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Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program  
 

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared in compliance 

with State law and the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (State Clearinghouse No.) prepared 

for the project by the County of Tulare. 
 
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Section 21081.6 requires adoption of a 
reporting or monitoring program for those measures placed on a project to mitigate or avoid 

adverse effects on the environment. 
1 

The law states that the reporting or monitoring program 
shall be designed to ensure compliance during project implementation. A Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program typically contains the following elements: 

 

• Action and Procedure. The mitigation measures are recorded with the action and procedure 

necessary to ensure compliance. In some instances, one action may be used to verify 

implementation of several mitigation measures. 
 

• Compliance and Verification. A procedure for compliance and verification has been 

outlined for each action necessary. This procedure designates who will take action, what 

action will be taken and when, and to whom and when compliance will be reported. 

 

• Flexibility. The program has been designed to be flexible. As monitoring progresses, 

changes to compliance procedures may be necessary based upon recommendations by those 

responsible for the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. As changes are made, new 

monitoring compliance procedures and records will be developed and incorporated into the 

program. 

 

Flexibility. The program has been designed to be flexible. As monitoring progresses, changes to 

compliance procedures may be necessary based upon recommendations by those responsible for 

the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. As changes are made, new monitoring 

compliance procedures and records will be developed and incorporated into the program. 

 

It is noted that Alternatives 5 and 6 would not result any additional impacts than those previously 

addressed/discussed in the initial Draft EIR; as such, the MMRP items have been carried over to 

the Recirculated EIR in toto. Minor modifications recommended by California Department of 

Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) have been incorporated into following Table 8-1 MMRP. 
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Table 8-1 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Based on the disturbed condition of the majority of the sites, reasonable inferences were made that it was unlikely that any of the sensitive species listed 

would actually occur onsite. However, this Project does not preclude the opportunity for special status species from accessing or traveling through the site prior or post construction 

phases; including areas contained in Alternative 6 (i.e., the Paige Avenue/Avenue 216 corridor). Historically, there have been records of special status species in the vicinity of 

the proposed Alternatives. Within the context of CEQA, potential impacts could result in significant impacts (especially in the event Alternative 3 (standalone Matheny Tract 

Community Wastewater Treatment Facility) is chosen), implementation of Mitigation Measures 3.4-1 through 3.4-8 would reduce potential impacts to Less Than Significant. 

Plant Species 

Impact: Four (4) special status species are 

known to occur in the vicinity of the proposed 

Project action area. As shown in the CNDDB 

results (Appendix “B”), the presence of 

Swainson’s hawk was indicated within 10 miles 

of the site in the last 10 years. No evidence is 

available to suggest that other raptor species are 

within the vicinity of the Project site (for 

example, through CNDDB information and 

existing uses; such as residential uses, 

commercial uses, roadways, etc., and the 

absence of suitable trees for nesting).  

 .      

Bio 3.4-1 Avoidance: Special Status plant 

species: No impacts to Special Status plant 

species are anticipated, however, as a measure 

to ensure that no species occur in these areas 

prior to construction, if either Alternatives 2 

(including its subsets 2b (Alternative 5) or 2c 

(Alternative 6)) or 3 are selected, pre-

construction surveys shall be required before 

construction. Surveys should be timed to 

coincide with flowering periods for species that 

could occur (March-May) and consistent with 

“Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating 

Impacts to Special Status native Plan 

Populations and Natural Communities (CDFG 

2009). To the extent feasible, a minimum 50-

Prior to start of 

construction. 

Once within 30 

days of 

construction, 

unless pre-

construction 

survey results in 

new 

recommendation 

for further study 

and mitigation.  

Then mitigation 

should occur as 

recommended 

following 

Governing Entity 

established for 

operating the 

Wastewater 

System Services. 

Field survey by 

a qualified 

Biologist. 
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Table 8-1 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

foot no-disturbance buffer shall be maintained 

from the outer edge of plant populations or 

habitat required by special-status plant species. 

If such a distance can not be maintained, CDFW 

shall be consulted to determine the next best 

course of action. Consultation with CDFW 

and/or USFWS shall be initiated to determine 

permitting needs if a state or federally listed 

plant species is identified during botanical 

survey(s) 

coordination with 

Governing Entity. 

Bio 3.4-2., Minimization (Special Status Plant 

Species: Because no impacts to Special Status 

plant species are anticipated, no minimization is 

required, but see Mitigation Measure 3.4-1 as 

well. If pre-construction surveys detect special 

status plant species, transplantation, project 

modification and/or compensation shall be 

employed. 

Prior to 

construction-

related 

activities. 

As needed if 

special status 

species are 

detected. 

Governing Entity 

established for 

operating the 

Wastewater 

System Services. 

Qualified 

biologist. 

   

Bio 3.4-3. Compensation (Special Status plant 

species): No compensation is anticipated as part 

of the Alternatives. If Special Status plant 

species are detected during pre-construction 

surveys in the action areas or impact footprints, 

compensation for impacts shall be required to 

compensate for impacts. USFWS and CDFW 

shall be consulted in the event special status 

plants species are detected to determine 

permitting needs as applicable. 

Prior to 

construction-

related 

activities. 

As needed if 

special status 

species are 

detected. 

Governing Entity 

established for 

operating the 

Wastewater 

System Services. 

Qualified 

biologist 

working with 

USFS and/or 

CFW 

   

Bio 3.4-4. Monitoring (Special Status plant 

species: No monitoring is required. If pre-

construction surveys detect plant species along 

the alignments/action areas, or impact 

footprints, but can be avoided, construction 

During 

construction-

related 

activities. 

On-going during 

construction-

related activities 

Governing Entity 

established for 

operating the 

Wastewater 

System Services. 

Construction 

manager with 

oversight by 

qualified 

biologist. 
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Table 8-1 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

monitoring shall be required to ensure 

avoidance of those sensitive areas. 

Animal Species 

Bio 3.4-5 Pre-Construction surveys shall be 

required before construction consistent with 

CDFW/USFWS guidance. If a special status 

species is detected, a qualified biologist shall 

consult with CDFW/USFWS to recommend the 

appropriate course of action to avoid, minimize, 

or provide compensation as recommended by 

CDFW/USFWS. Although special status 

species are not currently present, the transient 

nature of these species is acknowledged and it is 

not assumed to be completely absent. Such 

judgement shall be provided by a qualified 

biologist, and if detected, consultation with 

CDFW/USFWS shall be undertaken. 

Prior to 

construction-

related 

activities 

Will vary by 

species. For 

example, for 

SJKF, at least 30-

days prior to 

construction-

related activities; 

and for 

Swainson’s hawk, 

at least 10-days 

prior to 

construction-

related activities. 

Regardless of lead 

time, surveys will 

be conducted 

consistent with 

CDFW/USFWS 

guidelines. 

Governing Entity 

established for 

operating the 

Wastewater 

System Services. 

Field survey by 

a qualified 

Biologist. 

   

Bio 3.4-6. Avoidance (Special Status Animal 

Species): Impacts to all kit fox dens, potential 

raptor nests and other animals located along the 

alignments shall be avoided.  

Prior to start of 

construction. 

Once within 30 

days of 

construction, 

unless pre-

construction 

survey results in 

new 

recommendation 

for further study 

and mitigation. 

Then mitigation 

should occur as 

Governing Entity 

established for 

operating the 

Wastewater 

System Services. 

Field survey by 

a qualified 

Biologist. 
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Table 8-1 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

recommended 

following 

coordination with 

Governing Entity. 

Bio 3.4-7. Minimization (Special Status 

Animal Species): Minimization measures 

assume that some level of impact will occur (that 

some level of disturbance occurs). Under this 

approach, the Agency shall consult with 

DFW/USFWS. As the Agency initiates this 

process they can offer to perform the following 

measures as part of their permitting process with 

the agencies in order to help minimize impacts 

to the kit foxes, raptors and other species:  

 Revegetate disturbed areas with trees 

and grass from on the site or adjacent 

areas; 

 Conduct employee education programs 

to inform workers about sensitive 

biological resources they may 

encounter and what they should do to 

minimize potential impacts. 

Implemented 

only if 

sensitive 

species are 

encountered. 

      

3.4-8 Monitoring (Special Status Animal 

Species): If pre-construction surveys detect 

listed or protected species along any of the 

project alternatives, while construction occurs, a 

biologist will need to be on-site to educate 

workers, monitor compliance, [ensure 

implementation of] best management practices 

and to identify and protect natural resources, 

including Special Status Species. The monitor 

will be responsible for ensuring that appropriate 

measures are taken to prevent disturbance of 

core avoidance areas. Any unauthorized take of 

During 

construction. 

As needed during 

construction. 

Governing 

Entity. 

Determination 

by qualified 

biologist. 
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Table 8-1 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

Special Status species will be immediately 

reported to DFW by the monitor. The monitor 

will also notify the Project Coordinator who will 

stop work until corrective measures are 

implemented. 

 

The designated Project Coordinator and the 

designated monitor for this Project will need to 

be established if Agency decides to pursue 

mitigation and monitoring. 

CULTURAL RESOURCES: 

Cul 3.5-1 - In the event that 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. 

During 

Construction  

Daily or as needed 

throughout the 

construction 

period if 

suspicious 

resources are 

discovered 

Governing Entity 

established for 

operating the 

Wastewater 

System Services 

via field 

evaluation of the 

resource finds by 

a qualified 

archaeologist  

A qualified 

archaeologist 

shall document 

the results of 

field evaluation 

and shall 

recommend 

further actions 

that shall be 

taken to 

mitigate for 

unique resource 

or human 

remains found, 

consistent with 

all applicable 

laws including 

CEQA. 

   

Cul 3.5-2 - The property owner shall avoid and 

minimize impacts to paleontological resources.  

If a potentially significant paleontological 

resource is encountered during ground 

During 

Construction 

Daily or as needed 

throughout the 

construction 

period if 

Governing Entity 

established for 

operating the 

Wastewater 

A qualified 

archaeologist 

shall document 

the results of 
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Table 8-1 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

disturbing activities, all construction within a 

100-foot radius of the find shall immediately 

cease until a qualified paleontologist determines 

whether the resources requires further study. 

The project proponent shall include a standard 

inadvertent discovery clause in every 

construction contract to inform contractors of 

this requirement. The paleontologist shall notify 

the Tulare County Resource Management 

Agency and the project proponent of the 

procedures that must be followed before 

construction is allowed to resume at the location 

of the find. If the find is determined to be 

significant and the Tulare County Resource 

Management Agency determines avoidance is 

not feasible, the paleontologist shall design and 

implement a data recovery plan consistent with 

applicable standards. The plan shall be 

submitted to the Tulare County Resource 

Management Agency for review and approval. 

Upon approval, the plan shall be incorporated 

into the project. 

suspicious 

resources are 

discovered 

System Services 

via field 

evaluation of the 

resource finds by 

a qualified 

archaeologist 

field evaluation 

and shall 

recommend 

further actions 

that shall be 

taken to 

mitigate for 

unique resource 

or human 

remains found, 

consistent with 

all applicable 

laws including 

CEQA. 

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

Trans 3.16-1 - Fences, barriers, lights, flagging, 

guards, and signs will be installed as determined 

appropriate by the public agency having 

jurisdiction to give adequate warning to the 

public of the construction and of any potentially 

dangerous condition to be encountered as a 

result thereof. 

During 

Construction 

activities 

On-going during 

construction-

related activities  

County of Tulare 

/ Governing 

Entity 

established for 

constructing and 

operating the 

Wastewater 

System Services 

via specific 

contractual 

requirements and 

Maintenance by 

contractor of 

documentary 

evidence of 

compliance.  

Such records  to 

be provided to 

County of 

Tulare / 

Governing 
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Table 8-1 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

via on-going 

review of records 

kept by 

contractor to 

document 

compliance 

Entity upon 

request 

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES   

TCR 17-1 - In the event that historical, 

archaeological or paleontological resources are 

discovered during site excavation, the County 

shall require that grading and construction work 

on the Project site be immediately suspended 

until the significance of the features can be 

determined by a qualified archaeologist or 

paleontologist.  In this event, the property owner 

shall retain a qualified archaeologist / 

paleontologist to 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. 

During 

Construction 

activities 

On-going during 

construction-

related activities 

County of Tulare 

/ Contractor 

County of 

Tulare / NAHC 

/ Local Tribe 

   

TCR – 17-2 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, 

During 

Construction 

activities 

On-going during 

construction-

related activities 

County of Tulare 

/ Contractor 

County of 

Tulare / NAHC 

/ Local Tribe 
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Table 8-1 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

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  
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure Monitoring 

Timing / 

Frequency 

Action Indicating 

Compliance 

Monitoring 

Agency 

Person 

Responsible for 

Monitoring / 

Reporting  

Verification of Compliance 

 Initials Date Remarks 

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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FINDINGS OF FACT  

Matheny Tract Wastewater System Project 

Tulare County, California  

State Clearinghouse Number 2017011028 

December 19, 2017 

 

 

CEQA FINDINGS 

 

CERTIFICATION OF FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE MATHENY TRACT 

WASTEWATER SYSTEM PROJECT AS BEING IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT; ADOPTING PROJECT FINDINGS; ADOPTING A 

MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN; AND APPROVING THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

REPORT FOR THIS PROJECT 

 

 

I 

 

INTRODUCTION 
 

The Board of Supervisors ("Board") of the County of Tulare ("County”) intends to approve this Project 

identified as the Matheny Tract Wastewater System Project ("Project"). The proposed Project is connection 

to the existing City of Tulare wastewater treatment plant, identified by the Matheny Tract Wastewater 

System Project Feasibility Report (MTWSPFR or Report), as described in Chapter 1 – Introduction of the 

Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Project components include construction of wastewater 

collection laterals from each home or business within Matheny Tract and connection to collection lines in 

the various County rights-of-way abutting the homes and businesses.  These collection lines would then 

inter-tie to main lines that would deliver the wastewater to the wastewater main line which would be 

constructed within the Road 96/Pratt Street right-of-way extending from Matheny Tract to City of Tulare’s 

sewer trunk pipeline either currently located or to be constructed within Avenue 216/Paige Avenue with a 

connection at Road 96/Pratt Street, approximately 0.5 miles northwest of Matheny Tract. The trunk line 

then feeds into the City of Tulare wastewater treatment plant. 

 

The unincorporated community of Matheny Tract is a disadvantaged community situated primarily south 

of Avenue 216/Paige Avenue and east and west of Road 96/Pratt Street. The community is separated 

into two segments, the northern and southern portions. The northern portion (North Matheny) is 

generally bounded by Road 96/Pratt Street and “I” Street in the east-west direction and Wade and Addie 

Avenues in the north-south direction. Adjacent to “I” Street, the Union Pacific Railroad tracks are elevated 

approximately 10-feet above natural ground surface; these railroad tracks serve as a physical boundary 

between the City of Tulare and the Matheny Tract. The southern portion (South Matheny) is generally 

bounded by Road 96/Pratt Street on the west and Prine and Matheny Avenues in the north-south direction.  

The Project is within the north half of the southeast quarter of Section 22, the north half of the southwest 

corner of Section 23, and the north half of the northeast quarter of Section 27, Township 20 South, Range 

24 East, MDB&M, and can be found within the Tulare United States Geological Survey 7.5-minute 

topographic quadrangle. 

 

To approve this Project, the Board must consider and take action on the Final Environmental Impact Report 

(FEIR), Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), and Findings of Fact applicable to the 

Project.  The Board is the final decision-making body with respect to the FEIR, MMRP and Findings of 
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Fact. In the context of the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA”), the County is the "lead 

agency". 
 

 

II 

 

CERTIFICATION OF FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

FOR THE MATHENY TRACT WASTEWATER SYSTEM PROJECT 

 

The Board hereby certifies and finds that it has considered the information presented in the Final EIR and 

other relevant evidence to determine compliance with CEQA, and the State CEQA Guidelines. The Board 

further certifies and finds that prior to taking action on the Project; the Board independently reviewed and 

considered the information contained in the Final EIR and other relevant evidence presented thereto. 

Accordingly, based on the Board's exercise of its independent judgment when reviewing and considering 

the Final EIR, and other relevant evidence presented thereto, the Board further certifies and finds that the 

Final EIR required for the Project is adequate, and has been prepared and completed in compliance with 

CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. 

 

 

III 

 

FINDINGS REQUIRED CONCERNING ENVIRONMENTAL  

IMPACTS UNDER CEQA 

 

The recitals contained in the accompanying Resolution No.    have been independently 

reviewed and considered by the Board, are found to be true, and are hereby adopted in support of approval 

of the Project.   

 

CEQA requires that certain findings be made with respect to significant environmental impacts, Mitigation 

Measures, and alternatives. To satisfy this requirement, the Board hereby adopts and incorporates by 

reference the Matheny Tract Wastewater System Project Environmental Impact Report (EIR), which 

includes the Final EIR, the Draft EIR, the Recirculated Draft EIR, and the Technical Appendices thereto, 

the Comments to the Draft EIR and Recirculated Draft EIR, and the Responses to Comments and related 

appendices thereto. 

 

In approving these findings, the Board has independently reviewed, considered, and relied on (1) the 

information contained in the EIR and appendices thereto; (2) the various reports (both oral and written) 

provided by County Staff to the Board; (3) the information submitted during the public comment period; 

and (4) other evidence contained in the public record. In doing so, the Board finds and declares that the 

factual discussion and analysis contained in the EIR, the staff reports, and other evidence in the Public 

Record of Proceedings provide a sufficient basis for approval of the Project pursuant to CEQA.  

 

A.  Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

 

As to the potentially significant environmental impact identified in the EIR, the Board finds either that: (1) 

changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into the Project that mitigate, avoid, or 

substantially lessen the significant environmental impacts identified in the EIR;  (2) such changes or 

alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and not the agency making 

the finding, and such changes or alterations have been or can be and should be adopted by such agencies; 
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and (3) that no impacts requires specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations 

make any of the Mitigation Measures or Project alternatives identified in the EIR infeasible.  

 

1. Project Impacts. 

 

Consistent with Public Resource Code section 21081 and State CEQA Guidelines sections 15091 

through 15093 (including Public Resources Code section 21061.1 and State CEQA Guidelines section 

15364 relating to the definition of "feasibility"), the Board hereby makes various findings relating to the 

significant effects identified in the Final EIR for the Project.   

 

a. Impact 3.1 Aesthetics – a) – c) Scenic Vistas  
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Sections 3.1 a) – c) of the Final EIR, there will be no to less than 

significant impact to the visual character of the scenic vistas, scenic roadways, or degrade the visual quality 

within the Project's vicinity. The Board concurs with this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR, and other evidence in the Public 

Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the proposed Project will not impact identified 

scenic vistas, will result in a less than significant impact to eligible state scenic highways or scenic county 

roads, and result in a less than significant impact to the visual quality of the area. As such, no mitigation 

measures are necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and in the Public Record of 

Proceedings that the Project would not significantly impact scenic vistas. The evidence indicates that no 

mitigation measures are necessary or required to mitigate any potential Project related scenic vista impacts 

to a less than significant level.  

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

b. Impact 3.1 Aesthetics – d) Light and Glare 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.1 d) of the Final EIR, there will be no impact to the 

surrounding environment resulting from the Project's lighting. The Board concurs in this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that mitigation measures are not required to mitigate or substantially lessen 

any impacts from the lighting installed within the Project site to a less than significant level. As such, no 

mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and in the Public Record of 

Proceedings that the Project would not result in generation of additional light or glare on the neighboring 

properties. The evidence indicates that no mitigation measures are necessary or required to mitigate any 

potential Project related light and glare impacts to a less than significant level.  

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

c. Impact 3.2 Agricultural Land and Forestry Resources – a) - e) Farmland 

Conversion, Williamson Act contract, Conflict with Existing Zoning, Loss 
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or Conversion of Forest Land, Conversion of Ag or Forest Lands to Other 

Uses 

 
Pursuant to the discussion in Sections 3.2 a) – e) of the Final EIR, there will not be any impact to 

the surrounding environment involving the loss of farmland as the project will be located within existing 

rural and semi-rural County and State rights-of-way consisting of paved roadways and dirt/gravel shoulders; 

as such, agricultural land would not be impacted. The Board concurs in this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not cause an impact to the environment involving the loss 

of farmland because the Project site is not under a Williamson Act contract. As such, the project will not 

conflict with the surrounding farmland uses and will not cause any loss thereof, and thus, no mitigation 

measures are necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and in the Public Record of 

Proceedings that the Project does not conflict with any existing Agriculture Zoning, or other surrounding 

Williamson Act contracts, or cause any other land that would convert farmland or the conversion of 

forestlands. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

d. Impact 3.3 Air Quality – a) - c) Air Quality Plan, Violate standards, 

Cumulative net increase) 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Sections 3.3 a) – c) of the Final EIR, there will be a less than significant 

impact to the environment resulting from Project-related construction and operational criteria pollutant 

emissions. The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to Comments, Final EIR, 

and other substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that 

mitigation measures are not necessary or required to avoid, mitigate, or substantially lessen any air quality 

impacts from construction- and operations-related criteria pollutant emissions to a less than significant 

level. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and other substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings that criteria 

pollutant emissions (ROG, NOx, PM10, PM2.5, CO, and SO2) generated during construction- and operations-

related activities will not exceed any established thresholds of significance. The Project will not conflict 

with any applicable federal, state, regional, or local air quality plans. Project-related construction and 

operational criteria pollutant emissions are below the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control 

District (Air District) thresholds of significance. The Project will not create significant project-level impacts 

and, therefore, will not result in cumulatively significant impacts on air quality. The Project is subject to 

typical compliance with applicable Air District rules and regulations that are sufficient to reduce impacts 

to a level considered less than significant. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 
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e. Impact 3.3 Air Quality – d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 

pollutant concentrations. 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.3 d) of the Final EIR, the Project will have a less than 

significant health impact on sensitive receptors within or in close proximity to the Project site resulting 

from substantial pollutant concentrations. The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to Comments, Final EIR, 

and other substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that 

mitigation measures are not required to avoid, mitigate, or substantially lessen any health impact from 

construction- and operations-related emissions to a less than significant level  

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and other substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings that Project-

related average daily emissions are below the Air District’s ambient air quality analysis screening threshold 

and do not require a health risk assessment. As such, there is a less than significant health risk to nearby 

receptors. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

f. Impact 3.3 Air Quality – e) Objectionable Odors 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.3 e) of the Final EIR, during construction-related activities, 

on-site diesel powered equipment and vehicles will emit diesel exhaust emissions, which is odorous to 

some. These odors will dissipate with distance and should not reach an objectionable level at nearby 

residences. Impacts would be less than significant. Therefore, the Project will not cause a potentially 

significant impact to the environment.  The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to Comments, Final EIR, 

and other substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the 

Project’s short-term, temporary construction-related emissions and unlikely operations emissions related to 

odor would be less than significant. No mitigation measures are necessary or required.  

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and other substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings that emissions 

are less than significant. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

g. Impact 3.4 Biological Resources – a) - f) Habitat, Wetlands, Movement or 

Migration, Local policies/ordinances, Habitat Conservation Plan 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.4 a) – f) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project will not 

cause potentially significant impacts to biological resources with mitigation. Because the proposed actions 

would consist of underground pipelines and limited development, it is not anticipated to impact riparian 

habitats/other sensitive natural communities, federally or statewide protected wetlands, or obstruct wildlife 

movement more than temporarily, or not at all. Potential pipeline construction will result in a less than 

significant effect on regional wildlife movement. The proposed Project would not conflict with any local 
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policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinances. The 

Project site is not subject to the two habitat conservation plans that could apply in Tulare County. The 

Board concurs with this analysis.   

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will not cause a significant impact to candidate, sensitive, or special status plant or animal species with the 

implementation of mitigation measures. 

 

Mitigation is set forth in Mitigation Measures 3.4-1 thru 3.4-7. Such mitigation is hereby adopted 

for this Project. All Mitigation Measures shall be implemented by the County of Tulare, construction 

contractor, the County Environmental Assessment Officer, or Governing Entity established for constructing 

and operating the Wastewater System Services. Monitoring shall be the responsibility of the RMA.  

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that Mitigation Measures 3.4-1 thru 3.4-7 

would reduce potential impacts to less than significant.  

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

h. Impact 3.5 Cultural Resources – a) - d) Adverse change of a Historical 

Resource; Archaeological Resource; Paleontological Resource or Geologic 

Feature; Disturb Human Remains 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Sections 3.5 a) – d) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project has the 

potential to result in a significant impact to the environment from disturbance of cultural or historic 

resources, and skeletal remains. However, any potentially significant impact can be reduced to a level of 

insignificance with mitigation. The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that changes or 

alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which will avoid, mitigate or substantially 

lessen any impacts to the environment from disturbance of cultural or historic resources and skeletal 

remains. 

 

Mitigation is set forth in Mitigation Measures 3.5-1, 3.5-2, and 3.5-3. Such mitigation is hereby 

adopted for this Project. All Mitigation Measures shall be implemented by the applicant (County of Tulare), 

construction contractor, the County Environmental Assessment Officer, County Coroner, Native American 

Heritage Commission (NAHC), or local Native American organizations. Monitoring shall be the 

responsibility of the RMA. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that there could be a disturbance or 

destruction of cultural or historical resources resulting from further construction activities associated with 

the Project. However, there is no recorded evidence of archeological sites at the Project site.  The adopted 

Mitigation Measures will assure that any Native American burial sites or unidentified skeletal remains 

encountered are either avoided, treated in accordance with the recommendations of the most likely 

descendant, or relocated, and will assure that any historical or cultural resources are properly evaluated, 

thereby reducing this impact to a less than significant level.  
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Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

i. Impact 3.6 Geology and Soils – a) i) - iv) Seismic Activity 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.6 a) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project will not result in 

a significant impact to the environment involving seismic effects. The Board concurs with this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and other evidence in the public record of proceedings, the Board finds and declares 

that the proposed Project will not cause significant impacts related to exposure of people or structures to 

earthquake faults, seismic shaking, ground failure including liquefaction, and landslides. In addition, the 

proposed Project would not cause significant impacts related to the loss of topsoil, unstable soils, expansive 

soils, and soils incapable of supporting septic tanks. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project will not cause 

significant impacts related to exposure of people or structures to earthquake faults, seismic shaking, ground 

failure including liquefaction, and landslides. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

j. Impact 3.6 Geology and Soils – b) Soil Erosion or Topsoil Loss 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.6 b) of the Final EIR, there will be less than significant 

impacts to the environment involving soil erosion or topsoil loss during construction (earth-moving) and 

operations. The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will not have significant impacts involving soil erosion or topsoil loss. No mitigation measures are 

necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project will not cause 

significant impacts to soil erosion or topsoil loss. The proposed Project’s pipeline footprint is entirely over 

Colpien loam soil with 0 to 2 percent slopes (which has moderately well drained soil resulting in rare 

frequency of flooding and ponding).The proposed Project would be subject to requirements of the Clean 

Water Act (CWA) and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) requires a 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to be developed by a qualified engineer or erosion control 

specialist and implemented before construction begins. Compliance with local grading and erosion control 

ordinances would also help minimize adverse effects associated with erosion and sedimentation. As a result 

of these efforts, loss of topsoil and substantial soil erosion during the construction and reclamation periods 

are not anticipated. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. Thus, there are less than significant 

impacts. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 
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k. Impact 3.6 Geology and Soils – c) Unstable Soils 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.6 c) of the Final EIR, the Project site is located on soil types 

in the area that are unlikely to result in landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. 

Therefore, there will be less than significant impacts to the environment involving unstable soils. The Board 

concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will not have significant impacts involving soil instability. No mitigation measures are necessary or 

required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project is located in the 

Valley floor with little to no slope and is not likely to experience landslide. The soil in the Project area is 

not conducive to liquefaction because it is either too coarse or too high in clay content. The Project would 

be subject to all applicable State and local building codes and regulations. Implementation of the policies 

contained in the Tulare County Health and Safety Element and compliance with local grading and erosion 

control ordinances would also help minimize adverse effects associated with erosion and sedimentation. As 

a result of these efforts, impacts from unstable soils, including on- or off-site landslide, subsidence, 

liquefaction, or collapse, during the construction and reclamation periods are not anticipated. No mitigation 

measures are necessary or required.  

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

l. Impact 3.6 Geology and Soils – d) Expansive Soil Hazards 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.6 d) of the Final EIR, the Project site is over soils with a 

moderate shrink-swell potential. Therefore, there will be less than significant impacts involving expansive 

soil hazards.  The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will have a less than significant impact involving expansive soil hazards. No mitigation measures are 

necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project would implement 

and comply with federal, State and local regulations as well as General Plan policies which would reduce 

building construction and run-off and erosion potential impacts associated with the Project. Therefore, the 

development of the project will not expose persons or structures to hazards associated with shrinking and 

swelling of expansive soils. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

m. Impact 3.6 Geology and Soils – e) Unstable Soils and Domestic Disposal 
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Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.6 e) of the Final EIR, there will not be any significant 

impacts involving unsuitable soils for domestic waste disposal. Rather, the Project would connect the 

community to the City of Tulare’s existing WWTP. Implementation of the Project would take the 

community of Matheny Tract off of private septic systems and place it on a public sewer system. The Board 

concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will not have any significant impacts involving suitable soils for domestic waste disposal. Therefore, no 

mitigation is necessary or required.  

 

In support of this this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, 

Response to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that while impacts are anticipated 

to be less than significant, the Clean Water Act (CWA) and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality 

Control Board (CVRWQCB) require a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to be developed by 

a qualified engineer or erosion control specialist and implemented before construction begins. No 

mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

n. Impact 3.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions – a) - b) Generation of Greenhouse 

Gas Emissions; Conflict with Applicable Plan, Policy, or Regulation 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Sections 3.7 a) and b) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project would 

result in less than significant direct and indirect impacts to Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions.  Mitigation 

measures are not required to reduce these impacts to less than significant.  The Board concurs in this 

analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will not have any significant impacts involving greenhouse gas either directly or indirectly from short-term 

construction- and maintenance-related activities. Therefore, the impacts are less than significant without 

mitigation measures.  

 

In support of this finding,  evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR and the Public Records of Proceedings that the proposed Project’s potential GHG 

emissions are below Air District Zero Equivalency Thresholds for construction-related emissions. No 

mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 
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o. Impact 3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials – a) Create a Hazard through 

Transport, Use, or Disposal of Hazardous Materials 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.8 a) of the Final EIR, the Project will cause a less than 

significant impact to the environment or the public through the routine transport, use, or disposal of 

hazardous materials. The Board concurs with this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that no mitigation measures are required to substantially lessen any impacts to 

the environment from operational hazards.   

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and the Public Records of 

Proceedings that construction of the Project’s components would require the transport and use of small 

quantities of hazardous materials in the form of gasoline, diesel and oil associated with construction 

equipment. There is the potential for small leaks due to refueling of the construction equipment; however, 

standard construction Best Management Practices (BMPs) included in the SWPPP would reduce the 

potential for and clean-up in the unlikely event of spills or leaks of construction-related fuels and other 

hazardous materials. The storage, transport, and use of these materials would comply with Local, State, and 

Federal regulatory requirements. Therefore, the potential impacts related to this checklist item will be 

considered less than significant. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no relevant evidence to the contrary in the 

Public Record of Proceedings. 

 

p. Impact 3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials – b) Create a Hazard to the 

Public or the Environment 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.8 b) of the Final EIR, the Project result in a less than 

significant impact to the environment by creating 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. Construction and operation of the Project would require equipment that utilizes 

insignificant amounts hazardous materials. The Board concurs with this analysis.  

 

While construction of the proposed pipeline would require equipment that utilizes insignificant 

amounts of hazardous materials, the long-term operation of the pipeline would not require any such 

materials and no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and other evidence in the public record of proceedings, the Board finds and declares 

that the proposed Project will not result in 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. Therefore, mitigation measures are not necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and the Public Records of 

Proceedings indicates that construction and operation of the Project would require equipment that utilizes 

insignificant amounts hazardous materials. The storage, transport, and use of these materials would comply 

with Local, State, and Federal regulatory requirements and implementation of Tulare County General Plan 

policies would ensure that impacts from the handling, storage, transport, or accidental release of hazardous 

materials are less than significant. No mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

q. Impact 3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials – c) Emit Hazardous Waste 

Within One-quarter Mile of an Existing or Proposed School 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.8 c) of the Final EIR, there will be no impacts involving 

hazardous waste within ¼ mile of an existing or proposed school. The Board concurs in this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not have any impacts involving hazardous waste. 

Therefore, no mitigation is necessary or required.   

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and the Public Records of 

Proceedings that there are no schools within ¼ mile of the project site. No mitigation measures are necessary 

or required. 

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

r. Impact 3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials – d) Located on the Cortese 

List Site under Section 65962.5  
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.8 d) of the Final EIR, the Project will not cause any impacts 

to the environment involving the site proximity to Cortese Listed Sites. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares no mitigation measures are required to substantially reduce any impacts to the 

environment from operational hazards. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and the Public Record of 

Proceedings that the proposed Project, as of August 11, 2014), is not contained on a Cortese List site. As 

such, no Project specific impacts related to this checklist item will occur. The proposed Project will not 

include elements that would require listing on the Cortese List. There are no potential contaminants of 

concern. No mitigation measures are necessary or required 

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

s. Impact 3.8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials – e) and f) Airport Land Use 

Plan and Hazards; Private Airstrips. 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Sections 3.8 e) and f) of the Final EIR, there will not be any impacts 

involving airport land use plans or airport hazards; or a private airstrip. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not have any impacts involving an airport land use plan 

or is within the vicinity to a private airstrip. Therefore, no mitigation is necessary or required. 
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In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and the Public Records of 

Proceedings that the nearest airport (Porterville Municipal Airport) is located more than five miles from the 

Project site. Accordingly, no impacts will occur. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

t. Impact 3.8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials – g) and h) Emergency 

Response or Evacuation; Wildland Fires. 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Sections 3.8 g) and h) of the Final EIR, there will not be any impacts 

involving emergency response or evacuation and wildland fires. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not have any impacts involving emergency response or 

evacuation and wildland fires. Therefore, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and the Public Record of 

Proceedings that the Project’s construction and operation components of an underground pipeline would 

not impair implementation of or physically interfere with the County's Emergency Operation Plan (EOP) 

or the California Emergency Plan. It is surrounded by irrigated farmland, and is not within a recognized 

wildland fire hazard area. Accordingly, no impacts will occur. No mitigation measures are necessary or 

required 

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

u. Impact 3.9 Hydrology and Water Quality – a) Water Quality Standards or 

Waste Discharge Requirements 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.9 a) of the Final EIR, there will be less than significant 

impacts to groundwater quality standards. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, 

Response to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that 

the Project will not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. Therefore, no 

mitigation measures are necessary or required.  

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project would require a 

minimal amount of water to be used during the construction activity phases for dust suppression. 

Construction and operation of the pipeline would not result in stormwater runoff or the potential for surface 

or groundwater contamination. No chemicals would be used in the construction or operation of the pipeline 

that could be discharged into surface or ground water. Further, the applicant will be required to comply 

with the all requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board. No mitigation measures are 

necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 
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v. Impact 3.9 Hydrology and Water Quality – b) Substantially Deplete 

Groundwater Supplies Or Interfere Substantially With Groundwater 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.9 b) of the Final EIR, there will be less than significant 

impacts to water groundwater supplies. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, 

Response to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that 

the Project will not have any significant impacts involving water quantity. Therefore, no mitigation 

measures are necessary or required.  

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project will have less 

than significant impacts involving groundwater supplies. No new wells will be constructed as a result of 

this Project and water used for sewage disposal is not anticipated to increase. No mitigation measures are 

necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

w. Impact 3.9 Hydrology and Water Quality – c) – d) Alter The Existing 

Drainage Pattern 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.9 c) and d) of the Final EIR, there will not be any impacts 

involving existing drainage patterns. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, 

Response to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that 

the proposed Project’s underground pipeline would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern or 

result in increased runoff.  Therefore, no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project will not have any 

significant impacts involving existing drainage patterns. The pipeline would be constructed within existing 

road rights-of-way which are highly disturbed and typically collect stormwater runoff from the roadways. 

Following construction, the trenches would be backfilled and restored to roadways and gravel roadway 

shoulders. Therefore, the Project would not alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area.  No 

mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

x. Impact 3.9 Hydrology and Water Quality – e) – f) Degrade Water Quality 

through Runoff) 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.9 e) – f) of the Final EIR, there will not be any significant 

impacts involving runoff or overall water quality. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, 

Response to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares, if 
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applicable, compliance with requirements of the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

(CVRWQCB) are sufficient to prevent any impacts to water quality through runoff. Therefore, no 

mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project will have no 

impacts involving water quality through runoff. The proposed pipelines would be constructed within 

existing road rights-of-way which are highly disturbed and typically collect stormwater runoff from the 

roadways. Compliance with CVRWQCB requirements are sufficient to reduce any impacts from runoff.  

No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are no significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

y. Impact 3.9 Hydrology and Water Quality – g) – j) Flooding 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.9 g) – j) of the Final EIR, there will be no to less than 

significant impacts involving flooding. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, 

Response to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that 

the proposed Project does not include construction of housing units, does not involve significant water 

storage or changing the alignment of an established watercourse, and is located in a flood zone X (moderate 

and minimal risk areas); however, according to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), 

Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM, number 06107C1275E), no Base Flood Elevations (BFEs) or base flood 

depths are shown within this zone. Therefore, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings that the proposed Project will not expose 

people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a 

result of the failure of a levee or dam. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

z. Impact 3.10 Land Use and Planning – a) Physically Divide Established 

Community 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.10 a) of the Final EIR, there will not be a significant impact 

involving the division of an established community. The Board concurs with this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not cause a significant impact involving the division of an 

established community, and thus, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the Project does not include the construction of a major highway or railroad track, and does 

not require any off-site construction. The pipelines would be constructed within existing rights-of-way and 

the area is characterized as rural agriculture. Accordingly, there is no impact and no mitigation measures 

are necessary or required.  
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Thus, there are no impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

aa. Impact 3.10 Land Use and Planning – b) Conflict with Land Use Plan, 

Policy, or Regulation 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.10 b) of the Final EIR, there will be no impacts involving 

Zoning. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not cause an impact to any applicable land use plan, policy, 

or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 

specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance), and therefore, no mitigation is necessary or 

required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Final EIR and the Public Record of 

Proceedings that the proposed Project includes the installation of a 27- or 42- inch diameter wastewater 

pipeline along Avenue 216/Paige Avenue to connect a wastewater pipeline from Matheny Tract to the 

existing wastewater treatment plant in the City of Tulare (City). As proposed, the pipeline suggested in 

Alternatives 5 and 6 is within the City of Tulare’s City Limits and Sphere of Influence. Land Uses as shown 

in the City’s General Plan Map contain predominantly light industrial and single-family residential uses 

west of “K” Street. As such, the Project would not conflict with the City’s General Plan. Also, the Project 

is consistent with the Matheny Tract Hamlet Plan to serve the community’s existing needs (including some 

infill development within the community’s Hamlet Development Boundary) and would provide sufficient 

capacity to could accommodate a modesty amount of planned future development. Therefore, since the 

Project would not result in substantial growth and is generally consistent with the existing conditions in 

Matheny Tract, it would not conflict with the Tulare County General Plan. Based on substantial evidence 

in the record by the Planning Department, this Project will not conflict with the existing zoning as specified 

by the City of Tulare or the County of Tulare. As such, mitigation measures are not necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are no impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

bb. Impact 3.10 Land Use and Planning – c) Conflict with any Habitat and 

Natural Conservation Plan 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.10 c) of the Final EIR, there will no impact involving 

Conservation Plans. The Board concurs with this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not cause an impact involving the applicable habitat 

conservation plans or natural community conservation plans, and thus, no mitigation is necessary or 

required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the Project site is not within the Kern Water Habitat Conservation Plan area, and has none of 

the species identified in the Recovery Plan for Upland Species in the San Joaquin Valley. Accordingly, 

there is no impact. As such, no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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Thus, there are no impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

cc. Impact 3.11 Mineral Resources – a) and b) Loss of availability of 

Statewide or Local Mineral Resource; Loss of availability of Resource 

Recovery Site 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.11 a) and b) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project would 

result in no impact to mineral resources locally or of statewide importance. The Board concurs with this 

analysis.   

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will cause no impact involving the loss or availability of known 

mineral resources. As such, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the proposed Project does not include a mining operation and is not located in a known mineral 

resource zone. The nearest active mine and mineral production plant is located approximately 30 miles 

southeast of the Project. Accordingly, there would be no impacts. No mitigation measures are necessary or 

required. 

 

Thus, there are no impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

dd. Impact 3.12 Noise – a) Excess of Noise Standards 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.12 a) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project’s construction 

would involve temporary, short-term noise sources including site preparation, installation of the pipeline, 

and site cleanup work and is expected to last for approximately six (6) to nine (9) months. Construction-

related short-term, temporary noise levels would be higher than existing ambient noise levels in the Project 

area, but would not occur after construction is completed. The Board concurs with this analysis.   

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR, and other evidence in the Public 

Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the proposed Project will not result in a significant 

impact involving noise in excess of the applicable County standards. As such, no mitigation measures are 

necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the Project construction would involve temporary, short-term noise sources and compliance 

with Tulare County General Plan Policies HS-8.11, HS-8.18 and HS-8.19 would minimize construction-

related noise of the Project. The normal operations of the proposed Project will have a minimal impact on 

the overall ambient noise levels of the area. Accordingly, impacts will be less than significant with 

implementation of General Plan Policies HS-8.11, HS-8.18 and HS-8.19. No mitigation measures are 

necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 
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ee. Impact 3.12 Noise – b) Exposure to or Generate Excessive Ground-borne 

Vibration or Noise 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.12 b) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project would result in 

a less than significant impact or generation of excessive vibration or ground borne noises. The Board 

concurs with this analysis.   

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and other evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and 

declares that the Project will not cause a significant impact involving any vibration or ground borne noises 

in excess of the applicable County standards; no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the Project’s construction-related activities would result in minor amounts of groundborne 

vibration, such groundborne noise or vibration would attenuate rapidly from the source and would not be 

generally perceptible outside of the construction areas. In addition, there would not be any vibrational 

impacts from operation and maintenance activities. Accordingly, there is less than significant impact. As 

such, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

ff. Impact 3.12 Noise – c) Increase in Noise Levels Above No-Project Levels 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.12 c) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project would result in 

less than significant impacts, for both construction- and operational-related activities, above the existing 

ambient noise environment in the vicinity of the Project site which is dominated by agricultural uses (and 

agricultural-related equipment (e.g., tractors) used to support agricultural uses) and by vehicles traveling 

along Road 196. The Board concurs with this analysis.   

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, and other evidence in the Public 

Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project will cause a less than significant impact 

involving any noise in excess of No-Project conditions. The Board concurs with this analysis.   

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the ambient noise environment in the vicinity of the proposed Project site is dominated by 

agricultural-related uses. No noise would be generated from the operation of the pipeline, which would be 

buried underground.  The pumps operating at the lift stations would emit a very low level noise that would 

be barely detectible outside their enclosures. The proposed Project will temporarily increase ambient noise 

levels; however, the increase in noise levels will not exceed Tulare County’s Maximum Acceptable 

Ambient Noise Exposure for Various Land Uses. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

gg. Impact 3.12 Noise – d) Temporary or Periodic Increase in Ambient Noise 

Levels 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.12 d) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project would result in 

less than significant impacts above existing levels for both construction and operationally with 
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implementation of General Plan Policies HS-8.11 Peak Noise Generators, HS-8.18 Construction Noise, and 

HS-8.19. The Board concurs with this analysis.   

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, and other evidence in the Public 

Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that with implementation of the above noted General 

Plan Policies, the impacts to noise would be less than significant. As such, no mitigation measures are 

necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the ambient noise environment in the vicinity of the proposed Project site is dominated by 

agricultural-related uses. The proposed Project will temporarily increase ambient noise levels; however, the 

increase in noise levels will not exceed Tulare County’s Maximum Acceptable Ambient Noise Exposure 

for Various Land Uses. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

hh. Impact 3.12 Noise – e) and f) Public Airport or Private Airstrip Noise 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.12 e) and f) of the Final EIR, the proposed Project would 

result in no impact from exposure to excessive airport noises. The Board concurs with this analysis.   

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, and other evidence in the Public 

Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project will not expose persons to excessive 

airport and will result in no impact involving an airport land use plan within two miles of a public airport, 

or locate persons within the vicinity of an operating airstrip. As such, no mitigation measures are necessary 

or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the Project is not located near an airport runway or airfield (airstrip). Accordingly, there is no 

impact and mitigation measures are not necessary or required.  

 

Thus, there are no impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

ii. Impact 3.13 Population and Housing – a) – c) Induce Substantial 

Population Growth; Displace Substantial Numbers of Existing Housing; 

Displace Substantial Numbers of People 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.13 a) – c) of the Final EIR, there will be less than significant 

to no impact to the environment involving population and housing. The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not cause an impact to population and housing, and thus, 

no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that construction of the Project is consistent with the County's General Plan Land Use Element, 

and zoning designations, and will not encourage additional population growth in this rural area of the 

County. No dwellings on the Project site or rural homes in the surrounding area will be relocated, built, or 
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demolished as a result of the Project. Further, the intent of this Project is to also remedy and/or avoid 

potential future groundwater contamination caused by seepage of wastewater into the underground water 

supply. Connecting and consolidating of wastewater treatment facilities with the City of Tulare would 

accomplish this goal through eventual abandonment of existing septic systems, termination of wastewater 

discharge from system tanks into the ground, and avoidance of construction of a stand-alone waste water 

treatment facility (including percolation ponds) in or near Matheny Tract. As such, designing and 

constructing a wastewater system capable of servicing the existing land uses and planned growth within the 

Matheny Tract Urban Development Boundary. Accordingly, there will not be any impacts on population 

or housing conditions in the Project area vicinity. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

jj. Impact 3.14 Public Services – a)– Fire Protection 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.14 a) of the Final EIR, there will not be a significant impact 

to the environment involving public services. The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not cause a significant impact to public services, and thus, 

mitigation is not necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the Project will not require fire protection services. As such, impacts on Public Fire Protection 

Services will be less than significant. As such, mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

kk. Impact 3.14 Public Services – a) Police Protection, Schools, Parks, Other 

Public Facilities 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.14 a) Police, Parks, and Schools of the Final EIR, there will 

not be a significant impact to the environment involving police; park, and school-related public services. 

The Board concurs in this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not cause a significant impact to the services rendered by 

police, the use of parks, or the need for additional schools or other public facilities due to this Project, and 

thus, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that construction of the Project will not impact the County's Sherriff support needs, the use of the 

surrounding parks, or increase the need for schools or other public facilities. Accordingly, there will not be 

any impacts on sheriff’s services, parks, or school services in the Project area vicinity. No mitigation 

measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 
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ll. Impact 3.15 Recreation – a) and b) Increase Use of Parks or other 

Recreational Facilities; Require Construction or Expansion of 

Recreational Facilities 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.15 a) and b) of the Final EIR, there will be no impact to 

recreational facilities within the Project's vicinity. The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that the Project will not impact recreational facilities within the Project's 

vicinity and thus, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Final EIR and Public Record of Proceedings 

indicates that the Project is being recommended to remedy existing public health issues within the 

unincorporated community of Matheny Tract. The proposed wastewater pipelines would be adequately 

sized to serve the community’s existing needs (including some infill development) and are not intended to 

provide additional capacity for substantial amounts of future development. Typically, the increased use of 

parks and recreational facilities result from the addition of new housing and the accompanying growth of 

persons.  No new housing is proposed as part of the proposed Project. As such, there would be no impact 

on existing or the need for additional recreation facilities. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

mm. Impact 3.16 Transportation/Traffic – a) and b) Conflict with an Applicable 

Plan, Ordinance or Policy Establishing Measures of Effectiveness for the 

Performance of the Circulation System; Conflict with County Traffic 

Levels of Service 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.16 a) and b) of the Final EIR, there will no significant impact 

to the environment involving traffic increases or level of service standards. The Board concurs with this 

analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and other evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares 

that the Project will not cause a significant impact to the proposed Project impacts involving traffic increases 

or the level of service standards for roads. As such, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, evidence is contained in the Draft EIR, Technical A ppendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings; potential Project impacts related to this 

Checklist item will be less than significant. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

nn. Impact 3.16 Transportation and Traffic – c) Air Traffic and d) Design 

Features 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.16 c) and d) of the Final EIR, there will be no impact to Air 

Traffic and Design Features by this Project. The Board concurs with this analysis. 
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Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will not impact air traffic and design features; and thus, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record indicates that the Project has no discernable or possible 

effect on these items, and thus there is no impact.  No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

oo. Impact 3.16 Transportation and Traffic – e) Emergency Access 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.16 e) of the Final EIR, there will be a less than significant 

impact to Emergency Access by this Project. The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, and other evidence in the Public 

Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project will not cause a significant impact to 

emergency facilities with the implementation of mitigation.  

 

Mitigation is set forth in Mitigation Measure 3.16-1. Such mitigation is hereby adopted for this 

Project. All Mitigation Measure(s) shall be implemented, as applicable, by the County of Tulare, 

construction contractor, or the County Environmental Assessment Officer during construction-related 

activities. Monitoring shall be the responsibility of the RMA. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record indicates that  

 

As such, there would be a less than significant impact with mitigation. There is no evidence to the 

contrary in the Public Record of Proceedings. 

 

pp. Impact 3.16 Transportation and Traffic – f) Bicycle Traffic 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.16 f) of the Final EIR, there will be no impact involving 

adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. The Board 

concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Final EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, 

the Board finds and declares that there will be no impacts to adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding 

public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities as a result of this Project. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record indicates that the Proposed Project does not consist of any 

elements that would conflict with policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 

facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities, and thus, there is no impact.  

No mitigation measures are necessary or required.  

 

Thus, there are no impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 
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qq. Impact 3.17 Utilities and Service Systems – a) - f) Exceed Wastewater 

Treatment Capacity; Require or Result in the Construction of New Water 

or Wastewater Treatment Facilities or Expansion of Existing Facilities; 

Require or Result in the Construction of New Storm Water Drainage 

Facilities or Expansion of Existing Facilities; Have Sufficient Water 

Supplies; Adequate Wastewater Treatment Capacity to Serve the project’s 

Projected Demand in Addition to the Provider’s Existing Commitments; 

and Sufficient Landfill Capacity 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.17 a) thru f) of the Final EIR, there will be a less than 

significant impact involving wastewater treatment, storm water drainage facilities, water supplies, and 

landfill capacity. The Board concurs with this analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will cause a less than significant impact to wastewater treatment, storm water drainage facilities, water 

supplies, and landfill capacity; and thus, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record indicates that the Project is subject requirements of the 

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB). The City of Tulare’s wastewater 

treatment facility (WWTF) has the capacity to accommodate the increased flows from Matheny Tract and 

neither new or expanded WWTF would be required. As indicated in the Draft Recirculated EIR, specifically 

at the discussions regarding Alternatives 5 and 6 (24- or 42-inch diameter wastewater pipeline along 

Avenue 216/Paige Avenue; respectively), the project is intended to increase the conveyance (emphasis 

added) capacity. As applicable; the project will comply with Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 

(SWPPP) during construction-related activities and will not result in water erosion during day-to-day 

operations; adequate water supply will provided by the existing public water system (Matheny Tract Mutual 

Water Company) and; the Project will not result in a day-to-day solid waste stream and the minimal solid 

waste material generated during construction-related activities can be accommodated at a local landfill. 

Therefore, the Project has a less than significant impact. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

rr. Impact 3.17 Utilities and Service Systems – g) Comply with Federal, State, 

and Local Statutes and Regulations related to Solid Waste 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.17 e) of the Final EIR, there will be no impact to federal, 

state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste by this Project. The Board concurs with this 

analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Project 

will not impact the ability to comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 

waste; and thus, no mitigation is necessary or required. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and the Public Record indicates that the Project’s solid waste resulting from 

construction-related activities would be disposed of by the County’s franchised hauler on a periodic basis 
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and would be properly disposed at a County owned/operated landfill (likely Visalia Landfill as it is the 

nearest landfill). All solid waste disposal procedures would be in compliance with the relevant provisions 

of AB 32 and AB 939, and thus, there is no impact. No mitigation measures are necessary or required. 

 

Thus, there are less than significant impacts. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public 

Record of Proceedings. 

 

ss. Impact 3.18 a) Mandatory Findings of Significance: Wildlife Species or 

Historical Impacts 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.18 a) of the Final EIR, there will be less than significant 

impact to wildlife species or historical resources by this Project with implementation of Mitigation 

Measures 3.4-1 thru 3.4-8 in regards to wildlife species, and Mitigation Measures 3.5-1 through 3.5-3 in 

regards to historical resources. The Board concurs with this analysis.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and other evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares 

that with Mitigation Measures 3.4-1 thru 3.4-8, and Mitigation Measures 3.5-1 through 3.5-3, the Project 

will not cause a significant impact involving wildlife species or historical resources.  

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and other evidence in the Public Record indicates that the site of the proposed 

Project is an intensely disturbed landscape devoid of natural habitat, wetlands, foraging areas, or movement 

corridors thus eliminating the potential for impacts to biological species. No significant cultural resources 

were identified within ½ mile of the Project site; however, in order to address the potential of cultural 

resources being unearthed as a result of Project-related ground excavation, Mitigation Measures 3.5-1 

through 3.5-3 were added in the unlikely event that human remains are unearthed during Project-related 

ground excavation.   

 

tt. Impact 3.18 b) Cumulative Impacts  
 

See Section IV Cumulative Impacts below. 

 

uu. Impact 3.18 c) (Substantial Adverse Effects) 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.18 c) of the Final EIR, there will not be a direct or indirect 

significant impact due to substantial adverse effects to humans by the Project. The Board concurs with this 

analysis. 

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response to 

Comments, Final EIR, and other evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares 

that there are no significant environmental adverse effects from this project to human beings. Rather, the 

Project would benefit the community of Matheny Tract by collecting wastewater via a community-wide 

collection system and delivering said wastewater to a fully functional and operating wastewater treatment 

facility.  

 

In support of this finding, the evidence contained in the Draft EIR, Technical Appendices, Response 

to Comments, Final EIR, and other evidence in the Public Record indicates that the Project would not result 

in any impacts to human beings beyond what has already been analyzed in Chapters 3.1 to 3.17, and thus 
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there is a less than significant impact. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of 

Proceedings. 

 

 

IV 

 

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 
 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15130 (a) requires that an EIR discuss the cumulative impacts of a Project when 

the Project’s incremental effect is “cumulatively considerable,” meaning that the Project’s incremental 

effects are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past, current, and probable future 

Projects. A consideration of actions included as part of a cumulative impact scenario can vary by geographic 

extent, time frame, and scale. They are defined according to environmental resource issue and the specific 

significance level associated with potential impacts. CEQA Guidelines 15130(b) requires that discussions 

of cumulative impacts reflect the severity of the impacts and their likelihood of occurrence. The CEQA 

Guidelines note that the cumulative impacts discussion does not need to provide as much detail as is 

provided in the analysis of Project-only impacts and should be guided by the standards of practicality and 

reasonableness and focus on the cumulative impact to which the identified other Projects contribute rather 

than the attributes of other Projects which do not contribute to the cumulative impacts.  

 

A.  Biological Impacts 

 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.4 a) through f) of the Final EIR, the Project will cause a less than 

cumulatively significant impact to biological resources. The Board concurs with this analysis. Accordingly, 

based on substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the 

mitigations required in Mitigation Measures 3.4-1 thru 3.4-8 will lessen any significant impacts to 

cumulative biological resources. This cumulative impact relating to biological resources will be reduced to 

a level of insignificance. The Board further finds that there are specific economic, legal/public policies, 

social, or other considerations which make infeasible any further Mitigation Measures or Project 

alternatives. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence indicates that since the direct impacts are not significant, with the 

implementation of Mitigation Measures 3.4-1 thru 3.4-8, as contained in section 3.4 of the DIER and 

evidence in the Biological Evaluation Report (Appendix “B” of the Draft EIR). Further, the adopted 

Mitigation Measures will assure that any biological impacts are mitigated to a level of less than significant. 

 

B.  Cultural Resources 

 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.5 a) through d) of the Final EIR, the construction related incremental 

impact of the Project may cause a potentially cumulatively significant impact to cultural resources. The 

Board concurs with this analysis. Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Public Record of 

Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Mitigation’s required in Mitigation Measures 3.5-1, 3.5-

2 and 3.5-3 will lessen any significant impacts to cumulative cultural resources. This cumulative impact 

relating to cultural resources will be reduced to a level of insignificance. The Board further finds that there 

are specific economic, legal/public policies, social, or other considerations which make infeasible any 

further Mitigation Measures or Project alternatives.  

 

In support of this finding, the evidence indicates that there is no recorded evidence of archeological sites at 

the Project site. The adopted Mitigation Measures will assure that any Native American burial sites or 

unidentified skeletal remains encountered are either avoided, treated in accordance with the 
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recommendations of the most likely descendant, or relocated, and will assure that any historical or cultural 

resources are properly evaluated, thereby reducing this impact to a less than significant level. With 

implementation of Mitigation Measures 3.5-1, 3.5-2, and 3.5-3, potential cumulative impacts related to this 

checklist item will be reduced to a level considered less than significant. 

 

C.  Transportation/Traffic – Emergency Access 

 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.16 e) of the Final EIR, there will be a less than significant cumulative 

impact to Emergency Access by this Project. The Board concurs with this analysis. Accordingly, based on 

substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares and declares that 

the no mitigation measures are necessary or required to lessen any significant impacts to cumulative 

Transportation/Traffic impacts.  

 

Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and 

declares that the Mitigation’s required in Mitigation Measure 3.16-1will lessen any significant impacts to 

cumulative the Transportation/Traffic – Emergency Access resource. This cumulative impact relating to 

Emergency Access will be reduced to a level of insignificance. The Board further finds that there are 

specific economic, legal/public policies, social, or other considerations which make infeasible any further 

Mitigation Measures or Project alternatives 

 

D.  Tribal Cultural Resources 

 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 3.5 a) through d) of the Final EIR, the construction related incremental 

impact of the Project may cause a potentially cumulatively significant impact to cultural resources. The 

Board concurs with this analysis. Accordingly, based on substantial evidence in the Public Record of 

Proceedings, the Board finds and declares that the Mitigation’s required in Mitigation Measures 3.5-1, 3.5-

2 and 3.5-3 will lessen any significant impacts to cumulative cultural resources. This cumulative impact 

relating to cultural resources will be reduced to a level of insignificance. The Board further finds that there 

are specific economic, legal/public policies, social, or other considerations which make infeasible any 

further Mitigation Measures or Project alternatives.  

 

In support of this finding, the evidence indicates that there is no recorded evidence of archeological sites at 

the Project site. The adopted Mitigation Measures will assure that any Native American burial sites or 

unidentified skeletal remains encountered are either avoided, treated in accordance with the 

recommendations of the most likely descendant, or relocated, and will assure that any historical or cultural 

resources are properly evaluated, thereby reducing this impact to a less than significant level. With 

implementation of Mitigation Measures 3.5-1, 3.5-2 and 3.5-3, potential cumulative impacts related to this 

checklist item will be reduced to a level considered less than significant. 

 

E.  Conclusion 

 

In further support of the foregoing discussion, the County of Tulare (as the applicant) complies with 

Mitigation Measures outlined in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 
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V 

 

GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS 

 
Pursuant to the discussion in Chapter 6 of the EIR and consistent with Public Resources Code Section 

21100(b)(5) and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(b), the Board finds and declares that there are no 

direct growth-inducing impacts resulting from this Project. 

 

Based on substantial evidence in the EIR and the Public Record of Proceedings, the Board finds and declares 

that the Project will not cause a significant growth inducing impact, and as such, no mitigation is necessary 

or required. There is no evidence to the contrary in the Public Record of Proceedings. 

 

In support of this finding, the evidence indicates that the development of the Project is unlikely to result in 

or contribute to population growth inducement because the Project will not result in an increase in 

employment, and correspondingly, would not result in an increase in population or associated demand for 

housing in the area. For these reasons, the Project is not anticipated to result in growth inducement. 

Therefore, the operation of the proposed Project would not result in new growth in the area relating to the 

potential population increase. 

 

The proposed Project does not include new homes, and the proposed Project will result in an increase of 

only temporary, construction-related employees. The temporary increase employees will not induce 

population growth because of the relative size and short-term use of employees necessary to construct the 

Project. As such, the proposed Project does not have the potential to induce significant growth in Tulare 

County. 

 

 

VI 

 

SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS OF THE PROJECT 
 

Pursuant to the discussion in Section 6.2 of the EIR and consistent with Public Resources Code Section 

21100(b)(2)(A) and the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(b), the Board finds and declares that there 

are no significant environmental impacts that cannot be avoided.  

 

In support of this finding, the evidence indicates that there are various implications from the significant 

environmental impacts. There are no feasible Mitigation Measures that are necessary or required, other than 

those required and adopted for this Project, that could further reduce these impacts to a level of less than 

significant.  

 

As there are no significant and unavoidable environmental impacts, the Project is proposed and approved 

to enable the applicant to achieve the Project's basic objectives; including: (1) to establish and operate an 

economically viable and competitive Project in compliance with applicable laws and regulations; (2) to 

optimally utilize available land resources; and (3) to mitigate environmental impacts to the extent feasible. 

In addition, alternative designs or locations that would possibly achieve these objectives would not reduce 

the identified cumulative impacts to a level of less than significant. Feasible Mitigation Measures have been 

required for this Project, and with the imposition of feasible Mitigation Measures, there will be no 

cumulative environmental impacts that remain significant and unavoidable.  
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VII 

 

ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES 
 

In connection with alternatives, CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines require that an EIR provide 

a reasonable range and discussion of alternatives (Public Resources Code Sections 21002, 21002.1; 

Guidelines Section 15126.6). 

 

A.  Alternatives: 

 

The proposed Project constitutes connection to the existing City of Tulare wastewater treatment plant, 

identified by the Matheny Tract “Wastewater System Project Feasibility Report.” Construction of 

wastewater collection laterals from each home or business within Matheny Tract and connection to 

collection lines in the various County rights-of-way abutting the homes and businesses would occur. These 

collection lines would then inter-tie to a main line (with a yet-to-be-determined diameter) that would deliver 

the wastewater to the City of Tulare wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) located at the intersection of Road 

92/S. West Street and Avenue 216/Paige Avenue (approximately 0.5 miles northwest of Matheny Tract). 

The wastewater main line would be constructed within the Road 96/Pratt Street right-of-way extending 

from Matheny Tract to the City of Tulare’s sewer trunk pipeline (at the intersection of Avenue 216/Paige 

Avenue and Road 96/Pratt Street).  Depending on precise engineering designs, it is possible that more than 

one lift station or other appurtenant structures may also be required. Pipelines for the wastewater collection 

system would be installed via open-cut trenching; trenches would be closed upon completion of 

construction.  Roadways would be repaved/resurfaced as needed and specified by the County of Tulare 

and/or City of Tulare. The basic objectives of the Project, as described in the EIR, are to connect to the City 

of Tulare wastewater treatment facility; abandonment of the existing individual residential on-site septic 

tank/leach line systems located within Matheny Tract; provide beneficial environmental impacts by 

eliminating wastewater discharge from on-site system tanks into the ground; avoid construction of a stand-

alone wastewater treatment facility (including percolation ponds) in or near Matheny Tract; reduce and/or 

remove the threat of potential groundwater contamination caused by seepage of wastewater from failing 

and improperly operating septic systems into the underground water supply in the Community and the 

surrounding area; provide the most cost-effective, safe, and reliable means to collect and treat wastewater; 

and implement an as affordable fees schedule to efficiently and effectively maintain and operate the 

wastewater system to enhance the quality of life for Matheny Tract residents. CEQA requires that an EIR 

analyze a reasonable range of alternatives. (Public Resources Code Sections 21102, 21002.1 and State 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6.) The alternatives to the Project that were considered in the EIR are 

described as:   

 

Alternative 1: On-site Systems with Implementation of a Septic Tank Maintenance District 

Alternative 2: Gravity Collection System and Consolidation with the City of Tulare 

(Preferred Alternative) 

Alternative 3: Gravity Collection System with Conventional Wastewater System (that is, a 

new collection system and wastewater treatment facility for Matheny Tract) 

Alternative 4: No Project 

Alternative 5: Construct New 27-inch Diameter Pipeline to provide capacity to serve 

Matheny Tract and provide capacity to serve previously approved development 

projects within the City of Tulare 

Alternative 6: Construct New 42-inch Diameter Pipeline to serve Matheny Tract, provide 

capacity to serve previously approved development projects within the City of 

Tulare, and to provide capacity for future build-out flows. 
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As Alternatives 5 and 6 would serve the same purpose as Alternative 2 (but with varying pipeline diameters 
and with greater lengths), they have been incorporated into the Alternative analysis as Alternatives 2a and 

2b; respectively. As discussed in Alternatives 1 through 4, each of the Alternatives could result in more 

adverse environmental impacts as specified on the CEQA resources checklist. However, Alternatives 5 and 

6 would result in similar impacts as original Alternative 2. Therefore, the proposed Project is the 

environmentally superior alternative. As indicated in the PFR Addendum, “Based on the information 

presented in Table 3-1 [Table 2-1 in the RDEIR], the updated ranking of the alternatives is provided below. 

As the ranking indicates, Alternative No. 2 (with either size main), the previously selected alternative, 

continues to be the preferred alternative. 

 

The comparison of various factors was considered in Chapter 5 of the EIR. Table 5-2 and 5-3 of the 

Recirculated Draft EIR (made a part hereof) provides matrices that compares the environmental impacts of 

differing Project Alternatives against the Project. 

 

Environmental impacts associated with each of the alternatives presented compared to the Preferred 

Alternative are shown in Table 5-2. 

 

Table 5-2 Impacts of Alternatives Compared to Preferred Alternative 

Connection to City of Tulare WWTP 

Impact Topic 

Alternative 1 

Septic Tank 

Maintenance 

District 

Alternative 3 

New Sewer 

Collection System 

and WWTP 

Alternative 4 

No Project 

Alternative 4 

27-inch 

Trunk to 

WWTP 

Alternative 4 

27-inch Trunk 

to WWTP 

Aesthetics less similar-greater less similar similar 
Agriculture less greater less similar similar 
Air Quality less greater less greater greater 
Biology less similar-greater less similar similar 
Cultural unknown greater less similar similar 

Geology/Soils greater similar less similar similar 

Greenhouse Gases similar greater less greater greater 
Hazards & 

Hazardous 

Materials 

less similar less similar similar 

Hydrology/Water 

Quality 
greater similar greater similar similar 

Land Use less greater less similar similar 
Mineral Resources less similar less similar similar 
Noise 

less greater less greater greater 

Population/Housing less similar less similar similar 
Public Services similar similar less similar similar 
Recreation similar similar similar similar similar 
Transportation and 

Traffic 
similar greater less greater greater 

Utilities similar similar less similar similar 
Mandatory 

Findings 
similar greater less similar similar 
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Table 5-3 is a matrix comparing each Alternative’s and the Preferred Alternative’s abilities to achieve the 

Evaluation Criteria. 

 

Table 5-3 Comparison of Alternative Attaining Evaluation Criteria 

Evaluation 

Criteria 

Alternative 2 

Septic Tank 

Maintenance 

District 

Alternative 3 

New Sewer 

Collection 

System and 

WWTP 

Alternative 4 

No Project 

Alternative 5* 

27-inch 

Trunk to 

WWTP  

Alternative 6 

42-inch 

Trunk to 

WWTP 

Project Specific 

Elements 
No Yes No Yes Yes 

Meet all Project 

Objectives 
No Yes No No Yes 

O & M and Cost 

Efficiency 
Maybe Yes Yes & No Yes Yes 

Reduce Significant 

Impacts 
Yes & No Yes Yes & No Yes Yes 

Physical Feasibility Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
* Does not meet City of Tulare’s Build-out criteria, as such, it is considered inferior to Alternative 6. 

 
B. Environmentally Superior Alternative: 

 

CEQA requires that, in addition to the analysis of individual Alternatives, the Alternatives must be ranked 

according to which Alternatives have the lesser environmental effects. This ranking is shown above in 

Tables 5-2 and 5-3.  

 

As previously described, Tables 5-2 thru 5-3 provide a summaries of the anticipated impacts resulting from 

implementation of the alternatives compared to those identified for the originally proposed project. As 

summarized in the Table 5-2, the environmentally superior alternative for this project would be Alternative 

2b (Alternative 6). Other than the No Project Alternative, this is the only alternative that would reduce the 

severity of most environmental impacts associated with the proposed project. However, as described earlier, 

the PFR Addendum noted that the City of Tulare has determined that the use of the existing 27-inch 

wastewater pipeline does not have the conveyance capacity to accommodate Matheny Tract, and the City’s 

needs. As such, as indicated in the PFR Addendum, Alternative 2a (Alternative 5) is not considered feasible 

by the City. Whereas, Alternative 2b (Alternative 6) would meet all of the initial project’s objectives and is 

considered the best ranked and new preferred alternative. 

 

Alternative 1 would result in greater impacts to Geology/Soils and Hydrology/Water Quality; Alternative 

3 would result in greater impacts related to Aesthetics, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, Air Quality, 

Biology, Cultural, GHGs, Land Use, Noise, Population/Housing, Transportation/Traffic, and Mandatory 

Findings; Alternative 4 by definition would not meet the objectives of the proposed project; Alternatives 5 

and 6 would result in greater impacts to Air Quality, GHGs, Noise, and Transportation/Traffic. After this 

full, substantial, and deliberate analysis the proposed Project remains the preferred alternative.  

 

The Board finds that the County (as the applicant) is required to undertake Mitigation Measures. These 

Measures are restrictive and are applied to the Project as described in the Draft, Recirculated Draft EIR, 

and Final EIR. Thus, it is in the public interest for the County to advance socially desirable, necessary and 

enlightened progress, which is both environmentally and economically sound. In light of the foregoing 

discussion, and when balancing these interests, the Board finds and concludes that these considerations and 

benefits are deemed to be substantial, that the Project will not cause a significant or unavoidable 

environmental impact, and that the Project should be approved. 
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The Board finds and concludes that, as discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations (Chapter 

7 of the DEIR), There are No Environmental Impacts That Cannot Be Avoided and there are no irreversible 

impacts; therefore, a Statement of Overriding Considerations is not necessary. The Project’s merits and 

objectives are discussed in the Project Description and are found to be consistent with the intent of Tulare 

County 2030 General Plan. In addition, the Project’s merits outweigh any unavoidable and immitigable 

impacts warranting a Statement of Overriding Considerations.  

 

The EIR is available at Tulare County Resource Management Agency at 5961 South Mooney Boulevard, 

Visalia, California 93277 (Telephone No. (559) 624-7000). The custodian for these documents and other 

materials is Mr. Hector Guerra, Chief Environmental Planner, Environmental Planning Division. 
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STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING 

CONSIDERATIONS 
 

 
As the Project will have no significant and unavoidable effects; a Statement of Overriding 

Considerations is not necessary or required as part of this Final EIR.  


