noise sensitive land
uses or the development of potential noise generating land uses near existing sensitive land uses. The noise analysis
shall be the responsibility of the project applicant and be prepared by a qualified acoustical engineer (i.e., a
Registered Professional Engineer in the State of California, etc.). The analysis shall include recommendations and
evidence to establish mitigation that will reduce noise exposure to acceptable levels (such as those referenced in
Table 10-1 of the Health and Safety Element); HS-8.14 Sound Attenuation Features - The County shall require sound
attenuation features such as walls, berming, heavy landscaping, between commercial, industrial, and residential
uses to reduce noise and vibration impacts; HS-8.16 State Noise Insulation — wherein the County shall enforce the
State Noise Insulation Standards (California Administrative Code, Title 24) and Chapter 35 of the Uniform Building
Code; HS-8.18 Construction Noise wherein the County shall seek to limit the potential noise impacts of construction
activities by limiting construction activities to the hours of 7 a.m. to 7 p.m., Monday through Saturday when
construction activities are located near sensitive receptors. No construction shall occur on Sundays or national
holidays without a permit from the County to minimize noise impacts associated with development near sensitive
receptors; HS-8.19 Construction Noise Control wherein the County shall ensure that construction contractors
implement best practices guidelines (i.e.; berms, screens, etc.) as appropriate and feasible to reduce construction-
related noise-impacts on surrounding land uses.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project generate 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 with mitigation: Construction of the 3,600-square-foot metal storage building will generate
temporary noise from standard construction equipment such as earth-moving machinery, impact tools, and delivery
trucks. These activities would occur during normal daytime construction hours and would comply with applicable
Tulare County noise limitations. Construction noise would be short-term, intermittent, and comparable to existing
agricultural operations in the surrounding area.
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Once operational, the project will support an off-site landscaping business and rely on periodic use of vehicles and
equipment stored within the new building and outdoor yard. Although overall activity levels are low, certain
operations have the potential to create short-duration noise events, including early-morning vehicle start-up, trailer
hook-up, backup alarms, loading of materials or equipment, idling, and other equipment movements within the
yard. Such intermittent noises can be perceptible if they occur during sensitive early-morning or late-evening hours
when ambient background noise levels are lower.

The nearest residences are located within the general rural surroundings, though separated from the project site
by agricultural uses. With typical daytime activity, operational noise would be well within the standards of the Tulare
County General Plan 2030 Update Noise Element. However, limiting higher-intensity outdoor noises (such as
loading, testing, or extended idling) during sensitive hours will ensure that operations do not create adverse
increases in ambient noise levels during periods when residents are more likely to be affected. With implementation
of the condition below, operational noise would remain below County thresholds and would not result in a
substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels.

To avoid noise impacts to nearby residences during sensitive hours, the following mitigation measures shall apply:

Mitigation Measure NOI-1 (Construction Noise Control): Construction-generated noise (earthmoving,
impact tools, delivery trucks) shall comply with Tulare County noise limitations and be restricted to standard
daytime hours. Contractors shall use properly maintained equipment and avoid unnecessary idling.

Mitigation Measure NOI-2 (Operational Noise Restrictions for High Noise Outdoor Activities): To prevent
elevated noise levels during sensitive morning and evening hours, the following restrictions apply:

e Outdoor loading, equipment maintenance, equipment testing, extended idling, trailer hook ups, and
other high-noise activities shall not occur earlier than one hour before sunrise or later than one hour
after sunset, except in emergency safety situations.

¢ Routine vehicle startup and movements shall occur in designated areas oriented away from nearest
residences to the extent feasible.

Mitigation Measure NOI-3. (Backup Alarm and Equipment Noise Reduction): To minimize unnecessary
noise from operational activities:
e Backup alarms shall be maintained in proper working order and shall utilize ambient-sensing or
reduced-output models where feasible and compliant with OSHA/Cal-OSHA safety requirements.
e All vehicles and equipment shall be maintained to minimize noise (e.g., deteriorated mufflers, loose
components, unnecessary prolonged idling).

With adherence to these measures, construction and operational noise would be less than significant and would
not exceed applicable Tulare County noise standards

b) Would the project generate excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels?

Less than significant: Construction of the small storage building would involve typical short-term activities such as
grading, minor excavation, and structure assembly. These activities would not require pile-driving or heavy
industrial equipment known to generate high levels of vibration. Based on Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
vibration impact criteria (FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual), vibration levels from small
construction equipment would be far below thresholds for human annoyance or structural damage. Operationally,
the project would not introduce vibration-intensive machinery, large truck fleets, or industrial processes that
generate ground-borne vibration. Equipment associated with the landscaping business is stored on-site but not
operated there, eliminating risk of vibration effects during operations. Accordingly, the project would not generate
excessive ground-borne vibration or noise, and impacts would be less than significant.
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c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Less than significant: The project site is not located within an airport land use plan area, nor is it within two miles
of a public airport or public-use airfield. The nearest airports—such as Mefford Field in Tulare—are well beyond the
distance at which airport operations would expose workers or residents to excessive noise. The site is also not
located near any private airstrip identified in local planning documents. The Tulare County General Plan 2030
Update does not identify the project area as being within an Airport Compatibility Zone or Airport Influence Area.
Therefore, the project would not expose people to airport-related noise and impacts would be less than significant.
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
Regulatory Setting: Population & Housing

Population and housing conditions in Tulare County are guided by federal, state, and local agencies responsible for
demographic forecasting, housing policy, and long-range land-use planning. At the state level, the California
Department of Finance (DOF) provides official population estimates and growth projections used by Tulare County
for planning and development decisions (https://dof.ca.gov/forecasting/demographics). The U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) establishes national housing affordability criteria and housing program
guidelines, which help define regional housing needs and community development priorities
(https://www.hud.gov/). The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) administers
statewide housing policy, including Housing Element law and the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA)
process, which assigns housing production targets to counties and cities (https://www.hcd.ca.gov/). Tulare County’s
RHNA obligations are outlined in the Tulare County Regional Housing Needs Assessment Plan, which identifies the
number of housing units needed across income categories to meet projected community demand. The Tulare
County Regional Blueprint provides a voluntary, long-range vision for coordinated land use, transportation, and
housing planning across the region. At the local level, the Housing Authority of the County of Tulare (HATC) manages
housing assistance programs for low-income households (https://www.hatc.net/), and its programs help shape the
County’s understanding of housing supply and stability. Together, these federal, state, and local frameworks inform
how Tulare County evaluates population growth, housing availability, and potential displacement in relation to new
development projects. The proposed project—a small agricultural-support storage structure—does not introduce
new housing, does not generate new employment centers, and does not fall within the regulatory categories
typically associated with population or housing impacts under these frameworks.

Land Use Consistency Analysis

The proposed project involves construction of a 3,600-sq-ft contractor’s storage building on a parcel designated
Valley Agriculture under the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update. The project is consistent with General Plan
land-use policies supporting agricultural and agricultural-related uses, including Policy AG-1.13
(Agricultural-Related Uses), which allows agriculturally supportive and value-added operations within Valley
Agriculture areas through discretionary approvals. Because the building will support an off-site landscaping business
without altering the agricultural character of the area, the use is compatible with the intent of AG-1.13. The project
is also consistent with Policy AG-1.14 (Right-to-Farm Noticing), which the County may apply as a standard condition
for development in or near agricultural areas to protect ongoing agricultural operations. Additionally, the project
supports the County’s economic development goals identified in Policies ED-2.5 (Small Business) and ED-3.1
(Diverse Economic Base) by facilitating small business operations and contributing modestly to the County’s
diversified economic base without converting productive agricultural land or requiring rezoning. The project site is
not designated as a growth area in the Tulare County Regional Blueprint, nor is it identified as housing opportunity
land in the County’s RHNA allocation planning, and therefore the project does not conflict with the County’s
long-term housing or population strategies. Because the project does not involve residential development, does
not modify existing roadways or public infrastructure networks, and does not create new demands for housing or
services, it is fully consistent with all applicable land use policies, designations, and regulatory documents adopted
for the purpose of guiding growth and avoiding environmental impacts.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT
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a) Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

Less than significant: The proposed construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal storage building to support an
off-site landscaping business would not directly or indirectly induce population growth. The project does not include
new housing, does not expand commercial employment capacity, and would not extend utilities, roads, or public
services into undeveloped areas. According to recent population and growth data from the California Department
of Finance (DOF) (https://dof.ca.gov/forecasting/demographics) and housing affordability and community
development metrics from HUD (https://www.hud.gov/) and the California Department of Housing and Community
Development (HCD) (https://www.hcd.ca.gov/), population increases in Tulare County are driven by residential
development and large-scale employment centers—not small agricultural support projects. The Tulare County
Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) and Regional Blueprint planning documents identify long-term housing
and growth allocations, but the proposed project does not include residential units or employment expansion that
would generate new housing demand. The storage building is accessory to an existing off-site landscaping business
and does not generate new workers, new businesses, or infrastructure upgrades that could induce economic-driven
population growth. Therefore, the project would not induce direct or indirect unplanned population growth, and
the impact would be less than significant.

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

Less than significant: The project site consists of an agricultural parcel with associated rural improvements and
does not contain existing housing units intended for occupancy. According to the Housing Authority of the County
of Tulare (HATC) (https://www.hatc.net/) and Tulare County housing data from HCD and HUD, displacement
impacts generally occur in areas undergoing residential redevelopment or conversion of existing housing stock. The
proposed project would not remove any housing units, would not relocate residents, and would not involve
demolition of dwellings. No component of the project conflicts with the Tulare County Regional Housing Needs
Assessment Plan or the long-term growth framework in the Tulare County Regional Blueprint, which encourages
maintaining and expanding affordable housing options in existing communities—not in rural agricultural support
parcels such as this site. Because no housing exists on the project site and no people would be displaced, the project
would not necessitate replacement housing or generate adverse population/housing effects. Therefore, the impact
would be less than significant.

REFERENCES

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update, August 2012. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County General Plan 2030
Update or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll down to the specific section needed)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Background Report. February 2010. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County
General Plan Background Reportor https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to Board of Supervisors Materials,
Attachment A. FEIR, Appendix B — Background Report.pdf)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, February 2010. Accessed
July 2026. Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to
Board of Supervisors Materials, Attachment A. FEIR, Recirculated Draft EIRt.pdf)
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: Chapter 14 —
Public Facilities and Services, contains the following policies that relate to public services and may apply to this
Project: PFS-7.2 Fire Protection Standards wherein the County shall require all new development to be adequately
served by water supplies, storage, and conveyance facilities supplying adequate volume, pressure, and capacity for
fire protection;PFS-7.5 Fire Staffing and Response Time Standards wherein the County shall strive to maintain fire
department staffing and response time goals consistent with National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) standards;
PFS-7.6 Provision of Station Facilities and Equipment wherein the County shall strive to provide sheriff and fire
station facilities, equipment (engines and other apparatus), and staffing necessary to maintain the County’s service
goals. The County shall continue to cooperate with mutual aid providers to provide coverage throughout the
County; PFS-7.12 Design Features for Crime Prevention and Reduction wherein the County shall promote the use
of building and site design features as means for crime prevention and reduction; and; and PFS-7.9 Sheriff Response
Time - wherein the County shall work with the Sheriff's Department to achieve and maintain a response time of:

1. Less than 10 minutes for 90 percent of the calls in the valley region; and

2. 15 minutes for 75 percent of the calls in the foothill and mountain regions.

The proposed project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with new or expanded
public service facilities. All impacts related to public services would be less than significant, and no mitigation
measures are required.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any public services?

i) Fire Protection: Less than significant: The site is served by the Tulare County Fire Department. The closest fire
station to the project site is Tulare Fire Station #25. The project would not include habitable structures or increase
population or activity levels in a manner that would require new or expanded fire protection facilities. The metal
storage building would be required to comply with applicable fire code standards, ensuring adequate fire safety
features. The project would not create conditions that would adversely affect fire department response times or
require construction of new fire facilities. Impacts would be less than significant.

ii) Police Protection: Less than significant: The Tulare County Sheriff’s Office provides police services to the area.
The project sitre is served by the Headquarters Police division. The proposed storage building would be used for
equipment storage and would not generate new residents, employees, or substantial on-site activity that would
increase calls for service. No additional or expanded police protection facilities would be required. The project
would not result in significant environmental impacts related to police services. Impacts would be less than
significant.

iii) Schools: No impact: The project does not include residential development, nor would it generate population
that could increase demand for school facilities. No new or altered school facilities would be required as a result of
the project. There would be no impact on schools.
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iv) Parks: No impact: Because the project would not increase population or create demand for recreational
facilities, it would not result in the need for new or expanded parks. The project has no nexus to park demand. No
impact would occur.

v) Other Public Facilities: Less than significant: The project would not increase population or significantly increase
public service demands for libraries, community centers, or other government facilities. The proposed use is
low-intensity and industrial-support in nature. No new or expanded public facilities would be required. Impacts
would be less than significant.

REFERENCES

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE). Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP).
Fire Hazard Severity Zones in LRA. Accessed July 2026 Fire Hazard Severity Zones in State Responsibility Area - State
of California

Tulare County Parks & Recreation County parks, regional recreation areas, trails, and facility listings. Accessed July
2026. https://tularecounty.ca.gov/parks/

Tulare County Fire Department. Websites: http://tularecounty.ca.gov/fire/ and. Accessed July 2026.
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/fire/stations-map/

Tulare County Sheriff’s Office. Service area information, response districts, and department overview. Accessed July
2026. https://tularecounty.ca.gov/sheriff

Tulare County Office of Education — School District Directory. Enrollment boundaries and district information for
county school systems. Accessed July 2026 https://tcoe.org/

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update, August 2012. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County General Plan 2030
Update or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll down to the specific section needed)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Background Report. February 2010. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County
General Plan Background Reportor https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to Board of Supervisors Materials,
Attachment A. FEIR, Appendix B — Background Report.pdf)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, February 2010. Accessed
July 2026. Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to
Board of Supervisors Materials, Attachment A. FEIR, Recirculated Draft EIRt.pdf)
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XVI. RECREATION
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: ED-5.1:
Development of a Recreation Industry; wherein the County shall capitalize on the economic potential of recreation
as a major industry in all ways consistent with other policies of the General Plan, ED-5.2 Agricultural and Ecological
Tourism —wherein the County shall support the development of Agri-tourism and eco-tourism activities that

highlight the agricultural and natural resources of the County ; ED-5.4 Recreational Accommodations; wherein the
County shall support the development of visitor-serving attractions and accommodations in unincorporated areas
near natural amenities and resources that would not be diminished by tourist activities; ED-5.5 Rivers- wherein the
County shall encourage the development of recreational activities and promote tourism along the Kaweah, Tule,
and Kings Rivers; ED-5.6: Lakes — wherein the County shall promote Lake Kaweah and Lake Success as major
recreational areas that include camping, water sports, hiking, golf, conference/hotel facilities, and historic
attractions; ED-5.8: Foothill Gateways; ERM-5.8: Watercourse Development — wherein the County shall develop
shoreline development standards regulating uses along water courses and waterways, such as well drilling, location
of septic tanks, building setbacks, lot sizes, public access, and encouragement of protection of scenic and
recreational assets in conformance with Government Code § 66478(al).

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

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

No impact: The proposed project consists of constructing a 3,600-square-foot metal storage building to support an
existing off-site landscaping business. The project does not involve residential development, employment growth,
or any land use changes that would increase the local or regional population. Therefore, the project would not
generate additional demand for neighborhood parks, regional recreation facilities, or natural resource recreation
areas.

Tulare County contains numerous recreational destinations, including Lake Kaweah, Lake Success, Sequoia and
Kings Canyon National Parks (SEKI), Giant Sequoia National Monument, Sequoia National Forest, Colonel
Allensworth State Park, and Mountain Home State Forest. These facilities are regionally significant recreational
attractions. However, because the proposed storage building does not increase population or visitor activity, it
would not contribute to increased use or deterioration of these resources.

Additionally, the project site is not located near any public parklands, trails, or recreational access points, and it
does not introduce uses that would attract recreational users. As a result, no direct or indirect impact to recreational
facilities would occur.

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 proposed project does not include recreational components, nor does it require the construction,
expansion, or improvement of any recreational facility. The project is fully industrial-support in nature and would
not generate demand for new recreation infrastructure, either onsite or elsewhere in Tulare County.

Because the project would not increase recreation demand or cause the need for expanded park or recreation
facilities—including regional areas such as SEKI, Sequoia National Forest, Giant Sequoia National Monument, Lake
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Kaweah, Lake Success, Colonel Allensworth State Park, Mountain Home State Forest, or local city/county parks—
there would be no physical environmental impacts associated with recreation-related construction.

REFERENCES

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers — Lake Kaweah Recreation, reservoir operations, and visitor information. Accessed July
2026: https://www.usace.army.mil/Kaweah/

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers — Lake Success Recreation areas, facilities, and management information. Accessed July
2026: https://www.usace.army.mil/Success/

National Park Service — Sequoia & Kings Canyon National Parks (SEKI) Park resources, recreational features, and
visitor use information. Accessed July 2026: https://www.nps.gov/seki/

U.S. Forest Service — Sequoia National Forest Recreation, trails, campgrounds, and forest management information.
Accessed July 2026: https://www.fs.usda.gov/sequoia

California State Parks — Colonel Allensworth State Historic Park History, recreation opportunities, and park
management information. Accessed July 2026:_https://www.parks.ca.gov/

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) — Mountain Home State Forest Recreation, grove
management, and public access information. Accessed July 2026: https://www.fire.ca.gov/mountain-home-
demonstration-state-forest

Tulare County Parks & Recreation County parks, regional recreation areas, trails, and facility listings. Accessed July
2026: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/parks/

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update, August 2012. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County General Plan 2030
Update or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll down to the specific section needed)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Background Report. February 2010. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County
General Plan Background Reportor https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to Board of Supervisors Materials,
Attachment A. FEIR, Appendix B — Background Report.pdf)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, February 2010. Accessed
July 2026. Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to
Board of Supervisors Materials, Attachment A. FEIR, Recirculated Draft EIRt.pdf)
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XVIl. TRANSPORTATION
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: TC-1.3:
Regional Coordination; LU-1.10 Roadway Access; LU-4.4 Travel Oriented Tourist Commercial Uses.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

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

Less than significant: Special Use Permit No. PSP 26-013 would allow establishment of a contractor’s storage yard
on APN 195-111-021 to support an off-site landscaping business. The Project includes construction of a 3,600-
square-foot metal shop building, installation of an on-site wastewater treatment/septic system, parking/storage of
up to twelve pickup trucks, twelve cargo/flatbed trailers, lawn service equipment and mowers, employee parking,
driveway/access improvements, utilities, lighting, fencing/screening/landscaping, stormwater/drainage
improvements, and other site improvements shown on the approved site plan. The Project would operate Monday
through Saturday from 6:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. with one shift of up to twenty-seven employees. The Project would
not include fuel dispensing, equipment washing, pesticide/fertilizer storage, hazardous waste storage, or other
activities unless separately reviewed and approved by the County.

The Project site is located at 13870 Avenue 228 in a rural area of Tulare County characterized primarily by
agricultural and rural residential land uses. The Project would not construct a new public roadway, change the
functional classification of an existing roadway, remove or obstruct existing or planned bicycle or pedestrian
facilities, remove a transit stop, or preclude future circulation improvements. Transit service is not present in the
immediate project vicinity, and the Project would not generate population growth or a land use pattern that would
require new transit facilities.

Site access would be provided from Avenue 228 and would be subject to final County review for driveway location,
access width, sight distance, turning movements, drainage, emergency access, and internal circulation. The Project
would also be required to comply with Tulare County Improvement Standards, applicable Zoning Ordinance and
site-plan requirements, and Tulare County Fire Department access requirements.

Public Works and Improvement Standards Compliance. Prior to issuance of grading, encroachment, or building
permits, the applicant shall submit final access, driveway, internal circulation, parking, drainage, and improvement
plans for County review. Plans shall demonstrate compliance with Tulare County Improvement Standards, including
applicable driveway approach, access width, sight-distance, turning-radius, pavement or all-weather surface,
drainage, and any required access improvements.

Because the Project would not remove, obstruct, or conflict with planned roadway, transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities, and because final access and circulation improvements would be required to comply with County
standards, the Project would not conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system.
The impact would be less than significant.
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Figure 9. Trip Generation Summay

Project Trip Generation Summary
PSP 26-013/CEQ 26-004 - Joey Cardoza Contractor's Storage Yard

Source/Method: Project-specific operational estimate based on the project description. ITE Land Use Code 180
(Specialty Trade Contractor) is identified as the closest comparative ITE land use category for a contractor yard
supporting an off-site landscaping business; however, this table uses the project-specific maximum staffing and
vehicle assumptions because trip activity is driven by employee arrivals/departures and dispatch/return of company
vehicles rather than building square footage alone.

Table XVII-1. Daily Trip Generation Estimate

Trip Source Project Assumption Daily In | Daily Total Daily | Notes
Out Trips
Employee Up to 27 employees, one 27 27 54 Assumes employees arrive before
commute shift start of shift and depart at end of
shift.
Company Up to 12 pickup trucks 12 12 24 Assumes company trucks/trailers
pickup/trailer with cargo/flatbed trailers leave the yard for off-site landscape
dispatch work and return the same day.
Trailers are not counted as separate
vehicle trips.
Deliveries /service | Conservative allowance: 2 | 2 2 4 Expected to occur outside the main
/ visitors round trips per day employee arrival and return periods.
TOTAL 41 41 82 Estimated total is below Tulare
County SB 743 small-project
screening threshold of 500 daily
trips.
Table XVII-2. Site Peak Period Summary
Trip Source Opening/AM Site Peak (In/Out/Total) Closing/PM Site Peak (In/Out/Total)
Employee commute 27/0/27 0/27/27
Company pickup/trailer dispatch 0/12/12 12/0/12
Deliveries / service / visitors 0/0/0 0/0/0
TOTAL 27/12/39 12/27/39

Notes

* This estimate is conservative for CEQA screening and assumes the full maximum staffing and vehicle count identified in the
project description.

* The project would operate Monday through Saturday from 6:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. with one shift of up to 27 employees.

* The project would not include retail sales, customer-serving commercial activity, fuel dispensing, equipment washing,
pesticide/fertilizer storage, hazardous waste storqée, or other activities unless separately reviewed and approved by the
County.

* The estimated 82 daily trips are below the Tulare County SB 743 Guidelines small-project screening threshold of 500 daily
trips; therefore, the project would be presumed to have a less-than-significant VMT impact, absent unusual circumstances or

substantial changes in use.
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b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

Less than significant: CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 identifies vehicle miles traveled (VMT) as the primary metric
for evaluating transportation impacts from land use projects under CEQA. Tulare County’s SB 743 Guidelines provide
that land development projects should be evaluated using the appropriate VMT metric and project location
information, unless the project qualifies for an applicable screening criterion. The County’s SB 743 Guidelines also
recognize that roadway operational, access, and safety review may still be required for project approval and
conditioning, even though level of service is no longer the CEQA significance metric.

The Project would establish a contractor’s storage yard to support an off-site landscaping business. The Project
would include one work shift of up to twenty-seven employees, storage of up to twelve pickup trucks, twelve
cargo/flatbed trailers, lawn service equipment and mowers, and a 3,600-square-foot shop building. The Project
would not include retail sales, customer-serving commercial activity, residential subdivision development, a large
employment center, a regional distribution facility, or other use that would generate substantial regional travel
demand.

Vehicle trips would primarily consist of employee commute trips to and from the site, movement of company pickup
trucks and trailers to and from off-site landscaping job locations, occasional deliveries, and limited service or
maintenance activity. These trips would be associated with operation of the landscaping business and contractor
storage yard and would not represent a substantial new VMT-generating land use. The Project would not induce
substantial population growth, extend major transportation infrastructure, or create a new regional destination.

For purposes of trip generation and VMT screening, the Project is most appropriately characterized as a specialty
trade contractor/contractor storage yard use rather than a general commercial, retail, warehouse, or industrial use.
The Project’s operational characteristics would be limited to one shift, limited staffing, storage of company vehicles
and equipment, and dispatch of vehicles and crews to off-site job locations. Based on the limited scale and
operational characteristics of the Project, the Project would be expected to generate fewer than 500 average daily
trips and would qualify for Tulare County’s small-project screening criterion under the County’s SB 743 Guidelines.
The Project Trip Generation Summary, including Tables XVII-1 and XVII-2, shows anticipated trip generation for daily
and peak periods. As shown below, a detailed VMT analysis is not required.

Based on the limited scale of the contractor’s storage yard, the absence of public-serving retail or customer activity,
the single-shift operation, the expected trip generation below the County’s small-project screening threshold, and
the lack of substantial new regional travel demand, the Project would not conflict with or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3(b). The impact would be less than significant.

c) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature or incompatible uses?

Less than significant: The Project would not construct a new public roadway, create a new sharp curve, introduce
an unusual intersection configuration, or otherwise create a hazardous geometric design feature. Site access would
be provided from Avenue 228 and would be subject to final County review for driveway location, driveway width,
sight distance, turning movements, internal circulation, emergency access, and drainage.

The Project’s vehicle mix would include employee passenger vehicles, pickup trucks, cargo/flatbed trailers, lawn
service equipment, mowers, and occasional service or delivery vehicles associated with the off-site landscaping
business. Agricultural vehicles, trucks, and equipment are already common in the surrounding rural/agricultural
setting. Therefore, the Project would not introduce a transportation use that is substantially incompatible with the
surrounding circulation environment.

The primary site-specific transportation design considerations are adequate driveway design, internal turning radii,
sight distance, employee parking layout, equipment storage layout, gate placement, and on-site circulation for
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pickup trucks, trailers, service vehicles, and emergency vehicles. These issues would be addressed through final site-
plan review and compliance with Tulare County Improvement Standards and Tulare County Fire Department access
requirements.

Access, Circulation, and Queuing. Prior to issuance of grading or building permits, final site plans shall demonstrate
that driveways, access gates, parking areas, equipment storage areas, internal drive aisles, and on-site circulation areas
provide adequate turning radius, sight distance, and queuing capacity for employee vehicles, pickup trucks, trailers,
service vehicles, and emergency vehicles. The final design shall ensure that vehicles do not queue into Avenue 228 or
any public right-of-way.

Because the Project would not introduce a hazardous roadway design feature, would not create an incompatible
transportation use, and would be required to comply with County access and circulation standards, the Project
would not substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature or incompatible use. The impact would
be less than significant.

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Less than significant: Emergency access to the Project site would be provided from Avenue 228. The Project would
not close, reroute, obstruct, or narrow any existing public roadway. Internal access and circulation would be
reviewed through final site-plan and building permit review to ensure compliance with Tulare County Fire
Department requirements, County Improvement Standards, the California Fire Code, and applicable Title 24
requirements.

The Project would be required to provide adequate emergency vehicle access, all-weather access surfaces, required
access widths, vertical clearance, turning radii, gate access, address posting, and fire protection features as required
by the Tulare County Fire Department. If gates or locked access controls are proposed, the Project would be
required to provide Fire Department-approved access, such as Knox box or Knox padlock access, as applicable. Fire-
flow or rural water supply requirements shall be provided as directed by the Fire Marshal.

Fire/Emergency Access. Prior to issuance of grading or building permits, final site plans shall demonstrate compliance
with Tulare County Fire Department requirements, including address posting; all-weather emergency access surfaces;
required driveway and fire access widths; emergency vehicle load capacity; vertical clearance; turning radii; Fire
Department-approved gate access; Knox access where required; and applicable California Fire Code and Title 24 fire-
access requirements. Construction activities shall not block or substantially restrict emergency access unless
temporary access control is coordinated with and approved by the County and Fire Department.

With compliance with Tulare County Fire Department requirements, County Improvement Standards, California Fire
Code and Title 24 requirements, and final County review of access and circulation, the Project would not result in
inadequate emergency access. The impact would be less than significant.
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XVIIl. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following analysis is based on the information provided in the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update (General
Plan), General Plan 2030 Update Background Report (Background Report), Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (General Plan RDEIR).

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: ERM-6.1
Evaluation of Cultural and Archaeological Resources; ERM-6.3: Alteration of Sites with Identified Cultural Resources;
ERM-6.4: Mitigation; ERM-6.7 Cooperation of Property Owners; ERM-6.8 Solicit Input from Local Native Americans;
ERM-6.9: Confidentiality of Archaeological Sites; and ERM-6.10: Grading Cultural Resources Sites.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource that is
listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical
resources?

Less than significant with Mitigation: A CHRIS records search conducted by the Southern San Joaquin Valley
Information Center found no known cultural resources or tribal cultural resources within the project site, and only one
historical resource—an historic-era irrigation ditch (P-54-005286)—located within 0.5 miles but outside the project
footprint. 1 No resources within the project area are listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources or in any local register. Under CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, NHPA Section 106 criteria, and the California
Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) standards, the site does not contain known resources that would qualify as
historical or tribal cultural resources. The project site consists of disturbed agricultural land with long-term mechanical
tilling, which reduces the likelihood that intact tribal cultural resources are present. Because no known tribal cultural
resources have been identified and the project does not involve the alteration or demolition of any historical
structures, the project would not cause a substantial adverse change to a listed or eligible tribal cultural resource.

Although no cultural or archaeological resources were identified within the proposed Project area in the records
search, there is a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered during proposed Project construction-
related activities. In the unlikely event that resources are discovered, potentially significant impacts to previously
unknown subsurface resources may occur. Based on this analysis, implementation of Mitigation Measure MM CUL-1
would reduce potential Project-specific impacts related to this Checklist Item to a level considered Less Than
Significant Impact with Mitigation.

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource that is
determined by the lead agency to be significant or have significance to a Native American Tribe?

Less than significant with Mitigation: Although no cultural or archaeological were identified within the proposed
Project area in the records search, there is a possibility that subsurface resources could be uncovered during proposed
Project construction-related activities. In the unlikely event that resources are discovered, potentially significant
impacts to previously unknown subsurface resources may occur. To date, RMA has received one (1) response(s) from
the tribes that were notified in compliance with AB 52 requirements through a list of potentially affected tribes
provided by the NAHC for the proposed Project. As such, it is not anticipated that Native American tribal cultural
resources or remains will be found within the proposed Project area. The responses indicated they had no comments.
However, MM TRI-1 and MM TRI-2 are included in the unlikely event that Native American remains or tribal cultural
resources are unearthed during any ground disturbance activities. MM TRI-1 and MM TRI-2 would be implemented to
reduce the potential level of impact to this resource as less than significant for resources listed or eligible for listing in
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the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code Section 5020.1(k); or to a resource consider significant to a California Native American tribe.
Therefore, the proposed UDB Modification Project would result in a Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation to
Tribal Cultural Resources.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure CUL-1 (Avoidance, Preservation, and Treatment): If historical, archaeological or
paleontological resources are discovered during site excavation, the County shall require that grading and
construction work on the Preferred/Proposed Project site be immediately suspended until the significance of
the features can be determined by a qualified archaeologist or paleontologist. In this event, the specialists
shall provide recommendations for measures necessary to protect any site determined to contain or
constitute an historical resource, a unique archaeological resource, or a unique paleontological resource or to
undertake data recover, excavation analysis, and curation of archaeological or paleontological materials.
County staff shall consider such recommendations and implement them where they are feasible in light of
Project design as previously approved by the County.

Mitigation Measure CUL-3 (Compliance with Health and Safety Code): Consistent with Section 7050.5 of the
California Health and Safety Code and (CEQA Guidelines) Section 15064.5, if human remains of Native
American origin are discovered during project construction, it is necessary to comply with State laws relating
to the disposition of Native American burials, which fall within the jurisdiction of the Native American Heritage
Commission (Public Resources Code Sec. 5097). In the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any
human remains in any location other than a dedicated cemetery, the following steps should be taken:

1. There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until:

a. The Tulare County Coroner/Sheriff must be contacted to determine that no investigation of
the cause of death is required; and

b. If the coroner determines the remains to be Native American:

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

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

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

2. Where the following conditions occur, the landowner or his authorized representative shall rebury
the Native American human remains and associated grave goods with appropriate dignity on the
property in a location not subject to further subsurface disturbance.

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

b. The descendant fails to make a recommendation; or

c. The landowner or his authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the
descendent.
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies for this resource apply to this Project: PFS-2.3 Well
Testing wherein the County shall require new development that includes the use of water wells to be accompanied
by evidence that the site can produce the required volume of water without impacting the ability of existing wells
to meet their needs; PFS-3.2 Adequate Capacity wherein the County shall require development proposals to ensure
the intensity and timing of growth is consistent with the availability of adequate wastewater treatment and disposal
capacity; PFS-4.3 Development Requirements wherein the County shall encourage project designs that minimize
drainage concentrations and impervious coverage, avoid floodplain areas, and where feasible, provide a natural
watercourse appearance; PFS-4.4 Stormwater Retention Facilities wherein the County shall require on-site
detention/retention facilities and velocity reducers when necessary to maintain existing (pre-development) storm
flows and velocities in natural drainage systems. The County shall encourage the multi-purpose design of these
facilities to aid in active groundwater recharge; PFS-4.5 Detention/Retention Basins Design wherein the County shall
require that stormwater detention/retention basins be visually unobtrusive and provide a secondary use, such as
recreation, when feasible; PFS-4.7 NPDES Enforcement wherein the County shall continue to monitor and enforce
provisions to control non-point source water pollution contained in the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program; PFS-5.3 Solid Waste Reduction wherein the
County shall promote the maximum feasible use of solid waste reduction, recycling, and composting of waste, strive
to reduce commercial and industrial waste on an annual basis, and pursue financing mechanisms for solid waste
reduction programs; PFS-5.4 County Usage of Recycled Materials and Products wherein the County shall encourage
all industries and government agencies in the County to use recycled materials and products where economically
feasible; and PFS-5.8 Hazardous Waste Disposal Capabilities wherein the County shall require the proper disposal
and recycling of hazardous materials in accordance with the County’s Hazardous Waste Management Plan.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?

Less than Significant: The proposed project involves construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal storage building to
support an existing off-site landscaping business. The building will be used solely for equipment storage and would
not include habitable space or activities that require substantial utility demand. No new water or wastewater
infrastructure is proposed or required.

e Water Supply: The existing water supply is a three (3) HP domestic well and produces 25 gallons per minute.
Minimal water use (if any) is anticipated and can be supplied through existing onsite domestic well water
systems.

e Wastewater: The project proposes one bathroom within the 3,600-square-foot metal building. The
proposal also includes a separate liquid wastewater disposal system consisting of a septic tank and leach
line for the bathroom. According to the Tulare County Environmental Health Office, the expected discharge
rate for residential buildings is 150 gallons of wastewater per day per bedroom. A small 750-gallon septic
tank system is adequate for the proposed project. The final length of the leach line will be determined
following the percolation test and the required septic system design. The proposed project is not expected
to generate wastewater beyond negligible maintenance needs, and no connection to a public wastewater
treatment facility is required. The two existing residential buildings on the property are each served by
individual septic systems.
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e Stormwater: The project will be required to comply with State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
stormwater regulations, including construction-phase BMPs under the NPDES Construction General Permit,
preventing impacts to stormwater drainage systems.

e FElectric, Natural Gas, and Telecommunications: Electric service to the site is provided by Edison, and
propane is supplied by Jack Griggs, with an existing 500-gallon propane tank on-site. The regional utility
providers, which are regulated by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), have adequate capacity
to serve the project. Only minor service extensions, if any, would be required, and these would not result
in environmental impacts. Therefore, the project would not create the need for new or expanded utility
infrastructure capable of causing significant environmental effects.

b) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

Less than Significant: The project does not involve high-water-demand uses. The storage building supports an
existing landscaping business whose operations occur off-site. Minimal non-potable water may be used for
occasional maintenance or dust control, all of which can be supplied through existing agricultural water availability
in the area.

Under SWRCB Division of Drinking Water standards and local water supply planning, the project’s minimal water
requirements can be met without new supply sources or groundwater overdraft concerns. Because the project’s
demand is negligible across all hydrologic conditions (normal, dry, or multiple-dry years), sufficient supplies are
available from existing 3 hp domestic well source which delivers 25 gallons per minutes.

c) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s
existing commitments?

No Impact: The proposed project would utilize its own on-site wastewater disposal system consisting of a 750-gallon
septic tank and leach line, which is adequate for the limited wastewater generated by a single bathroom in a
3,600-square-foot metal building. Wastewater generation from the project is minimal and limited to negligible
maintenance needs. The project would not connect to, nor require, service from, any public wastewater treatment
provider. Therefore, no determination of service capacity from a wastewater treatment provider is required, and
the project would not affect the ability of any provider to meet existing or future commitments.

d) Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of
local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

Less than Significant: The project would generate minor amounts of solid waste during construction (packaging,
construction scrap) and negligible waste during operations, as the building is intended for storage only. All
construction waste must comply with the Integrated Waste Management Act (AB 939), which requires California
jurisdictions to divert 50 percent or more of waste from landfills through recycling and reuse.

Solid waste generated from the residential buildings & proposed metal shop is removed by a WM Waste
Management company, and green wastes are transported to the Tulare County compost and Biomass dump site.
Tulare County’s solid waste system, regulated by CalRecycle and operated through local transfer stations and landfills,
has sufficient capacity to accept the limited waste generated. Because operations will be minimal and without daily
on-site employees, long-term solid waste generation will be very low and will not adversely affect local waste capacity
or AB 939 diversion goals.
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e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

Less than Significant: The project must comply with:
e U.S. EPA (Title 40, Part 503) governing proper waste handling and disposal
e Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) for proper classification and disposal of hazardous and
non-hazardous wastes
¢ CalRecycle solid waste management laws, including AB 939
¢ Tulare County solid waste ordinances and collection requirements

The project would not generate hazardous waste. Any recyclable materials or disposables will follow County solid
waste procedures. Compliance with federal, state, and local statutes will ensure solid waste impacts remain less
than significant.
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XX.  WILDFIRES
BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The following Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update policies could apply to this Project if it were located on sloped
areas, fire hazards areas, lands susceptible to landslides, subsidence/settlement, contamination, and/or flooding;
potential for wildland fires; etc.: ERM-7.3 Protection of Soils on Slopes; HS-1.5 Hazard Awareness and Public
Education; HS-1.11 Site Investigations; HS-6.1 New Building Fire Hazards; HS-6.2 Development in Fire Hazard Zones;
HS-6.3 Consultation with Fire Service Districts; HS-6.5 Fire Risk Recommendations; HS-6.6 Wildland Fire
Management Plans; HS-6.13 Restoration of Disturbed Land; HS-6.14 Coordination with Cities; and HS-6.15
Coordination of Fuel Hazards on Public Lands.

Environmental Setting

The project site is located in an agricultural area of unincorporated Tulare County. According to Cal Fire Fire Hazard
Severity Zone (FHSZ) maps and the Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update, the project area is not within a State
Responsibility Area (SRA) nor a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ). Therefore, wildfire-related policies
applicable to high-hazard areas do not apply to this project.

The surrounding landscape consists primarily of row crops, orchards, agricultural support uses, and scattered rural
residences. No dense vegetation, steep slopes, or wildland-urban interface (WUI) conditions occur in or adjacent to
the project area.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT
a) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less than Significant: The project proposes a 3,600-square-foot metal storage building for an off-site landscaping
business. The project would use existing access points along Avenue 228 and does not require changes to regional
transportation networks or emergency routes identified in Tulare County’s emergency response and evacuation
planning documents. The project:

¢ Does not alter public roadways

¢ Does not obstruct or reroute evacuation routes

¢ Does not introduce population or uses that would necessitate changes to emergency planning

Because the project is located outside wildfire hazard zones and does not interfere with County emergency plans,
impacts would be less than significant.

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

No Impact: The project site is flat, agricultural land with no slopes, canyons, or topographic features that increase
fire behavior. It is not located within an adopted fire hazard severity zone and is far from forested or chaparral
environments associated with wildfire spread.

Prevailing winds in the region are typical of the San Joaquin Valley and do not create localized wildfire risk. Because
the project does not introduce residential occupancy and the structure is a metal storage building with low
flammability, there is no wildfire-related exposure risk.

The project would not exacerbate wildfire risk nor expose people to wildfire-related pollutants.
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c) Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

Less than Significant: The project would utilize existing rural access, utilities, and surrounding agricultural
infrastructure. No new roads, fuel breaks, overhead power lines, or water supply facilities are required.

Minor electrical service may be extended to the building; however, this would be consistent with typical agricultural
and rural infrastructure and would not increase wildfire ignition risk. The project’s construction and operation
would follow California Fire Code standards, minimizing any potential fire hazards.

Because new wildfire-related infrastructure is not required and the project is not located in a fire-prone area,
impacts are less than significant.

d) Would the project Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding, or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

No Impact: Post-fire instability risks—such as landslides, debris flows, or flooding—occur in steep or mountainous
terrain following intense burn events. The project site is on level ground, surrounded by cultivated farmland, and is
not susceptible to slope instability; Because:

e The area is not at wildfire risk,

e There are no steep slopes, drainages, or fire-prone topography, and

¢ The building is not for human occupancy,

There is no potential to expose people or structures to post-fire erosion, mudflow, or landslide hazards.
REFERENCES

Cal Fire — Wildfire Hazard Maps (SRA Viewer) Interactive map showing the project area’s wildfire hazard
classification. Accessed July 2026: https://egis.fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) — National Risk Index Wildfire risk factors, hazard conditions, and
resilience classification for regions. Accessed July 2026: https://hazards.fema.gov/nri/

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Includes Safety Element, wildfire planning, and emergency response
policies. Accessed July 2026: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/general-plan

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update, August 2012. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County General Plan 2030
Update or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll down to the specific section needed)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Background Report. February 2010. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County
General Plan Background Reportor https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to Board of Supervisors Materials,
Attachment A. FEIR, Appendix B — Background Report.pdf)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, February 2010. Accessed
July 2026. Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to
Board of Supervisors Materials, Attachment A. FEIR, Recirculated Draft EIRt.pdf)

Tulare County Resource Management Agency — Emergency Planning County emergency preparedness, evacuation
planning, and hazard mitigation materials. Accessed July 2026: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/
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https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/documents/GP/001Adopted%20Tulare%20County%20General%20Plan%20Materials/000General%20Plan%202030%20Part%20I%20and%20Part%20II/GENERAL%20PLAN%202012.pdf
https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/
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https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/
https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/planning-building/tulare-county-adaptation-and-resiliency-plan/preparedness

Tulare County Fire Department Fire protection services, response capabilities, and service area information.
Accessed July 2026: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/fire

California Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES) — Hazard Mitigation Program Statewide emergency planning and
hazard mitigation guidance. Accessed July 2026: https://www.caloes.ca.gov/
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XXIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
BACKGROUND INFORMATION
The following analysis is based on the information provided in assessments provided in Checklist Iltems | through XX.

Based on the analysis provided in the Initial Study, the proposed project to construct a 3,600-square-foot metal
storage building at 13870 Avenue 228 (APN 195-111-021) would not result in significant impacts to biological
resources, cultural resources, or any other environmental resource that would substantially degrade the quality of
the environment. The project site is already disturbed by agricultural activity and does not contain sensitive species
habitats, cultural resources, or historical features. The project is limited in scale, would not induce population
growth, and would not contribute substantially to cumulative environmental impacts when considered with past,
present, or reasonably foreseeable future projects in the area.

Furthermore, the project does not involve land uses or activities that would create substantial adverse impacts on
human health or safety, either directly or indirectly. Potential construction-related impacts would be temporary
and regulated under existing state and local requirements. Operational impacts are minimal due to the project’s
low-intensity storage use.

Therefore, the project does not meet any of the conditions that would require a Mandatory Finding of Significance
under CEQA. All potential impacts are determined to be less than significant, and the project is appropriate for
adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration / Negative Declaration.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal species, or eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

Less than Significant: The project site is located in a rural, agriculturally disturbed area that has been subject to
ongoing farming and equipment operations. Due to the existing disturbance, active agricultural use, and lack of
native habitat features, the site does not support sensitive natural communities, special-status species, or unique
biological resources. No riparian corridors, wetlands, or sensitive wildlife habitats occur within or adjacent to the
project footprint.

Construction of a 3,600-square-foot metal storage building would not substantially degrade the quality of the
environment or reduce fish/wildlife populations. No listed species or critical habitats (federal or state) are present.
Any potential minor biological effects, such as temporary construction noise, would be short-term and limited in
scope, and do not rise to a level of significance.

Similarly, previous cultural resources evaluations in the region indicate that agricultural lands such as the project
site do not typically contain intact prehistoric or historic resources due to decades of soil disturbance. The project
does not include deep excavation and therefore has a very low likelihood of disturbing unknown cultural resources.
Standard inadvertent discovery procedures ensure compliance with CEQA and state law.

Therefore, the project does not have the potential to eliminate important historical, cultural, or biological resources
or degrade the environment.

Initial Study-Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2026
Cardoza Contractor Storage Yard (PSP 26-013) Page 80



b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

Less than Significant: The project involves a small, low-intensity storage building to support an existing landscaping
business. The project does not involve the introduction of new population, urban development, or major
infrastructure. Therefore, its incremental contribution to regional cumulative impacts is minimal.

Previous sections of the CEQA Initial Study/MND demonstrate that:
e Air quality impacts are below SJVAPCD thresholds.
e Traffic generation is negligible and does not add cumulatively significant VMT.
e Biological, cultural, noise, and public services impacts are less than significant.
¢ Thessite is not in a wildfire hazard area.
e Utilities and hydrology impacts are minimal.

Because the project has very limited physical impacts and does not contribute meaningfully to cumulative stressors
on environmental resources, it does not create cumulatively considerable impacts either individually or in
combination with past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future projects.

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

Less than Significant: The project does not introduce land uses that would expose people to hazardous conditions.
It is not located near wildfire hazard zones, hazardous materials sites, or sensitive receptors. The storage building
will not house employees or the public and does not generate emissions, noise, or traffic that would adversely affect
nearby residents.

Construction-related effects such as temporary noise, dust, and equipment operation would comply with local and
state regulations and be short-term. No long-term emissions or risks are associated with the project’s operational
phase.

The project will not:
e Expose people to hazardous materials
¢ Create health hazards
e Impair air quality
e Create transportation safety conflicts
¢ Increase wildfire risk
¢ Add noise, vibration, or odor impacts

Therefore, the project would not directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse effects on human beings.
REFERENCES

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) — California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) Information on
special-status species, sensitive habitats, and wildlife occurrence data. Accessed July 2026:
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) — Environmental Conservation Online System (ECOS) Federally listed species,
critical habitat maps, and species range information. Accessed July 2026: https://ecos.fws.gov/
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National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) — U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Wetland and aquatic resource mapping for
evaluating potential habitat. Accessed July 2026: https://www.fws.gov/program/national-wetlands-inventory

California Native Plant Society (CNPS) — Rare Plant Inventory Listings and rankings for rare, threatened, and
endangered plant species. Accessed July 2026: https://www.cnps.org/rare-plants

California State Parks — Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) Historical resources, cultural resource standards, and
CEQA guidance. Accessed July 2026: https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/.

California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Regional cultural resource records and
prehistoric/historic site information. Accessed July 2026: https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/

California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) — CEQA Cumulative Impact Guidance General guidance for
cumulative impacts analysis under CEQA. Accessed July 2026: https://calepa.ca.gov/ceqa/

Office of Planning and Research (OPR) — CEQA Statutes and Guidelines Official CEQA Mandatory Findings of
Significance and analytical requirements. Accessed July 2026: https://opr.ca.gov/cega/

California Air Resources Board (CARB) Health-related air quality standards and evaluation criteria for air pollutant
exposure. Accessed July 2026: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/

Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update Environmental policies and resource management applicable to project
review. Accessed July 2026: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/cao/general-plan/

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update, August 2012. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County General Plan 2030
Update or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll down to the specific section needed)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Background Report. February 2010. Accessed July 2026. Tulare County
General Plan Background Reportor https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to Board of Supervisors Materials,
Attachment A. FEIR, Appendix B — Background Report.pdf)

Tulare County. General Plan 2030 Update. Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, February 2010. Accessed
July 2026. Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR or https://generalplan.co.tulare.ca.us/ (and scroll to
Board of Supervisors Materials, Attachment A. FEIR, Recirculated Draft EIRt.pdf)

Tulare County Resource Management Agency Local CEQA procedures, environmental review references, and
resource information. Accessed July 2026: https://tularecounty.ca.gov/rma/
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ATTACHMENT “A”
AIR QUALITY AND GREENHOUSE GAS TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

AVAILABLE BY REQUEST
Tulare County RMA Environmental Planning
Phone: (559) 624-7000

E-mail: RMAPublicRequest@tularecounty.ca.gov.
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ATTACHMENT “B”
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

AVAILABLE BY REQUEST
Tulare County RMA Environmental Planning
Phone: (559) 624-7000

E-mail: RMAPublicRequest@tularecounty.ca.gov.
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ATTACHMENT “C”
CULTURAL AND TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

AVAILABLE BY REQUEST
Tulare County RMA Environmental Planning
Phone: (559) 624-7000

E-mail: RMAPublicRequest@tularecounty.ca.gov.
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ATTACHMENT “D”
SEISMIC HAZARD DEAGGREGATION REPORT

AVAILABLE BY REQUEST
Tulare County RMA Environmental Planning
Phone: (559) 624-7000

E-mail: RMAPublicRequest@tularecounty.ca.gov.

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration July 2026
Cardoza Contractor Storage Yard (PSP 26-013)


mailto:RMAPublicRequest@tularecounty.ca.gov

ATTACHMENT “E”
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

AVAILABLE BY REQUEST
Tulare County RMA Environmental Planning
Phone: (559) 624-7000

E-mail: RMAPublicRequest@tularecounty.ca.gov.
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