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Section 1. PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Title
Akin Water Company

Water SupplyProject

Lead Agency:
State Water Resources Control Board

Project Proponent and Address:
Akin Water Company
642 East Henderson Avenue

Referene Application Numbers
P84GC5401038001P2

Contact Person and Telephone No.
Carol E. Atkins

916-341-5460

Contact Person and Telephone No.
Jim Akin

559-361-1871

Porterville, Ca93257

Project LocationThere are two separate areas involved in the proposed project, both loc
within the City of Porterville. Site A is where the new well will be drilled and distributics|
will be installed. Site B is where the two wells will be abandoned, and additional distrib
pipes will be installedSite A is owned by the City of Porterville. Site B is located w
existingroad andutility right of ways.The combined area ofgtential effect is approximatel
2 acres, and both sites are approximately 395 feet above mean sea Rrogct maps are
location in Appendix A of this report.

Existing Zoning Classification
Site A: PS (Public and Semaiblic)
Site B: R (Low Density Residenfjal

Existing General Plan Designation
Site A: Low Density Residential
Site B: Low Density Redsntial

Section 2. EXISTING SETTING
Regional Setting:

The project is located within the City of Porterville, which has a population of appaitedyn
55,174 people. Porterville, situatedoalg the foothills of the Sierra Nevada Mountian Range

at an elevation of 455 feet, is located on State Highway 65, 165 miles north of Los Angeles,
171 miles east of the Pacific Coast.

Project Location

Thereare two separate areas involved in the proposed project, both located within the City of
Porterville. Site A is where the new well will be drilled and distribution pipes will be installed.
Part of Site A is currently used as a corporation yard (storaggtyoquipment, detention
basin, etc). Site B is where the two wells will be abandoned, and additional distribution pipes
will be installed. The combined area of potential effect (APE) is approximately 2 acres, and
both sites are approximately 395 feet alm mean sea leveProject maps are location in
Appendix A of this report.

Surrounding Land Uses:

The area surrounding the project site is primarily urban and developed with residential and
commercial buildings. Adjacent to Site A, there are agriculttiedds and agricultural land
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uses, in addition to urban development. Site B is surrounded by residential homes, and a
vacant lot.

Section 3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Proposed Project

The proposed project includes the construction of a new well to sdmeeQity of Porterville,

the construction of new distribution pipelines, the abandonment of two existing wells, and
the consolidation of the Akin WateZompanyinto the City of Porterville Water System. The
new well, located on citpwned property, will bel6 inches in diameter, 710 feet deep, and
provide up to 2,000 gallons per minute (gpm) capacity. The proposed distribution pipelines
will connect into the existing City of Porterville water system in various locations within the
city limits of PortervilleThe new distribution pipelines will be constructed as follows:

1 Segment A: a 500 lineal foot;i®&h waterline in the rightf-way of an existing gravel
roadway;

1 Segment B: a 2,350 lineal foot,-ifth waterline in an existing paveuiblic roadway
and gavel driveway; and,

1 Segment C: a 900 lineal footir&h waterline in the righbf-way of an existingpublic
paved roadway. Two existing wells will also be abandoned in this area.

Construction Activities

Construction staging areas inclutlee City yardsite surrounding the well site and the road
right-of-way. The staging areas are where the construction equipment, materials, and trailer
office (if necessary) would be stored and where construction workers would park their
personal vehicles. Laydown areaeng the pipeline route would be used to store materials.
The laydown areas vary in size. The areas would be kept clean and restored to their original
condition after construction is complete.

Open cut trenching would be utilized for most of the pipeliakgnment and for pipe
installation at the water treatment facility. Pipe segments will be placed along the-oight
way adjacent to the trench alignment. Opent trenching will be performed using
construction equipment to excavate the trench alignmetemporarily placing excavated
material within the easement adjacent to the trench. The trench for the pipeline will be
approximately 4 feedeepand 3 feet wide. The maximum trench depth will be 5 feet. The
trench excavator (back hoe) will be used to pl#oe pipe segment into the trench. The joints
will be slip joint bell and spigggolyvinyl chloride(PVQ or ductile iron standard water pipe.
The excavated material will be used to backfill the trench tegngect conditions.

A trench excavator (trackebackhoe) is the standard equipment for pipeline excavation and
placing the pipe. A front loader or small backhoe with bucket is used to backfill the trench,
and small motorized compactors are used to compact the backfill.
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Project Objectives

The objecives of the project include providing potable water that meets the drinking water
standards, including the EPA nitrate MCL, providing needed fire protection flow for a
residential neighborhood, and eliminating a separate water system, which will save
operational, maintenance, upgrade, and administrative costs currently paid by residents.

The California Environmental Quality ABrocess

This document has been prepared to satisfy the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) (Public sRerces Code Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA
Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations [CCR] 15000 et seq.). CEQA requires that all state
and local government agencies consider the environmental consequences of projects over
which they have cretionary authority before they approve or implement those projects.

The Initial Study is a public document used by the decisiaking lead agency to determine
whether a project may have a significant effect on the environment. In the case of the
proposed project, the State Water Resources Control Board is the lead agency and will use the
Initial Study to determine whether the proposegroject has a significant effect on the
environment.

If the lead agency finds substantial evidence that any aspetiteoproposed project, either
alone or in combination with other projects, may have a significant effect on the environment,
that agency is required to prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), a supplement to a
previously prepared EIR, or a subsequEiR to analyze the proposed project at hand. If the
agency finds no substantial evidence that the proposed project or any of its aspects may cause
a significant impact on the environment, a negative declaration may be prepared. If, over the
course of theanalysis, the proposed project is found to have a significant impact on the
environment that, with specific mitigation measures, can be reduced to alesssignificant

level, a supplemental mitigated negative declaration may be prepared. In the catbes of
proposed project, all significant or potentially significant impacts on the environment would
be reduced to lesthan-significant levels with incorporation of specific mitigation measures.
Therefore, this document is a mitigated negative declaration.

Other Public Agencies Whose Approval may Bequired (Responsible or Trustee Agencies):

1 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servigeeview of Section 7 of the federal Endangered Species
Act

1 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPAecauseState Revolving Fun(SRF)
resources are used for the project, the project would be considered a federal action
thus requiring the need for the project to meet appropriate federal environmental
crosscutter regulations, as this SRF receives a capitalization grant from WA.S. EP

1 Office of Parks an®ecreation(The State Historic Preservation OfficerReviews the
project for compliance withSection106 of the National Htoric Preservation Act
(NHPA). Section 106 the primary source of federakgulation governing cultural
resources. Section 106 requires federal agencies to takedontount the effects of
their undertakings on historic properties and afford the State Hist®vieservation
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Officer, and, if appropriate, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservatieasanabd
opportunity to comment on such undertakings.

1 California Department of Fish and Wildlf®eviews/approves project for compliance
with applicable rules and regulation, specifically impacts to sensitive plant, animal, and
wetland/riparian habitat.CollectsCDFW filing fee for review of project environmental
document.

1 Regional Water Quality Control Boagr@&ection 401 Water Quality Certification; NPDES
General Brmit for Stormwater Discharg®r construction activities.

1 City of Portervilleg¢ Building permitfor the well and treatment improvements
Encroachment Permfbr work within County road right of way.
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Section 4. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, imyavi

tSLat 2y8 AYLIOG GKIG Ad | Gt2G8yGAlfta {AIYATFAOlY
pages.

[] Aesthetics [ ] Agriculture & Forest Resources  [_] Air Quality

[ ] BiologichResources [ ] Cultural Resources [ ] Geology/Soils

[] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ ] Hazards & Hazardous Materials ~ [_] Hydrology/Water
Quality

[ ] Land Use/Planning [ ] Mineral Resources [ ] Noise

[ ] Population/Housing [ ] Public Services [ ] Recreation

[_] Transportation/Traffic [] Utilities/Service Systems [ ] Mandatory Findings of
Significance

DETERMINATIORN the basis of this initial evaluation:

1. | find that the projectcould not have a significant effect on the environment, and [_]
NEGATIVE DECLARAT@INbe prepared.

2. | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environr [
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have
made by or agreed to by the project proporieA MITIGATEINEGATIVE DECLARATI®GIN
be prepared.

3. | find the proposed projectmay have a significant effecon the environment, and ar [_]
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT RER®Rfuired.

4. | find that the proposegrojectY I @ KIF @S | aLRGSydArtte a []
AAAYATFAOL yi dzyf Srthe enwikoomest,biit StfReash orid aiffedtiil f has be
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as descril
attached sheets. AENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT RER®RTuired, but it must analyze on
the effects that remain to be addressed.

5. | find that althoudn the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environm [ ]
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an ear
or Negative Declaration pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avaic
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or Negative Declaration, including revisior
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing furthe

required.

/ : ’
VN AON VAN 3\ulzoig
Lead Agency Signature Date /
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Section 5.  EVAUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1.

! ONAST SELXFYylFLGA2Y A& NBIJdANBR F2N Lttt |yasSNa ¢
supported by the information sources a tkagency cites in the parentheses following each question. A

b2 LYLIOGé IyasSNI Aa | RSldzZ §Ste& adzlJl2NILISR AF GKS N
simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outsidetafpture

T2ySod | ab2 LYLIOGE | yas SN &K 2 dzspecifio factos Bdfellas Y SR 6 K &
general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on & project

specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, includingiteffas well as osite,
cumulative as well as projetgvel, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational
impacts.

Once the lead agency has determindtht a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist

answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation,

2N £ Saa GKIY aAIYATAOFYyGd at 2GSy lshbstanfiabevidehcatfiak F A O y (i
Fy STFFSOUG YIFIe 6S aAIYAFAOLIYydd LT GKSNB INB 2yS 2N
determination is made, an EIR is required.

GbS3IFGABS 5SOfFNIFGAZ2YY [Saa ¢KIFy {phedywheFeAtdd y i 2 A (K
AYO2NILRNI GA2Y 2F YAGAAFGA2Y YSIadz2NBa KFa NBRdzZOSR |
G Saa ¢KIFIYy {AIYAFAOFYy(d LYLIOGéd ¢KS fSFR [F3aSyodeé Yeco
explain how they reduce the effect to lass than significant level (mitigation measures from earlier

analyses may be crossferenced, as discussed below).

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

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

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

c. aAGA3drdA2y aSladNBad C2N) STFFSOha GKIG FNB a4 Sas
LYO2N1LI2 NI SR RS&AONROGS (GKS YAGAILIGA2Y YSI ada2NBa
earlier document and the extent to which they address-specific condions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for

potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside

document should, wher appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is

substantiated.

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

Thisis only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies
aK2dzZ R y2N¥Iffe | RRNBaa (GKS ljdSaiArzya FNRBY GKAA& OKS
effects in whatever format is selected.

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

the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance

AWC Water Supply Project Pageb



Section 6. CHECKLISIF ENVIRONMERNL IMPACT ISSUES

Less than
Significant
1. AESTHETICSVvould the project: Potentially ‘With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
(@) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [] [] X []
(b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limite
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state sc| ] ] ] X
highway?
(c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of] [] [] X [
site and its surroundings?
(d) Create a new source of substantial light or glawhich would [] X [ [
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Environmental Setting

The project area is comprised of commercial and residential buildings, roadways, and other
infrastructure. At Site A, property to the west is agricultural and residential, to the north is a
agricultural, to the east is residential, and to the south is residential and agricultural. Site B is
surrounded by residential developmeand a vacant lo

Impact Analysis

a)and c) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANE project site is located in several locations within the city
limits of Porterville. The visual setting can be characterized as urban development, including
residential, commercial, and public lity development, as well as roadways and other
supporting infrastructure common to urban cities.

The waterlines proposed to be installed will be located underground, and will have no effect on
a scenic vista. The proposed treatment plant and equipmenbcated in an existing county
operated corpration yard, andwill have limited visibility from surrounding viewpoints, due to
existing vegetation, surrounding buildings, and topographye project would hava less than
significant impact on acenic \8taand the existing visual character of the area

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) NO IMPACTThe project site is located within the City of Portervied is not adjacent to a
state scenic highwayl.herefore, there would be no impact.

Miti gation MeasuresNot Applicable.

d) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORP@RANBDsource of lighting for

the proposed project will be located on the treatment plant itself. It will be utilized for security
purposes and to assist city staffiring necessary maintenance. There are existing light sources
in the project vicinity including residential and commercial lighting. The new light source will be
minimal and will not adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. However, to ensure
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that the new light sources do not create a significant imp&i¥)-AESL shall be implemented,
which will require thatall new lighting be shielded and directed downward to minimize
spillover onto adjacent properties.

Mitigation Measures:

MM-AESL: Exerior lighting shall be designed and maintained in a manner such that glare and
reflections are contained within the boundaries of the parcel, and shall be hooded and directed
downward and away from adjoining properties and public righftsvay. The use oblinking,
flashing or unusually high intensity or bright lights shall not be allowddighting fixtures shall

be appropriate to the use they are serving, in scale, intensity and height.
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2. AGRICULTURE & FOREEHSOURCESIn determining
whether impacts to agricultural resources are significg
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the Califo
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1
prepared by the California Department of Conservation as
optional model to us in assessing impacts on agriculture g
farmland.) In determining whether impacts to forest resource
including timberland, are significant environmental effects, le
agencies may refer to information compiled by the Califor
Department of Forestt YR CANB t NRBGSO(A 2

inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assess Less than

Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and f ' Significant
carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Proto{ Potentally With Less Than

X L. X Significant Mitigation Significant No
adopted by the Californiair Resources Boajd/ould the project Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

(@ Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
Statewide Importance (Farand), as shown on the maps prepar u u u X
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
California Resources Agency, to ragricultural use?

(b)  Conflict with existinganing for agricultural use, or a Williamson A
contract? o o o X

(c)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest lang
defined in Public Resources Code section 12320iignberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timbel [ ] ] ] X
zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government C
section 51104(g))?

(d)  Result in the lossfdorest land or conversion of forest land to no
forest use?

(e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
their location or nature, could result in conversiofiFarmland, to| [ ] ] ] X
non-agricultural use?

Environmental Setting

Theproject site is locatedwithin the San Joaquin Valleyf California Thisvalley is dominated

by rich, highly prodective farmland.! I NA Odzf G dzNBE A& GKS Y234 AYLEZ2NII
economy, and agriculture and related industries make Tulare County one of the most
productive agricultural counties in the United States, according to Tulare County Farm Bureau
statistics. Agricultural lands drop, commodity production and grazing) also provide the

[ 2dzy 1@ Qa Y2al OAAAOGES &2dz2NOS 2F 2LISy &Lk OS f1ly
and continued growth and production of agriculture industries is esaértt all County

residents

In 2014, Tulare Countyead the nation in crop production, with over $8.1 billion in total crop
value. Tilare @unty was also the top producer in the dairy industry in 2014, at $2.5 billion in
milk production. Milk representswer 31% of theotal crop and livestock value for 2014. Other
top commaodities in 2014 included fruit, nuts, livestock, and poultry.

The eastern portion of Tulare County is where timberlands are located, primarily in the Sequoia
National Forest. Thesemberlandsare available for harvesting for fuel wood, and for timber
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production. Since most of the timberlands are located in Sequoia National Forest, the U.S.
Forest Service has principal jurisdiction, which encompasses over 3 million acres. The U.S.
Fores Service leases these federal lands for timber harvests

California Land Conservation AciThe California Land Conservation Act of 1965 (Williamson
Act) enables local governments to enter into contracts with private landowners for preserving
agriculturd land or related open space uses. Land under agricultural production can have its
annual assessed valuation for property tax calculation reduced if the owner agrees to place the
land under a Williamson Act contract for 10 years, renewable annually. goeatnments
receive an annual subvention of forgone property tax revenues from the State via the Open
Space Subvention Act of 1971, but these payments were suspended in 2009 as part of the State
budget cuts.

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring ProgramThe FMMP was established by the State of

California in 1982 in response to a critical need for assessing the location, quality, and quantity

of agricultural lands and conversion of these lands over time. FMMP is aegoiatory

program overseen by the Depanent of Conservation and provides a consistent and impartial

analysis of agricultural land use and land use changes throughout California. The FMMP
provides land use conversion information for decision makers to use in their planning for

present and futuredzda Sa 2F [/ Ff AFT2NY AL Q& | INRK OdzandudeNI € |y
LINBLI NI A2y 2F GLYLERNIOFYG CFENYElFYR al LJAéd

The California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
(FMMP, 204) indicates that agricultural lands in TrdaCounty included60,156 acres of
important farmland (designated as FMMP Prime, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique
Farmland, or Farmlandf Local Importance) and 439,9%€res of grazing land, for a total of
1,300;110acres of agricultural land.

Impact Analysis

a) NO IMPACTThe project site is located within an urban cigite A,where the new well and

treatment equipment is proposed @esignated- & a x| OF y i 2 Ay hé 2010 daNadeS R [ |
County Important Farmland magll other improvenents will be located within existing roadways,

and is not located on ankand designated as prime, unique, or of statewide importandeere

would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) NO IMPACTSIite A is designated as PS (Public amdi-Bublic) and Site B is zoned-R8.ow
Density Residential). There is not a Williamson Act contract on the property at either site. The
project will not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract.

There would be nampact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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c) NO IMPACTSite A is designated as PS (Public and-Bailic) and Site B is zoned-R8.ow
Density Residential). The project would not conflict or cause rezoning of forest land or
timberland zoned Timb#and Production. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

d) NO IMPACTThe project site is located within an urban city, and does not contain any
designatedforest land or timber landThe project is not located on U.S Forestvi&e land.
There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

e) NO IMPACTThe proposed project includes the replacement of existing water lines, the
installation of new waterlines, and the construction of a new well. Any changes in the
environment resulting from the project will not result in the conversion of farm land to-non

agricultural use.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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3. AIR QUALITY. (Where available, the significance critef Less than
established by the applicable air quality n@gement or air Significant

pollution control district may be relied upon to make the followi| £oental With Less Than
X ; K ) ignificant Mitigation Significant No
determinations.) Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
(@  Qonflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable &g [] [] u =
quality plan?
(b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to [] [] X u
existing or projected air qualityalation?
(c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any cri
pollutant for which the project region is neattainment under an
applicable federal or state ambieniraquality standard (including [] ] = ]
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for 0z
precursors)?

(d)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentration

(e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number
people?

RN
RN
[ [X
X O

Environmental Setting

The western portion of Tulare County, including the Porterville ardaas an inland
Mediterranean climate that is characterized by warm, dry summers and cooler winters.
Smmer high temperaturesrequently exceed 100 degrees Fahrenheit (°F), averaging in the
mid-90s. During the summer, the daily temperature can vary as much &&.30/inters are
characterized bymild and humidweather. Winter highs average in the upper 50s to the low
60s, and drop to the low 40s.The average annual precipitation in the Porterville area
approximately 11 inchesvhich occurs primarily betweedovember and April.

The ambient concentrations of air pollutant emissions are determined by the amount of

SYraairzya NBfSFaSR o0& LRffdzilyd &a2dz2NOdm | yR

and dilute such emissions. Natural factors that affect pollutant transport include terrain, wind,
atmospheric stability, and sunlight. Therefore, existing air quality conditions ipribject area

are determined by such natural factors as topograpimgteorology, and climate, in addition to
the types and quantities of emissions released by existing air pollutant sources.

Ozone: (03), a reactive gas consisting of three atoms of oxygen. In the troposphere, it is a
product of the photochemical processvolving the sun's energy. It is a secondary pollutant
that is formed when nitrogen oxides (NOx) and volatile organic compounds (VOC) react in the
presence of sunlight. Ozone at the earth's surface causes numerous adverse health effects and
is a criteriapollutant. It is a major component of smog. In the stratosphere, ozone exists
naturally and shields Earth from harmful incoming ultraviolet radiation.

High concentrations of ground level ozone can adversely affect the human respiratory system
and aggravee cardiovascular disease and many respiratory ailments. Ozone also damages
natural ecosystems such as forests and foothill communities, agricultural crops, and some man
made materials, such as rubber, paint, and plastics.
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Reactive Organic Gas: (ROG) iisaxtive chemical gas, composed of hydrocarbon compounds
that may contribute to the formation of smog by their involvement in atmospheric chemical
reactions. No separate health standards exist for ROG as a group. Because some compounds
that make up ROG aralso toxic, like the carcinogen benzene, they are often evaluated as part

of a toxic risk assessment.

Total Organic Gases: (TOG) includes all of the ROGs, in addition to low reactivity organic
compounds like methane and acetone. ROGs and volatile argampounds (VOC) are subsets
of TOG.

Volatile Organic Compounds: (VOC) are hydrocarbon compounds that exist in the ambient air.
VOCs contribute to the formation of smog and/or may themselves be toxic. VOC emissions are
a major precursor to the formatioof ozone. VOCs often have an odor, and some examples
include gasoline, alcohol, and the solvents used in paints.

Oxides of Nitrogen: (NOXx) is a family of gaseous nitrogen compounds and is a precursor to the
formation of ozone and particulate matter. Theajor component of NOx, nitrogen dioxide
(NO2), is a reddishrown gas that is toxic at high concentrations. NOx results primarily from
the combustion of fossil fuels under high temperature and press@e.roadand offroad

motor vehicles and fuel combusti are the major sources of this air pollutant.

Particulate Matter: (PM), also known as particle pollution, is a complex mixture of extremely
small particles and liquid droplets. Particle pollution is made up of a number of components,
including acids (sth as nitrates and sulfates), organic chemicals, metals, and soil or dust
particles. The size of particles is directly linked to their potential for causing health problems.
EPA is concerned about particles that are 10 micrometers in diameter or smatkudeethose

are the particles that generally pass through the throat and nose and enter the lungs. Once
inhaled, these particles can affect the heart and lungs and cause serious health effects. EPA
groups particle pollution into three categories based dmeit size and where they are
deposited:

1 "Inhalable coarse particles (PM21D)," such as those found near roadways and dusty
industries, are between 2.5 and 10 micrometers in diameter. PMB.%s deposited in
the thoracic region of the lungs.

1 "Fine paricles (PM2.5)," such as those found in smoke and haze, are 2.5 micrometers in
diameter and smaller. These particles can be directly emitted from sources such as
forest fires, or they can form when gases emitted from powéants, industries and
automobilesreact in the air. They penetrate deeply into thkoracic and alveolar
regions of the lungs.

T a! ftaGNIFFAYS LINHAOESaE ol CtozZé | NBE OSNE AaYlf
diameter largely resulting from the combustion of fossils fuels, meat, woabicdiner
hydrocarbons. While UFP mass is a small portion of PM2.5, its high sar&edeep
lung penetration, and transfer into the bloodstream can resultdisproportionate
health impacts relative to their mass.PM10, PM2.5, and UFP include primanyapts!
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(emitted directly to the atmosphere) awell as secondary pollutants (formed in the
atmosphere by chemical reactions amoprecursors). Generally speaking, PM2.5 and
UFP are emitted by combustion sources likehicles, power generation, industrial
processes, and wood burning, while PM10 sourtedude these same sources plus
roads and farming activities. Fugitive windblown dastd other area sources also
represent a source of airborne dust in the Vallé&cute and chronic health effects
associatedwith high particulate levels include thaggravation of chronic respiratory
diseases, heart and lung disease, coughing, bronclatig, respiratory illnesses in
children.

Carbon Monoxide: (CO) is an odorless, colorless gas that is highly toxic. It esl foyrthe
incomplete combustion of fuels and is emitted directly into the air (unlike ozone).nTdie

source of CO in the San Joaquin Valley isoaid motor vehicles. Other C€urces in the Valley
include other mobile sources, miscellaneous processed, fael combustion from stationary
sourcesBecause of the local nature of CO problems, ARB and EPA designate urban areas as CO
nonattainment areas instead of the entire basin as with ozone and PM10. Motor vehreles

by far the largest source of CO enmsgs. Emissions from motor vehicles have beeclining

since 1985, despite increases in vehicle miles traveled (VMT), witinttaguction of new
automotive emission controls and fleet turnover.

Sulfur Dioxide: (SO2) is a colorless, irritating gas avitfotten egg"” smell formegrimarily by
the combustion of sulfucontaining fossil fuels. The SIVAB is in attainmebbtif the Federal
and California standards for SO2. However, like airborne NOspended SOx particles
contribute to the poor visibilig that sometimes occurs in theéalley. These SOx patrticles can
also combine with other pollutants to form PM2.5. Tiwevalence of lowsulfur fuel use in the
Valley has minimized problems from this pollutant.

Lead: (Pb) is a metal that is a natural canstint of air, water, and the biosphere. Lead is
neither created nor destroyed in the environment, so it essentially persists forevehddith
effects of lead poisoning include loss of appetite, weakness, apathynawdrriage; it can also
cause lesios of the neuromuscular system, circulatory systémajn, and gastrointestinal tract.

Gasolinepowered automobile engines were a major source of airborne lead throughgbeof
leaded fuels. The use of leaded fuel has been mostly phased out, with thi ttegt ambient
concentrations of lead have dropped dramatically. Lead concentrati@ns last systematically
measured in the SJVAB in 1989, when the ave@m®entrations were approximately five
percent of the State lead standard. Lead levelmain wel below applicable standards, and the
SJVAB is designated in attainmentlfad.

Sulfates: (SO4pare the fully oxidized ionic form of sulfur. Sulfates occur in combinatgm
metal and/or hydrogen ions. In California, emissions of sulfur compouodsr primarily from
the combustion of petroleunderived fuels (e.g., gasoline and diesel fukgt contain sulfur.
This sulfur is oxidized to sulfur dioxide £p@uring the combustiomprocess and subsequently
converted to sulfate compounds in the atmosgk. Theconversion of SO2 to sulfates takes
place comparatively rapidly and completely in urbareas of California due to regional
meteorological features.
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The proposed project would be located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin. The local
agency \ith regulatory authority is theSan Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
(SIVAPQDwhich has jurisdiction ifiulareCounty. This district is responsible for preparing and
implementing plans for the attainment of ambient air quality standardsswdnd regulations,
adopting and enforcing rules and regulations concerning sources of air pollution, and issuing
permits for stationary sources of air pollution. Taldlebelow shows the thresholds for air
pollution that the SIVAPCD requires as part oirtB&QA review.

Table 1.SJVAPCD Criteria Pollutant Thresholds of Significance

Pollutant Construction Emissions (tons/year) Operational Emissions (tons/year)

CO 100 100
NOXx 10 10
ROG 10 10
SOx 27 27
PM10 15 15
PM2.5 15 15
NOTE: There are no thredts of significance for VOC emissions.

SOURCE: http://www.valleyair.org/transportation/ceqa_idx.htm

Impact Analysis

a) NO IMPACTAIr quality plans describe air pollution control strategies to be implemented by a
city, county, or region. The primarygose of an air quality plan is to maintain attainment of
California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) or National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS), or to bring an area that does not attain a CAAQS or an NAAQS into compliance with
the requiremens of the Clean Air Act and California Clean Air Act.

The SIJVAPCD is responsible for formulating and implementing air quality plans to address State
and federal planning requirements. The air quality attainment plans and reports present
comprehensive stit@gies to reduce emissions of ROG,xN&nhd PM, from stationary, area,
mobile, and indirect sources. Such strategies include the adoption of rules and regulations;
enhancement of CEQA participation; adoption of local air quality plans; and implementétion
control measures for stationary, mobile, and indirect sources.

The project involves temporary earthmoving and minor excavation to construct the new well

and water distribution lines. The air quality impacts of the project would be primarily
constructbn-related emissions that are temporary and short term in nature (see respofise 3.

below). Because construction and operation of the project would not substantially increase air
pollutant emissions within the San Joaquin Valley air basinptbgctwould not interfere with

GKS {wx!t/5Qa LXIFya G2 | OKAS@S 2NJ YI ATifeier Ay | (4
is no evidence that this project will conflict with or obstruct the implementation of any
applicable components of the State ImplementatiBlan to meet Federal and State air quality

standards or conflict with Air District or City air quality plaftsere would be no impact

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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b) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANDO2 NRAY 3 (2 GKS {W+x!t/5Q%
construction of a project could result in adverse air quality effects if temporary, $eort
constructiontrelated or operational emissions of criteria air pollutants or precursors would

exceed the thresholds of significance established by the SIVIGBE€Bbove In the case of the

project, no longterm operational emissions would occur, and this analysis relates only to
O2yaidNHzOUA2Y FTOUADGAGASE 6KAOK g2dzZ R NBadzZ i Ay
temporary in duration.

JdzA RI

Such emissions, pscially fugitive dust emissions, have the potential to represent an impact
with respect to air quality. Fugitive dust emissions are primarily associated with site
preparation during construction and vary as a function of such parameters as soil silb;onte
soil moisture, wind speed, acreage of disturbance area, and miles traveled by construction
vehicles onand offsite. Reactive Organic Gases and Bi€@ ozone precursor emissions and
are primarily associated with mobile equipment exhaust. Constructibthe project would

result in the temporary generation of ROG, N®M,,, and PM s emissions. Offite vehicle

trips related to construction would be associated with material delivery, equipment delivery,
and worker commute trips.

Table2 presents thepredicted construction emissions for thpoject whichwere estimated by
utilizing CalEEMod/ersion 2012.2) software, whichis shown irAppendixB.

Table 2. Project Construction and Operational Emissions

Federal Status State Status Construction | Operation
Pollutant | e Emissions Emissions
Rate Rate (Tons/Year) | (Tons/Year)
Nonattainment Nonattainment No model No model
Ozone (@
Extreme N/A output output
Attainment Attainment
Carbon Monoxide (CO . - 0.392 0.018
(CO) Unclassified Unclassified
Attainment Attainment
Oxides of Nitrogen . 0.593 0.052
gen (N® Unclassified N/A
ROG No Designation No Designation 0.064 0.018
. . . . N del N del
VOC No Designation No Designation o mode © mode
output output
. . . N del N del
Lead (Pb) No Designation Attainment 0 mode 0 mode
output output
PM, s Nonattainment Nonattainment 0.052 6.780 &%
PM g Attainment Nonattainment 0.074 0.019
Sulfur Dioxide (S No Designation Attainment 5.1006% 3.100e**
SOURCE: Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts, SJVAPCD, 2015

As shown by comparingablesl and 2, there would be no exceedance of air quality emission
thresholds for ROG, NGQCQ PM;p and PMsin the San Joaquin Valley air basin. pineject
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would not contribute substantially to or violate an established aialgy standard.This impact
is less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

c) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANfhough the project would result in the emission of ozone

precursor compounds, the emissions would be from mobile sources (i.e., raofish

equipment and vehicles). Due to the expected construction duration and the expected small

number of internal combustion engines, project construction woutd exceed the thresholds

set by the SIVAPCD. Further, among the policies and proceduresezhfoy the City of

Porterville to mitigate air quality impacts is assurance of conformance during development
NEOASSG oAGK OGKS {wWx!t/5Qa LYRANBOG {2dz2NOS wSgA
does not apply to annexations or water system improvemprojects. The project will only

involve temporary increases in air pollution from construction equipment. This impact is less

than significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

d) LESS THAN SIGNIFICABAd uses such as schools, hospitals, @m/alescent homes are
considered to be relatively sensitive to poor air quality because infants, the elderly, and people
with health afflictions, especially respiratory ailments, are more susceptible to respiratory
infections and other air quality relatedealth problems than the general public. Residential
areas are also considered to be sensitive to air pollution because residents (including children
and the elderly) tend to be at home for extended periods of time, resulting in sustained
exposure to anyollutants present. While there are sensitive receptors located in the vicinity
of the proposed ground disturbance, project construction would only result in a temporary
increase in pollutants. Impacts to sensitive receptors would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

e) NO IMPACTRroject development would result in the construction of a new well, water lines,
treatment equipment, and the abandonment of two existing wells. The generation of
noticeable offensive odors is not assated with the proposed actions. There would be no

impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significant

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCQCES&!Id the project: Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

(@) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through hak
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitiv,
special status species in local or regional plans, policies§ [ ] X ] ]
regulations, or by theCalifornia Department of Fish and Game
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

(b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or o
sensitive natural community identifiein local or regional plang [] < [] []
policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

(c) Have a substantial adverse effect on fedrarotected wetlands ag
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but [] < [] []
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct remo
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

(d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident|
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resid u u u X
or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildl
nursery sies?

(e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biolog
- - - - [] [] [] X
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

0] Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservat
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other apprd [ ] ] ] X
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Environmental Setting

/I [ 2yadzZd O2YLIX SGSR | o0A2ft23A0Ff G§SOKYyAO! f
wSaz2dzaNOSa wSLER2NIG F2NJ 0KS ' 1Ay 21F0SN/2YLIlvye
in AppendixC of this document. The objective ofthe biological technical study wat®
determine if the proposed project has the potential to impact the following resource areas:

Aquatic/riparian habitat and wetlands
Sensitive animal species

Migratory and nesting birds
Sensitive plant species

Oak woodland resources

= =4 4 -4 9

A site visit was completed on November 17, 2015. Due to the nature of the project site,
sampling transects for special status species were run along the center of the APE for proposed
water lines, and in 150bt intervals at the proposed well and tank site. A total of 8 hours were
spent on site surveys and species/habitat identification. Site photos can be found in Appendix A
of the Biological RepofAppendixCof this report)
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Prior to conducting a fieldurvey, C2 Consult staff reviewed the following resources:

Aerial photographs of the survey area,;

Engineering drawings;

PortervilleUS Geological ServifdSGH7.5-minute topographic quadrangle;

Soil Survey information, Natural Resource Conservatiovicger

USHsh and Wildlife Service (W88 IPaC Planning Tool/Species List ;

A California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Rare and Endangered Plant Invéuotarg
County; and

1 A California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) list of state and federatlysjiscial
status species with potential to occur within th&lSGSPorterville 7.5minute
guadrangle and the surrounding eight quadrangles (Woodville, Success Dam, Sausalito
School, Ducor, Fountain Springs, Frazier Valley, Lindsay, and Carines Califar)ig
Department of Fish and Wildlife QEW 2015).

= =4 4 -4 A8 -9

The CNDDB, IPaC USFWS, and CNPS list of state and federally listestajoscsecies with
potential to occur within the Porterville 7-Bhinute quadrangle and the surrounding eight
guadrangles inially returned 49 species with occurrence reports in those quadrangle map
areas or in Tulare County, or may be present. After reviewing the list and eliminating species
that have no habitat in the APE, and all plants and animals with status listingsquoter for
evaluation under CEQA artle National Environmental Policy AGIEPA, 12 species were
evaluated for presence or absence during the site visit. Specific reasons for not evaluating a
species are listed in Appendof the Biological Technicakport. Because the project site is
primarily paved or gravel roadways and an area actively used by the City of Porterville as a
corporation yard, habitat was not classified under the Holland 1986 system. The entire area
within the APE can be categorizedrasgeral and disturbed areas. One exception is the Porter
Slough, which passes under an existing driveway bridge structure. No critical habitat was
identified within the APE.

C2 completed a review of the potential sensitive animal species that have baad in Tulare
County, theUSGSorterville Quadrangle, and surrounding quadrangles. Twénie animal
species had occurrence records in those areas. Of the 23 species, 15 are found exclusively in
habitat not found on the project site, or do not haveistihg status required to be evaluated
under the FESA, CESA, CEQA, and NEPA. Thaépitba summary of the CNDBBJ USFWS

IPaC Database sensitive animals with potential habitat on the project site.

Table 3. Sensitive Animal Species with Potentialditat on the Project Site

Scientific

Name I:Setg?urzl Other Rank Habitat Potential for Pr(_)ject to Effect
Common |———— Species

Name State Status
Desmocerus Occurs only in the Cénal Valley| Elderberry shrubs are potentia
californicus of California, in association wit| habitat. Tulae County is ng
dimorphus | Threatened N blue elderberry $ambucug longer considered within the
valley None one mexicand. Prefers to lay eggs i range of the species; thereforg
elderberry elderberries 28 inches in| the project will not have ar
longhorn diameter; some  preferencq effect on the species.
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Scientific

Federal . .
Name Status Other Rank Habitat Potential for Prqject to Effect
Common W Species
Name ate Status
beetle shown for "stressed'
elderberries. Riparian scrub.
No CNDDB occurrence recor,
. Prefers freshwater marsh and loj for this species within the
Thamnophis . . I
igas Threatened gradient streams. Has agted to | project area. Presence withi
giant arter IUCNVU | drainage canals & irrigatio| project area not likely (only
gnakeg Threatened ditches. Marsh & swamp, riparial suitable habitat is Porte
scrub, wetland. Slough). Project not likel to
affect species.
Breeds in grasslands wit
scattered trees, junipesage . .
flats, riparian areas, savannahs, Sufnable' habitat absent fron
. .| project site. However, therare
agricultural or ranch lands wit . o
. .| potential forage opportunitieg
Buteo groves or lines of trees. Requirs . )

: : None BLMS X . . | on the site. The project coul
swainsoni adjacent suitable foraging areg . . .
Swainson's IUCNLC such as grasslands, or alfalfa temporarily  interfere ~ with

Threatened | USFWSRCC hasg " forage opportunities.
hawk grain fields supporting roden }
. .| Therefore, the project may, bu
populations. Great Basil| . . :
L .~ 1is not likely to affect this
grassland, riparian forest, riparia species
woodland, valley & foothil P '
grassland.
Chaparral, vaII_ey & = foothi Suitable habitat absent fron|
grassland. Require vast expang . : :
project site. However, there i
of open savannah, grasslang . o
. .| potential forage opportunities
Gymnogyps CDFS and foothill chaparral in on the site. The proiect coul
californianus | Endangered|  cprwep | mountain ranges of moderats te. The proj :

o . temporarily  interfere  with

California Endangered IUCNCR | altitude. Deep canyon .
NABGRWL L . forage opportunities.
condor containing clefts in the rock !
) . .. 1 Therefore, the project may, bu
walls provide nesting @b.| . ; .
- is not likely to affect this
Forages up to 100 miles frof .
species.
roost/nest.
No suitable habitat or foog
sources exists within  thg
Chenopod scrub and valley | project site. However, due t(
Vulpes foothill grassland. Annug documentation of historica
macrotis Endangered grasslands or grassy open stag occurrences, it is possible thg
mutica None with scattered shrubby an individual kit fox may pag
San Joaquin | Threatened vegetation. Need looseextured | through the site. Project ma
kit fox sandy sds for burrowing, and affect, but is not likely to
suitable prey base. adversely affect the specie
Mitigation measures have bee
recommended.
Deserts, grasslands, shrublang . : .
Project has potential to impag
BLMS woodlands & forests. Mos . . .
: . roosting habitat. Project may
Antrozous None CDFWSSC | common in open, dryhabitats . :

. . .~ | affect, but is not likely tg
pallidus IUCNLC | with rocky areas for roosting adverselv affect the spedie
pallid bat None USFS Roosts must protect bats fror| .. . y P

WBWGH . ... | Mitigation measures have bee|
high temperatures. Very sensitiy
. . : recommended.
to disturbance of roosting sites.
Corynorhinus None BLMS Broadleaved upland fores{ Project has potential to impag
townsendii CDFWSSC | chaparral, chenopod scrub, Gre| roosting habitat. Project may
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Scientific
Name Fsetgteurgl Other Rank Habitat Potential for Prqject to Effect
Common |——m Species
Name State Status
Townsend's | Candidate IUCNLC | Basin grassland, Great Bag affect, but is not likely to
big-eared Threatened USFS | scrub, Joshua tree woodland adversely affect the specie
bat WBWGH | |ower montane coniferous fores{ Mitigation measures have bee
meadow & seep, Mojaveal recommended.
desert scrub, riparian forest
riparian ~ woodland, Sonora
desert scrub, Sonoran thor
woodland, upper montang
coniferous forest, valley & foothi
grassland. Throughout Califéan
in a wide variety of habitatg
Most common in mesic siteg
Roosts in the open, hanging fro
walls & ceilings. Roosting sits
limiting. Extremely sensitive t
human disturbance.
Many open, semarid to arid . . .
Eumops habitats, including conifer § ;rgjs?iztghizgi?;?m; IO}ZC',[an?
perotis None BLMS deciduous woodlands, cotd affect. but is .not likely 0
californicus CDFWSSC | scrub, valley & foothill grasslan adver’sel affect the specie
western None WBWGH | chaparral etc. Roosts in crevic( ,,.. .. y h pb
mastiff bat in cliff faces, high buildings, treg Mitigation measures have bee
& tunnels. recommended.

CDFW: California Department of Fish and Wildlife
USFWS: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

BLM: Bureau of Land Management
USFS: U.S. Forest Service
WBWG: Western Bat Working Group

IUCN: International Union for Conservation aitide and

Natural Resources

NABCI: North American Bird Conservation Initiative

SSC: Species of Special Concern

FP: Fully Protected

BCC: Bird of Conservation Concern

S: Sensitive

H: High

CR: Critically Endangered
NT: Near Threatened

VU: Vulnerable

LC: Led<LConcern

RWL: Red Watch List

A review of the potential sensitive plant species that have been found in Tulare County and the
Porterville Quadrangle and surrounding quadrangles identified 25 species. Of the 25 species, 21
are found exclusively in habitatot found on the project site, or do not have a listing status
required to be evaluated undethe FESA, CESA, CEQA, and NEPA. Reasons why a specific

species was not further evaluated in the project are identified in Appefdithe Biological

Resources &port. The following is a summary of the CNDDB, CNPS, and USFWS |PaC Database

sensitive plants with potential habitat on the project site.

Table4. SensitivePlant Species with Potential Habitat on the Project Site

Scientific CNPS Potential for
Federal )
Name Status Global/State Rank Habitat Project to-
Common ~Stale S@ius Rank Other Effect Species
Name ate otatus Rank
Atriplex Chenopod scrub, valley ( Project does
None 182 .
coronata var. GAT2S2 foothill grassland, vernal poo| not have the
vallicola N wetland. In powdery, alkaling potential to
. one BLMS - | .
Lost Hills soils that are vernally moig impact this
AWC Water Supply Project Page2l



Scientific CNPS Potential for
Federal .
Name Status Global/State Rank Habitat Project to.
Common ~State S@ius Rank Other Effect Species
Name ate Status Rank
crownscale with Frankenia Atriplex spp | species base(
andDistichlis 50635 m. on survey
results.
Alkali playa, chenopod scrulj Project  does
meadow & seep, valley 4 not have the
Atriplex None 1B.2 foothill grassland., vernql poo potentlal tg
wetland. Usually in alkali scalq impact this
depressa G2S2 . ; :
. None 3 or alkali clay in meadows ¢ species basec
brittlescale .
annual grassland; rarely ass| on survey
w/riparian, marshes, or verng results.
pools. 2320 m.
Project  does
Atriplex not have the
erSistens None 1B.2 Vernal pool and wetland| potential to
P G2S2 Alkaline vernal pools. 1015 | impact this
vernal pool None .
- m. species base(
smallscale
on survey
reaults.
Project does
Ervnaium Vernal pools, valley and foothi not have the
ryng None grassland. Wetland. Some sit{ potential to
spinosepalum . o - .
: G2S2 1B.2 on clay soil of granitic origir] impact this
spiny-sepaled None S .
button-celery vernal pools, within grasslang species basec
80-255 m. on survey
results.
BLM: Bureau of Land Management S: Sensitive

Impact Analysis

a) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPIDRATEisit and background
research included an evaluation of all plant and animal gsewith potential habitat on the
site.

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle

One elderberry shrub was located immediately adjacent to the existing concrete bridge and

Porter Slough at Site A, on the eastern border of the APE. Two other elderberry shmebs we

identified west of the bridge at Site A, outside of the project APE. These elderberry shrubs are
potential habitat to the valley elderberry longhorn beetl@gsmocerus californicus dimorphus).

On September 17th, 2014, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Sepubbshed its determination to

withdrawal the Proposed Rule to remove the Valley elderberry longhorn beetle (VELB) from the

Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife. With this decision the VELB remains
protected under the Federal Endangered Spedict as a threatened species. However, in the

alYS Lzt AOFrGA2YyS GKS ' {C2{ AAIYATFTAOIy(dfte NBI
presumed historic range, excluding Kings, Kern and Tulare Counties. As such, Tulare County is
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no longer considered withinhe range of the species, including the City of Porterville.
Therefore, the project will have no effect on the valley elderberry longhorn beetle.

Giant Garter Snake

The giant garter snake requires habitat that offers permanent or summer water with vegetat
cover, dense populations of food organisms, and higher elevation uplands not subject to
flooding. During its active period (March 1 through October 31), the giant garter snake emerges
in March or April and mates. It remains close to its denning habitéil May or June, then
moves throughout the available aquatic habitat. It inhabits natural and artificial wetlands. It
lives in rice fields, irrigation supply and drainage canals, freshwater marshes, sloughs, ponds,
and other aquatic habitats.

HabitatNB Ij dZA NBYSy ia Ay Of dzZRSY MO adzFFAOASY(d 41 GSNI R
through mid;fall) to maintain an adequate prey base; 2) emergent vegetation, such as cattails
(Typhaspp.) and bulrushesSgirpusspp.), for escape cover and foragihgbitat; 3) upland

habitat with grassy banks and openings to waterside vegetation for basking; and 4) higher

St SOFGA2Yy dzLIX YR FNBFa F2N) O20SN) FyR NBFdAS 7
season. Giant garter snakes are absent from the largersj wetlands with sand, gravel, or

rock substrates; and riparian areas lacking suitable basking sites or suitable prey populations.

Giant garter snakes feed primarily on fish and amphibians and take advantage of pools that

trap and concentrate prey. Pyespecies include bullfrogfRéna catesteiana Pacific chorus

frogs Pseudacris regiljacarp Cyprinus carpip mosquito fish Gambusia affinls and blackfish

(Othodox microlepidotys

The only potential habitat within APE for this species would beeP Slough, which passes
under the existing driveway bridge which will support a proposed distribution water line.
However, Porter Slough does not contain the specific vegetation or prey required for the giant
garter snake. There is no emergent vegetatidhe slough does not exhibit the required
hydrology, prey species were not present, and the upland habitat was not appropriate (slough
is bordered by highly disturbed, neregetated areas). Further, there are no CNDDB occurrence
records for this speciesvithin the 7.5 minute USGS Porterville quadrangle map, and the
surrounding eight quad maps. Therefore, the presence of this species is unlikely, and the
project is not likely to affect this species.

Swainson's hawk

This species is an uncommon breedimgident and migrant in the Central Valley, Klamath

. FaAyT b2NIKSFadSNYy tfldSldz [laasSy [/ 2dzyaes Iy
stands with few trees in junipesage flats, riparian areas, and in oak savannah in the Central
Valley.The Swainsds hawk is not an obligate riparian species; its relationship with riparian

habitats is variable and largely dependent on the availability and distribution of suitable nesting

trees in proximity to highguality foraging habitats. In the Central Valley, tngges are strongly

associated with riparian forest vegetatiofhhey forage in adjacent grasslands or suitable grain

or alfalfa fields, or livestock pastures. According to the CNDDB, the nearest reported nesting

site was found in 2008, approximately 1Inafles northwest of the project site.
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While suitable breeding habitat is absent from the project site due to lack of tree species, this
species may occasionally forage over areas of the site. Because the project consists of water
lines that will be undengpund, and a well and treatment plant in an existing disturbed
corporation yard which is not considered prime foraging habitat for this species, the proposed
project will have a less than significant impact on this species. Therefore, the project may, but
is not likely to affect this species.

California Condor

This permanent resident can be found in sard, rugged mountain ranges surrounding the
southern San Joaquin Valley, including the Coast Ranges from Santa Clara County south to Los
Angeles Countythe Transverse Ranges, Tehachapi Mountains, and the southern Sierra Nevada.
California condors require large areas of remote country for foraging, roosting, and nesting.
Condors roost on large trees or snags, or on isolated rocky outcrops and cliffs.axkegsicated

in shallow caves and rock crevices on cliffs where there is minimal disturbance. Foraging habitat
includes open grasslands and oak savanna foothills that support populations of large mammals
such as deer and cattle. Condors are known to 5§ tiles a day in search of food.

There is no suitable roosting or nesting habitat within the project site, due to the absence of
large trees, snags, rock outcrops, caves, and cliffs. This species may occasionally forage over
areas of the site. Becaushe project consists of water lines that will be underground, and a

well and treatment plant in an existing disturbed corporation yard which is not considered
prime foraging habitat for this species, the proposed project will have a less than significant
impact on this species. Therefore, the project may but is not likely to adversely affect this
species.

San Joaquin Kit Fox

The San Joaquin kit fo¥lpes macrotis mutigas the smallest fox in North America, with an
average body length of 20 inches andight of about 5 pounds. It is a member of the Canidae
family, which includes dogs, wolves and foxes. San Joaquin kit foxes are lightly built, with long
legs and large ears. Their coat ranges from tan to buffy gray in the summer to silvery gray in the
winter. Their belly is whitish and their tail is blagikped. They require underground dens to
raise young, regulate body temperature, and avoid predators and other adverse environmental
conditions. They can occupy burrows originally excavated by small mansoncth as California
ground squirrels.

Kit foxes prefer habitats of open or low vegetation with loose soil. Kit foxes occur in the
remaining native valley and foothill grasslands and chenopod scrub communities of the valley
floor and surrounding footh#l. They are also found in grazed grasslands, urban settings, and in
areas adjacent to tilled or fallow fields, from southern Kern County north to Los Bafios, Merced
County. In addition, smaller, less dense populations are thought to exist further nortlnand

the narrow corridor between Interstate 5 and the Interior Coast Range from Los Bafios to
Alameda and Contra Costa counties. Portions of Monterey, Santa Clara, San Benito, San Luis
Obispo, and Santa Barbara counties are also included in the range adrihk&quin kit fox.
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Within the project APE that are located within existing roadways, including portions of Site A
and all of Site B, there was no suitable habitat for the San Joaquin kit fox. As for the well and
treatment location within Site A, this aaes highly disturbed on a continual basis and contains
no low vegetation or loose soil. There was no evidence of squirrel burrows or of kit fox dens.

Based on the CNDDB information, there have been 28 kit fox sightings in the Porterville
Quadrangle mam@and the surrounding 8 quad maps. The most recent was identified in 2001,
one in 1992, one in 1989, and the remaining 25 occurrences were in the 1970s. Further, when
detection surveys were completed in 2003 and 2006 by dogs trained to detect kit foxhsat,
nearest kit fox populations occurred in western Kern County. Given the lack of recent sightings
in the area, the nature of the project site (roadways, disturbed corporation yard), it is unlikely
that a kit fox population exists in the vicinity of thi#es Neither site is considered to have a
resident kit fox.

Given the substrate and habitat of the majority of the project site (existing roadways),
construction will not impact the San Joaquin kit fox in those areas of the APE. Additionally, no
burrowswere observed in Site A at the well and treatment plant site. There was no evidence of
kit fox use on the site during the field investigation. Although historical occurrences of the San
Joaquin kit fox have been documented in the vicinity of the projdet &it fox are unlikely to
occur on the site. However, there remains a possibility that individual kit fox may pass through
the site from time to time during regular dispersal movements. If kit fox were present at the
time of construction, then construan-related activities have the potential to cause kit fox
mortality. Kit fox mortality as a result of the project may affect this species, but is not likely to
adversely affect the species with the implementation of the mitigation measlistsd at the

end of this section

Migratory and Nesting Birds

A survey for avian nests was completed at the project site. No active avian stick nests were
observed during the survey. No nests were found in trees that would be impacted by project
activities. Nearly alhative bird species are protected by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

LF O0ANRA 6SNB (2 ySaild 2y aArAidGS LINA2N G2 02y aidNX
abandonment of active nests or direct mortality to birds. Such an activity dvoohstitute a

violation of state and federal laws (see Sections 3.2.2 and 3.2.3) and would be considered a
significant impact, however, implementation of the following mitigation measures would

reduce any impacts to less than significant.

Despite no nes being observed, the proposed project has the potential to impact nesting
birds and migratory birds if project construction occurs during the nesting season. Typically the
avian nesting season is identified between February 1 and August 31. To preveaakéhef

nesting birds protected under California Fish and Game Code Sections 3503 and 3505.5, as well
as bird species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, measures should be included as
mitigation if project activities will occur between Febryal and August 31. The project may
result in impacts to migratory and nesting birds, but is not likely to adversely affect these
species with the implementation of the mitigation measures listed at the end of this section.
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Bat Species

Three sensitive bagpecies have potential habitat on the project site:

1 pallid bat Antrozous pallidus
1 Townsend's bigeared bat Corynorhinus townsendlii
1 western mastiff batEEumops perotis californicus

No active or inactive roosts or bat activity was observed on thgeptsite. The existing bridge
and onsite trees were evaluated for roosting activity. Areas within the APE may be used by bat
species for foraging or roosting, despite none being observed during the site visit.

Although the field reconnaissance did nogport any visible signs of bats, it did identify
potentially suitable roost habitat for sensitive and other common bat species under the bridge
at Site A. There is a potential for project activities to impact bat species using the project site
for foragirg or roosting. With the implementation of the mitigation measures listed at the end
of this section, impacts to bat species will be less than significant, and the project is not likely to
affect this species.

A plant survey was conducted during the sitsit. Given the highly disturbed nature of the site,

as well as the project site primarily being within existing roadways, the presence of sensitive
plant species is unlikely. No sensitive plant species were observed during the site inspection.
The projet will have no effect on special status plant species, and no mitigdtiopotential
impacts to sensitive plant speciessnecessary

There is no oak woodland habitat or heritage (larger than 24 indi@seter at breast height
(dbh)) oak trees locatedon the project site. Therefore, the project will have no effect on
heritage trees or oak woodland habitaind no mitigation is necessary

To ensure that impacts to sensitiveanimal species are reduced to a level of less than
significant mitigation measires MM-BIG1 through MM-BIO7 are recommended as a means

to avoid potential impactsWith the implementation of the mitigation measures below,

impacts to riparian and potential wetland habitat will be less than significant.

MM-BIO1: Preconstruction suveyscompleted by a qualified biologishall be conducted on

the site 14 days prior to the beginning of ground disturbance, construction activities, and/or
any project activity likely to impact the San Joaquin kit foxdetermine the presence or
absenceof the species The primary objective is to identify kit fox habitat features (e.g.,
potential dens and refugia) on the project site and evaluate their use by kit foxes. If an active
kit fox den is detected within or immediately adjacent to the area of kyaghe USFWS and
CDFW shall be contacted immediately to determine the best course of action.

MM-BIO2: Should kit fox be found using the site during preconstruction surveys the project
will avoid the habitat occupied by kit fox and the Sacramento Fi#fidelof the USFWS and the
Fresno Field Office of CDFW will be notified.
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MM-BIO3: Permanent and temporary construction activities and other types of project
related activities at the project site should be carried out in a manner that minimizes
disturbarce to kit foxes. Minimization measures include, but are not limited to: restriction of
projectrelated vehicle traffic to established roads, construction areas, and other designated
areas; inspection and covering of structures (e.g., pipes), as well tdlatisn of escape
structures, to prevent the inadvertent entrapment of kit foxes; and proper disposal of food
items and trash. See Appendiofthe Biological Resources Repfmt more details.

MM-BIO4: If avoidance of the avian breeding season (kBeby 15 to September 15) is not
feasible, beginning thirty days prior to the initiation of project activities, a qualified biologist
with experience in conducting breeding bird surveys conduct a bird survey to detect protected
bird species occurring in sable nesting habitat to be disturbed and (as access to adjacent
areas allows) any other such habitat within 300 feet of the disturbance area (within 500 feet
for raptors), and shall include trees, vegetation, and small mammal burrows along the
alignment.If a bird species are found, the project proponent should delay all project activities
within 300 feet of on and offsite suitable nesting habitat (within 500 feet for suitable raptor
nesting habitat) until August 31. Alternatively, the qualified biologisuld continue the
surveys weekly in order to locate any nests. If a nest is located, project activities within 300 feet
of the nest (within 500 feet for raptor nests) or as determined by a qualified biological monitor,
must be postponed until the nessivacated and juveniles have fledged and there is no
evidence of a second attempt at nesting. Flagging, stakes, and/or construction fencing should
be used to demarcate the inside boundary of the buffer of 300 feet (or 500 feet) between the
project activites and the nest. Project personnel, including all contractors working on site,
should be instructed on the sensitivity of the area. The biological monitor should provide the
SWRCB with the results of the survey and recommended protective measures destrdwed

to document compliance with applicable State and Federal laws pertaining to the protection of
bird species.

MM-BIOS5: If active avian nests are identified during preconstruction surveys, a biological
monitor shall be present osite during all grubing and clearing of vegetation to ensure that
these activities remain within the project footprint (i.e. outside any nesting buffers) and that
flagging/stakes/fencing that is erected to protect nests is maintained, and to minimize the
likelihood that actve nests are abandoned or fail due to project activities. The biological
monitor shall send weekly monitoring reports to the SWRCB during the grubbing and clearing
of vegetation, and shall notify the SWRCB immediately if project activities damage a@ine av
nests.

MM-BIO6: Should any vertical tubes, such as solar mount poles, chain link fencing poles, or
any other hollow poles be utilized on site, the vertical pole shall be capped immediately after
installation to prevent avian fatalities.

MM-BIO7: Toreduce impacts to bat species from project activities, prior to the start of any
project activities, a preconstruction survey should be performed for bat species. If no bat roosts
are found, no further voidance measures or mitigation are recommendedoHting bats are
F2dzy R (GKS NR2adG airagsS aKrtf 6S YFENJSR o6& (KS
of the buffer shall be determined by the qualified biologist and shall be dependent on the
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species but may be up to 50 feet. A biologicalnmar shall be present to determine that
roosting bats are not disturbed by construction activities.

If a maternity colony is detected in the pognstruction survey, then a constructidree buffer

shall be established around the colony and remain ircglantil it has been determined by a
gualified biologist that the nursery is no longer active. Removal should preferably be done
between March 1 and April 15 or August 15 and October 15 to avoid interfering with an active
nursery.

b and c) LESS THAN SIGICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORAMEDroject site is
dominated by roadways and disturbed areas. Howewaesection of avater distribution line

will cross over Porter Slough. This drainage is identified as an intermittent blue line stream on
the Porteaville 7.5 minute USGS Quadrangle map. Porter Slough is a tributary to the Tule River
and is not a navigable water of the United States

Porter Slough is a natural tributary of the Tule River and flows through the cenRartdrville,
including throughSite A. Porter Slougbriginates from the Tule River approximately 4 miles
upstream from the center of the city, and returns to the river approximately 17 miles below its
point of origin. Porter Slougls an officially designatefloodway of Tule River,sadetermined

by the CentralValley Flood Protection Board. However, in realifyle River flood floware
typically preventedrom entering Porter Slough in order to avoid potential flooding problems
in central Porterville. However, controlled flows areleased into Porter Slough for
groundwater recharge.

The slough itself contained no water during the site inspection, and very little riparian or
wetland vegetation. A wetland delineation was not completed during the site inspection, as no
project activiies will physically disturb the drainage, and the extent of potential wetland
habitat was not necessary to be defined in order to determine if the project would impact the
drainage.

The proposed water line will cross over this drainage as it will clttd toa concretebridge
that provides driveway access to the well si€@onstruction and operational activities will not
encroach into the sloughlhe project will not place dredge or fill material into the waters of
the United StatesNo other sensitig natural communities were identified in the project area.

To ensurethe drainage isnot disturbed, mitigation measureMM-BIG8 and MM-BIG9 are
recommended as a means to avoid potential impadftéith the implementation of the
mitigation measures belowpacts to riparian and potential wetland habitat will be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures:
MM-BIOS8: Prior to initiation of ground disturbing activities, the constructiompact area shall

be clearly flagged at the well site and Porter Sloughated at Site A. No disturbance shall
occur outside the flagged construction area.
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MM-BIO9: To reduce impacts to water qualifyom potential runoff, straw barrels or other
equivalent erosion control methods shall be implemented during the constmctf the
project, for any activities occurring between October 1 and Apiutther, measures from the
LINEP2SO0GQa {02N)XY 2FGSNIt2ftdziA2y t NPUGSOUAZ2Y

d) NO IMPACTThere is no essential fish habitat located on th@jpct site The proposed
project would not impede fish passage wildlife movement. No barriersiill be installedthat

would prevent the movement of fish or wildliféotential impacts from the proposed peajt

would have no impact on fish passage or \ifddmovement. There would be nmpact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

e and j NO IMPACTBecause the proposed project is focused on the development of
groundwater resources for drinking water, the project does not conflict \&itly local poli@s

or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tresepvation policy or ordinance.

In addition, the project does not conflict with aadopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regiamadtate habitatconservation
plan. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significant

5. CULTURAL RESOURCHS®&.uId the project: Potentially With Less Than

Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
(a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a hist [] < [] []

resource as defined in §15064.5?

(b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the figgnice of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

site or unique geologic feature?

(d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries?

[] X [] []
(c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource g [] < [] []
[] X [] []

Environmental Setting

Provisions ad implementing guidelines oCEQA, as amended March 18, 2010, state that
identification and evaluation of historical resourdssequired for any action that may result in
a potential adverse effect on the significance of suekources, which include archalegical
resources. The project is also subject to provisionshef National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). Advisory Council of Historic Preservategulations (36 CFR 800) for implementing
Section 106 of the NHPA require that federal agentaé&® nto consideration the potential
effects of proposed projects on historic properties (i.eyltural resources listed on, or
determined eligible for listing in the National Register of HistBtaces).

In September of 2014, the California LegislaturespdsAssembly Bill (AB) 52, which added

provisions to the Public Resources Code regarding the evaluation of impacts on tribal cultural
resources under CEQA, and consultation requirements with Califblaize American tribes.

In particular, AB52 nowreqhiBa f SR | 3SyOASa G2 Fylfel$S LINR2
NBE &2 dzZNDOS & zxé¢ aichdebloyitalirésduices TPRBLE74; 21083.09). The Bill defines
GAONROI f Odzt { dzNJ f NB a #hdzRELE24074. ABY'52 hlso ye§uires &0 0 A 2 v
agenciesto engage in additional consultation procedures with respect to California Native
American tribes (PRCQ8080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3).

Impact Analysis

a, b, and ¥ LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORRIRATEDNa Roper
requested aseOK 2F (GKS bl GAGBS ' YSNAOLY | SNRAGFAS [/ 2YY
27, 2015, to provide a list of Native American individuals and organizations affiliated with the
project area. This contact information was forwarded to SWRCB staff (lead agenOgiaber

30, 2015 and staff contactely mail each of the individuals/organizations. Those with street
addresses were sent by certified mail; those with post office boxes were sent regular mail.
Those individuals/organizations that provide email addresgese sent an electronic copy of

the letter. No responses were received. On January 22, 2016 telephone calls were made to all
individuals/organizations that were provided by NAHC. The California Miwok Tribe indicated
that they had no questions or commentd® the project; other individuals that answered their
phones asked for the material to be resent and indicated they would contact staff the following
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week if there were questions or comments. Messages were left on answering machines. No
individuals/organiations contacted SWRCB after the calls on Janua’?"iz A®er the 30day
period had passed, SWRCB sent out a letter to recognize th#ayd(eriod to request
consultation under AB 52 and Section 106 of NHPA was cloakdAB 52 related
communication is loated inAppendixD of this document.

Sierra Valley Cultural Planning (SVCP) archaeologist Douglas S. Mcintosh completed a
reconnaissance level archaeological survey of the project Area of Potential Bffiecteport
OCultural Resources Assessment, AWiater Company Consolidation, Meteringnd Water
Treatment Project, City Of Porterville, Tulare County, Califormias completed by SVCP
Principal Investigator C. Kristina RopEhmis report is available from the SWRCRGAQL | Street
Sacramento, Califaia or by contactingCarol Atkins, aCarolAtking@waterboards.ca.goor at

(916) 3246894

Prior to field inspection, a records search was conducted by the author at the Souslaarn
Joaquin Valleynformation Center of the California Historical Resources Information Sytstem
identify areas previously surveyed and identify known cultural resources present within or in
close proximity to the study area. The records search included examination éfRkas well

as identification of resource and reports within andle radius of the AREAccording to the
Information Center records, twaultural resource studies have been conducted within or
immediately adjacent to the project APE. Five previous studiereconducted within ¥mile
radius of the project APE. No cultural resources have been recavithth or adjacent to the
project APE, and no resources were identified within-mil¢ radius otthe APE. There are no
resources within or in the immediatécinity of the study area that arksted on the National
Raister of Historic Placeghe California Register of HistofResources, California Pts of
Historical Interest California State Historicandmarks or the California Stat Historic
Resourcegnventory.

Theresponsefrom the NAHCreceivedon Novemberl12, 2015 indicated that whilea record
search of the sacred land file failed to indicate the presence of Native American cultural
resources in the immediate project area, the absence of spesié information in the sacred
lands file does not indicate the absence of cultural sources in any project area. The NAHC
provided a list of 9 Native American tribes and individuals/organization that may have
knowledgeof cultural resources in or near ¢hproject area. Letters were written to these
contacts on Novembe22, 2015to initiate consultation for the CEQA documeiio responses

were received as of Februaby2016.

No archaeological or other cultural resources were identified within the ptd}E as eesult

of the cultural resources survesompleted by SVCRo Native American areas of concern were
identified asa result ofthe SVCRonsultation with the Native American Heritage Commission
and local Native Americagroups. Analysis of soiharacteristics for the proposed sites suggest
there is a moderately loyrobability of buried archaeological deposits within the APE. It is thus
unlikely that the proposedction will have an effect on important archaeological, historical, or
other culturd resources. Ndurther cultural resources investigation is therefore recommended.
However, here is a possibility, however, of unanticipated and accidental archaeological
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discoveries during groundisturbing projectrelated activities because of previoudative
American, Euroamerican, and subsequent development of the CRpérville

However, to ensure any remains are not disturbeghitigation measure MCR1 is
recommended as a means to avoid potential impacts.

MM-CRZ1.: If, during the course of imlpmenting the project, cultural resources (i.prehistoric

sites, historic sites, and/or isolated artifacts) are discovered, wsbedl be halted immediately

within 50 feet of the discovery, thé&tate Water Quality Control Board and th€ity of

Portervile Public Works Departmerghall be notified, and a professional archaeologist that
YSSia GKS {SONBGINE 2F GKS LydSNIQuaNiaiongid I y R NR
archaeology and/or history shall be retained to determthe significane of the discovery.

d) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORR@RATEA .cemeteries or other

places of human internment are known to exist at the site. In the event human remains are
encountered during construction activities, all work withthee vicinity of the remains would

halt in accordance with Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code 85097.5, and
FMmpncn®p 2F GKS /9v! DddZARSftAYySas FyR GKS ¢dz N
As such, potential impacts to humaeamains would not be very likely to occur as a result of the

project.

However, to ensure any remains are not disturbeghitigation measure MCR2 is
recommended as a means to avoid potential impacts.

MM-CR2: If human remains of Native American origine adiscovered during project
construction, it isnecessary to comply with State laws relating to the disposition of Native
American burials, which fall within the jurisdictiontbe Native American Heritage Commission
(Public Resources Codgb097). If anyhuman remains are discovered or recognized in any
location other than a dedicated cemetery, which, according to th&d@aila Health and Safety

Code Section 81Q0consistof six or more human burials at one location, excavation or
disturbance of the locabn must be halted in the vicinity of the find, and the County Coroner
contacted. If the Coroner determines the remains are Native American, the Coroner shall
contact the Native American Heritage Commission. The Native American Heritage Commission
shall icentify the person ompersons believed to be most likely descended from the deceased
Native American. The most likely descendent shall ma@mmendations regarding the
treatment of the remains with appropriate dignity, which shall be carried out by tlogept
O2y (NI OG2NJ dzy RSNJ & dzLISNIBA&A2Y 2F | ljdzh t AFASR | NJ
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Less than
Significant

6. GEOLOGY AND SOIMould the project: Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

(&) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effg
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the n
recent AlquistPriolo Earthquakeault Zoning Map issued I
the State Geologist for the area or based on other substa
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
Geology Special Publication 42,

[
[
[
X

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismierelated ground failure, including liquefaction?

iv) Landslids?

(b) Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

(c) Be located on a geologic unit or soihths unstable, or that woulg
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially resu
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefac
or collapse?

O OOod
O OOod
I (I
X OXXX

(d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Tabld-B8of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to lif
property?

[
[
[
X

(e) Have soils incapable of adequbtesupporting the use of septic tank
or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are| [ ] ] ] X
available for the disposal of waste water?

Environmental Setting

Earthquakes:Groundshaking is the primary seismic hazard in Tulare Ccwstguse of the
O2dzyieQa aSAaYAO a&asSuii Aaytidty. SelsiRicityh varies gheBti) BetwBen 2 T K A
the two major geologic provinces represented in Tulare County. The Central igadleyrea of

relatively low tectonic activity bordered by mountain ranges on either side. The Sierra Nevada
Mountains, partially located within Tulare County, are the result of movement of tectonic

plates which resulted in the creation of the mountain ganThus, emphasis focuses on the

analysis of expected levels gfoundshaking, which is directly related to the magnitude of a

quakel YR GKS RAAGIFIYOS FNRY | ljdzr 1 SQ&a SLIAOSYy (SN

The valley portionof Tulare County is located on alluvial depos#sd expeiences greater
groundshaking intensities than arelxated on hard rock. Therefore, structures located in the
valley willtend to suffer greater damage from groundshaking than thimsatedin the foothill
and mountain areas. However, existing alluvivalleys and weathered or decomposed zones
are scattered throughouthe mountainous portions of the county which could also experience
stronger intensities than the surrounding solitharacteristics of an area can therefore be a
greater hazardhan its distanceto the epicenter of the quake.

There are three fault:near Tulare County that argorincipal sources of poterdl seismic
activity. Thesenclude
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1 San Andreas Fault. The San Andreas Fault is located approximately 40 miles west of the
TulareCounty baundary. This fault has a long history of activity, and is thus the primary
focus indetermining seismic activity within the county.
1 Owens Valley Fault Group. The Owens Valley Fault Group demplex system
containing both active and potentially activaults, located on the eastern base of the
Sierra Nevada Mountains.
91 Clovis Fault. The Clovis Fault is considered to be active withiiQuaternary Period
(within the past two million yearsglthough there is no historic evidence of its activity,
and isSthSNBEF2NBE Of I aaATFTASR | a dapjrosiBafely six rhilese | OG A
south of the Madera Countyoundary in Fresn@ounty.

Soilsand LiquefactionLiquefaction is a process whereby soil is temporarily transformed to a
fluid form during inense and prolonged groundshaking. Areas most prone to liquefaction are
those that are water saturated (e.g., where the water table is less than 30 feet below the
surface) and consist of relatively uniform sands that are low to medium density. In addition t
necessary soil conditions, the ground acceleration and duration of the earthquake must be of
sufficient energy to induce liquefaction.

The San Joaquin Valley portion of Tulare County is located on alluvial deposits, which tend to
experience greater grandshaking intensities than areas located on hard rock. Therefore,
structures located in the valley will tend to suffer greater damage from groundshakarg th
located in the foothill and mountain areas. However, existing alluvium valleys and weathered
or decomposed zones are scattered throughout the mountainous portions of the county which
could also experience stronger intensities than therounding solid rock areas. The geologic
characteristics o&n area can therefore be a greater hazard than its diststo the epicenter of

the quake.

Landslids: Landslides are a primary geologic hazard and are influenced by four factors:

1 Strength of rock and resistance to failure, which is a functibnock type (or geologic
formation);

Geologic structure or orieation of a surface along whictippage could occur;

Water (can add weight to a potentially unstable massimiuence strength of a
potential failure surface); and,

1 Topography (amount of slope in combination with gravitatiorces).

il
1

The majority ofPorerville is at elevations between 400 and 800 feet. However, the eastern
portion of city limitsis in the Sierra Nevada foothills where elevations reach almost 1,800 feet
above sea level. Slopes can gpeater than 30 percent grade these areas, which @neases

the risk ofsoil erosionthe risk of landslides anthe risk of wildland firesAreas with fractured

and steep slopes, where less consolidated or weathered soils overlie bedrock, have a higher
risk of landslides.

Expansive SoilSoils have the ptential to shrink or swell significantly with changes in moisture
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Contentare called expansive soils. These sgéls limit the development capaciyf an area

and may require significant construction modifications and excavation to replace existing
materials with more stable soils. The amount of expansion (or contraction) of a soils is
determined by thetype and amount of the silt and clay contentthe soil Structural damage

to buildings on expansive soitsay result overlong period of time, usualy from inadequate

soils and foundation engineeringr the placement of structures directly on expansive soils.

Impact Analysis:

ai-aiii and ¢ NO IMPACTThere are no known active earthquake faults in the project area. The
closest active faults arBanAndreas Faujtthe Owens Valley Fault Group, and tBlevis Fault.
The State Geologist has not delineated any Algarsblo Earthquake Fault Zones within or
near the City of PortervilleEarthquakeinduced ground failures, such as ruptures, lateral
sprealing, ground lurchingseiches, or mudslidess well as liquefactiorgre unlikely to occur

at the projectbecause of its relatively stable geologic formation and lack of active fdiése
would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

aiv) NO IMPACTAreas with fractured and steep slopes, where less consolidated or weathered
soils overlie bedrock, have a higher risk of landslides. The California Geological Survey
determined that no areas in Tulare County are at risk for catastrophicdailue to landslides.

There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) LESS THAN SIGNIFICAddording to the City of Porterville General P(2008)Figure 71,
Geological and Soil Hazards, tB®l Erosion Susceptibility Index (Kctea) for the project site
ranges from low (0.17) to high (0.8243) depending on the exact location within the project
area.

Project operation would not result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of top&wal.project

may result in shorterm ercsion impacts due to construction; however, these impacts are less
than significant with the implementation of standard erosion control measures prescribed by
the City of Porterville Public Works Departmehhe impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation MeasuresNot Applicable.

d) NO IMPACTAccording to the City of Porterville General P({2008 Figure7-1, Geological
and Soil Hazards, the project site is not located on an expansive soil. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Apgicable.

e) NO IMPACT.hE project involves the construction of a new well, the installation of new
distribution water lines, and the abandonment of two existing wells. Waste water treatment
systems are not a component of this project. There would benwgact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significant

7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIOSId the project: Potentially ‘With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
(a) Generate greenhouseag emissions, either directly or indirectly, [] [] X []
that may have a significant impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for
(b) pp plan, policy g p [] [] [] <

purposeof reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Environmental Setting

Global warming is a term used to refer to the observed increase in the average temperature of

iKS

9 I NIpkefeZandlodedh® & recent decades. Science is not unanimous about the

cause of global warming. There is some science that suggests this is a cyclical phenomenon that
has repeated itself over history (counteracted by periods of global cooling) and iddrere
related to many naturally occurring events. However, there is other science that suggests that
global warming may be related to increasing greenhouse gas concentrations in the
atmosphere, specifically as a result of human activities, such as theroptisa of fossil fuels

for electricity production and transportation.

Gases that trap heat in the atmosphere are called greenhouse J&d86&s) The effect is
analogous to the way a greenhouse retains heat. Common greenhouse gases include water
vapor, cabon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxides, chlorofluorocarbons, hydrofluorocarbons,
perfluorocarbons, sulfur hexafluoride, ozone, and aerosols. Both natural processes and human
activities emit greenhouse gas.

Greenhouse gasewe emitted by both natural process and human activities. Of these gases,

CQ and CHare emitted in the greatest quantities from human activities. Emissions g0
largely byproducts of fossil fuel combustion, whereas ,Geults from offgassing associated

with agricultural practes and the decomposition of organic materials within landfills. Man
made GHGs, which have a much greater kadadorption potential than C£ include
fluorinated gases, such as hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs) and sulfur
hexafluoride (S}, which are byproducts of certain industrial processes. Plants use carbon
dioxide and water in photosynthesis and releases oxygen as a waste product. Humans use this
oxygen to breathe and produce CO2 as a byproduct of respiration.

The different types ofHGs have varying global warming potentials (GWPs). The GWP of a
GHG is the potential of a gas or aerosol to trap heat in the atmosphere. Because GHGs absorb
different amounts of heat, a common reference gas, usually carbon dioxide, is used to relate
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GWP of one. By contrast, methane ks a GWP of 21, meaning its global warneiiigct is
21 times greater than carbon dioxide on a molecule per molecule basis.
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Table5. Global Warming Potentials (GWPSs)

Gas Global Warming Potential
Carbon Dioxide 1

Methane 21

Nitrous Oxide 310

HFC23 11,700

HFCl34a 1,300

HFC152a 140
PFCTetrafluoromethane (CF4) | 6,500

PFC: Hexafluoroethane (C2F6) | 9,200

Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6) 23,900

Source: http://epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/downloads09/Introduction.pdf

As noted above, the earth needs a certain amount of greenhouse gases intor&intain a

livable temperature. However, it is believed by many that global climate change may occur as a

result of excess amounts of GHG, which, in turn, may result in significant adverse effects to the
environment that will be experienced worldwid&he effects may include the melting of polar

ice caps and rising sea levels, increased flooding in wet areas, droughts in arid areas, harsher
storms, problems with agriculture, and the extinction of some animal species. Regardless of
whether the rise isGHG is caused by natural cyclic events or not, it is widely believed

LINE RdzOGA2Y 2F FTRRAGAZ2YLIf DI D aK2dZ R 6S NBRdAzOSR
in the atmosphere.

In response to the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32 KS LINRB 2SO
greenhouse gases (GHG) emissions must be evaluated under CEQA as required under Senate

Bill 97 (2007). ThAssembly Bill 3&coping Plan contains the main strategies California will use

to reduce the greenhouse gases that cause climate change. The scoping plan has a range of

GHG reduction actions which includéect regulations alternative compliance mechanisms,

monetary and normonetary incentivesyoluntary actionsmarketbased mechnisms such as a
cap-andtrade system, and a\B 32 program implementation regulation fund the program.

Impact Analysis

a) LESS THAN SIGNIFCANE project will have direct GHG emissions associated with
construction activity and by employees visgithe site for maintenance purposes. Indirect
emissions will be associated with purchased electricity, and energy requirements related to
ongoing operations at the site. Given the temporary nature of the construction activities and
that the project will generate less than 10 vehicle trips per dahe projects impact to
greenhouse gas emissions will be very small and less than signiflogpéacts from the
generation of greenhouse gases would be kss significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) NO IMPACTSection 15064.4(b)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines requires a lead agency to consider
GKS GSEGSYyld (2 6KAOK GKS LINR2SOG O2YLX ASE 6A
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implement a statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitayaof greenhouse

31 a4 SYAAaAa 2y thebanly forinallyiakoptad plad, poficy, or regulation is thaare
County Climate Action Plan (CARpoptedin August 2012. The CAP serves as a guiding
document forthe Countyto reduce greenhouse gas ersigns and adapt to the potential
effects of climate change. The CAP is an implementation measure Glitthef Portervill2030
General Plan Update. The General Plan provides the supporting framework for development in
the Cityto produce fewer greenhousgas emissions durinthe anticipatedbuild out of the

city. As the project only includes the construction of water lines, a well and treatment plant,
and the abandonment of two existing wells, it does not conflict with the Tulare County CAP.
There would le no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significant

8.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Potentially With Less Than

. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
(@) Create asignificant hazard to the public or the environme
through the routine transport, use or disposal of hazard¢ [ ] ] X ]
materials?
(b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the enwinent
through reasonable foreseeable upset and accident conditi [ ] ] X ]

involving the release of hazardous materials into the environmer

(c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardmuacutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within egearter mile of an| [] ] X ]
existing or proposed school?

(d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazarg
materials sites complied pursuant to Government Code Sec [] [] [] 2
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard tg
public or the environment?

(e) For a project located with an airport land use plan or, where su
a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airpor u u u X
public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard
people residing or working in the project area?

0] For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would t

project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working ] ] ] X
the project area?
Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopt

(@) p p pny y p ] ] ] X

emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

(h)  Expose people or structures to a diggant risk of loss, injury o
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands u u u 2
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are interm
with wildlands?

Environnental Setting

The proposed project consists of the construction of water distribution pipelines, a water
treatment plant, and the abandonment of two wells.

Hazardous and nehazardous wastes that are likely to be generated from project operation
would nost likely include, but is not limited to hydraulic fluids and solvents used in the
operation of the treatment plant. All wastes would be required to be handled, stored,
transported, and disposed of according to a framework of federal, state and locdhtiems.
Regulatory bodies include, but are not limited to, the California Environmental Protection
Agency, Department of Toxic Substances Confrolare CountyEnvironmental Health, U.S.
and California Department of Transportation, and the Californigsidiv of Occupational Safety
and Health.

Construction activities associated with the proposed project could involve the use of potentially
hazardous materials, including cleaning materials, vehicle fuels, and oils. The operation of a
water treatment plantis not typically associated with the routine transport, use, disposal, or
generation of substantial amounts of hazardous materials.
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Impact Analysis

a) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANE. applicant would be required to follow construction best
management practies (BMPs), including the use of hazardous andmerardous materials, in
accordance with manufacturer instructions and directions, proper containment and disposal of
wastes at a permitted facility, and a personnel training program to minimize the potdotia

and effects of spills of hazardous contaminants during project operation. All hazardous wastes
would be handled, transported, and disposed of according to the appropriate local, state, and
federal regulations and guidance as described the City deRdlie General Plan, Public Health
and Safety Elementhis may include the following:

1 Hazardous substances will be stored no closer than 150 feet from the high water mark
of any stream and the storage areas for these substances will be isolated frem th
surrounding area by a berm lined with visquine.

All equipment shall be routinely inspected for leaks and any leaks repaired immediately.

Any staging areas for fueling and maintenance of heavy equipment will be designated in

the final construction planghereby limiting potential spills to designated areas where

observation and clean up can be readily accomplished.

1 Should an oil or fuel spill occur during construction or maintenance activities, all work
would cease immediately, the City of Porterville Wwbibe notified, and clean up
procedures would begin immediately.

1 If hazardous materials are encountered during construction, all work is halted until the
appropriate authorities have been notified and the area remediated.

= =

Pursuant to Sections 25117 and423 of the California Health and Safety Code, if reportable
quantities of hazardous materials or waste will be handled or generated on the project site, a
Hazardous Materials Business Plan is required to be filed with the City of Porterville.

The transpaotation of hazardous material or mixture containing a hazardous material is
regulated through licensing requirements by the California Department of Motor Vehicles and
through the vehicle code enforced by the California Highway Patrol.

With adherence toand compliance with local, state, and federal regulations addressing
hazardous and nchazardous waste and compliance with a SWPPP prepared for the project,
potential impacts from the project would be less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANS.not expected that the operation of the distribution pipelines

and treatment plant would result in the accidental release of hazardous materials. However, in
the event of an accident at the project facilitiesgeneral, employees are trained in emergency
procedures, fire extinguishers, CPR and First Aid, and other emergency precautions. The impact
would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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c) LESS THAN SIGNIFICAN&A andB are both located within one quarter mile of a school.
With the implementation of theBest Management Practices listed8ma above impacts would
be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

d) NO IMPACTA review of the Departmeanof Toxc Substances Contrdatabase EnviroStor

which includes lists of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to California Government
Code Section 65962.5, did not identify the project site being a location that had used, stored,
disposed of, or releasehazardous materials. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

e) NO IMPACTSIite A of the project is located approximately 3.5 miles north of the Porterville
Airport. Site B is approximately 2.6 miles northeast of the airpbiie project is not located
within the boundaries of the Tulare County Comprehensive Airport Land UseTRizne. would

be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

f) NO IMPACTThere are no private airstrips within the vicinity of the projet¢ siThere would
be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

g) NO IMPACTT he project will not impair the implementation of or physically interfere with an
emergency response plan or evacuation plan. During construction there will be traffimkcont
measures implemented to regulate vehicles to allow for the installation of the water lines.
However, the traffic control measures will yield to emergency vehicles at all times. There would
be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

h) NO IMPACTThere are no wildlands located within or adjacent to the project area. There
would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significant

9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Potentially ‘With Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the pI‘OjECtZ Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a Violate any water quality standards or waste discha
(@) y q y ] ] ] X

requirements?

(b)  Substantially deplete groundwer supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would b
net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwa [] [] [] 2
table level (e.g., the production rate of pexisting nearby wellg
would drop to a level whit would not support existing land uses
planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

(c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or al
including throwgh the alteration of the course of a stream or rivg u u u <
in a manner which would result in a substantial eoosor siltation
on- or off-site?

(d)  Substantially alter the existing draiga pattern of the site or area
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or riy
or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff i
manner which would result in flooding ear off-site?

[
[
[
D

(e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capa
of existing or planned storm water drainage systems or pro
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

U] Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

(g) Place housing within a 18@ar flood hazard area as mapped or
federal Flood Hazar®oundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map
other flood hazard delineation map?

(h)  Place within a 10§@ear flood hazard area structures which wol
impede or redirect flood flows?

0) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injur]
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the fail
of a levee or dam?

I A O I
O O 0] 0 K O
O X (O] O O O
M O | X X O KX

)] Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Environmental Setting

The San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin lies within the dd@uid River and Tulare Lake
Hydrologic Regions. The southern portion of the basin lies in the Tulare Lake Hydrologic Region
and consists of seven groundwater shhsins. These sdbasins are the Kings, Westside,
Kaweah, Tulare LakeleBsant Valley, Tuleand Kern The Tulare Lakeélydrologic Region
portion of the basin covers approximately 5.15 million acres. Groundwater is extensively used
in the San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin by agricultural and urban entities and accounts
for approximately 48% dhe groundwater used in the State.

The Tulare Lake Hydraulic Region is in an area significantly affected by overdraft. The
Department of Water Resources (DWR) has estimated the groundwater by hydrologic region
and for the Tlare Lake Basin; the total owdaft is estimated at 820,000 acfeet per year,

the greatest overdraft projected in the state, and 54 percent of the statewide total overdratft.
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The Tule River, whichisects the City of Portervillas one of theprincipal watercourses in
Tulare Countyln a typical year, water in the Tule River is regulated by the Army Corps of
Engineers at Success Dam, approximatiely miles upstreanfrom Porterville Success Dam
has significantly reduced flooding on thele River.

Site A is designated as Zone iXFederal Emergency Management AgereNIA Flood Rate
Insurance Ma®6107C1630E, effective 6/16/2009, with the exception of Porter Slough, which

is designated as Zone A (1% Annual Chance Flood Discharge Contained in Channel). Site B is
designated as Zon¥ onFEMA Flood Rate Insurance Magl07C1642Eeffective 6/16/2009.

Flood maps are located in Appendixf this report.

Porter Slough is a natural tributary of the Tule River and flows through the cenRartdrville,
including through Site A. PorteSloughoriginates from the Tule River approximately 4 miles
upstream from the center of the city, and returns to the riagproximately 17 miles below its
point of origin. Porter Slougis an officially designatefloodway of Tule River, as determined
by the CentralValley Flood Protection BoaréHowever, in reality Tule River flood floware
typically preventedrom entering Porter Slough in order to avoid potential flooding problems
in central Porterville. However, controlled flows are released intortd? Slough for
groundwater recharge.

The project is not located in or near a designated Wild and Scenic River. The project is not
located within an area designated as a Coa&tale The project is not located within an area
designated by théJ.S Envionmental Protection Agency Region 9 as a sole source aquifer.

Impact Analysis

a) NO IMPACTThe proposed project will improve water quality to customers currently served
by the Akin WateCompanyThe objectives of the project include providing potablater that
meets the drinking water standards, including the EPA nitrate MCL, providing needed fire
protection flow for a residential neighborhood, and elivating a separate water systerihe
project will bring drinking water into compliance with wateuality standards. There is no
expected waste discharge associated with the project. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) NO IMPACTThe project includes the abandonment of two existing wells in the Akin Water
Company serve area and the construction of a new well that will be operated by the City of
Porterville. The proposed well at Site A will produce between 1,500 to 1,800 gallons per
minute. In addition to the two wells in the AWC service area, it is likely that sevtraf
shallow wells that have gone dryThe project will not create significant amounts of
impermeable surfaces that would impact the absorption of water into the grodie. project

will not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substaht with groundwater
recharge. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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c and g NO IMPACTAIl ground disturbances will occur within existipgved or gravel
roadways or in the case of Site A, in a previously disturbed digiocation yard.Roadway
pavement will be restored post construction to pcenstruction elevations and configurations.
The water distribution line at Site A will cross over the Porter Slough and will not change the
course of the channelThe project willnot result in sistantial erosion or siltation or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff. Flooding is not expected to result
from the construction or operation of the projecthere would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applcable.

e) NO IMPACTT he project is the construction of water lines, a new well, treatment equipment,
and the abandonment of two well3here are no existing or planned storm drainage systems in
the APE. The project will not provide any sources of padlutinoff. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

f) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPUTRAPEIect will improve
drinking water to City of Porterville residents. No runoff is expected from the project operation
of the project. Project construction will implement a SWPPP to reduce impacts to a less than
significant level. With the implementation of Miio-9, impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:See Mitigation Measure Bi@

g and H NO IMPACTSite A is designated as Zone X on FEMA Flood Rate Insurance Map
06107C1630E, effective 6/16/2009, with the exception of Porter Slough, which is designated as
Zone A (1% Annual Chance Flood Discharge Contained in Channel). Site B is desigoated as

X on FEMA Flood Rate Insurance Map 06107C1@é#f2Etive 6/16/2009.The project does not
involve the construction of housing. All project components are located within Zone X. The
water distribution line will be located on the driveway bridge and Wwé outside of Porter
Slough and Zone A. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

i) LESS THAN SIGNIFICAM®. major dams could cause substantial flooding in Tulare County
in the event of a failure: Terminus Darfocated on theKaweah Riverand Success Dam
located on the Tule Rivem addition, there are many smaller dams throughout the county that
will cause localized floodirig the event of their failing.

Theproject siteis locatedwithin the Success Dam inundation area, illustrated in Figure-3
Flood Hazards map in the City of Porterville General.Hlais inundation area runs through
Porterville, to a location downstream of Corcoran, a distance of approximately 44 miles.

Portions of the project that involve the pposed well and water distribution lines will be
located underground, and will not be impacted if there is a failure at Success Dam. Above
ground structures within the dam inundation zone are required by the City of Porterville to
have aflood certificateand appropriately raised floor plates for any development proposed in
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an identified hazardous flood zonémpacts related to exposure of people or structures to a

risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding as a result of the failure of a levearonwdald
be less than significant

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

J) NO IMPACTT he project site is located approximately 140 miles east of the Pacific Ocean, and
will not likely result in the inundation by a tsunami. According to the City of RolteeGeneral

Plan Public Health and Safety Element, the project site will not be impactedsbiclae or

mudflow. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significant

10. LAND USE/PLANNINGVould the project: Potentially ‘With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
(@) Physically divide an established community? [] [] [] X

(b)  Conflict with any applicablend use plan, policy, or regulation of §
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limit
to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zo| [_] ] ] X
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
environmental effect?

(c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or naty
communit i ? [ [ O X
y conservation plan®

Environmental Setting

The project site and the surrounding area is primarily urban and developed with residential and
commercial buildings. Adjacent to Site A, there are agricultural fields and agricultural land uses,
in addition to urban developmentSite B is surrounded by residential homes and a vacant lot.
The General Plan land use designation on both sites is Low Density Residential. The zoning at
Site A is PS (Public and Sétablic) and at Site B isR$%Low Density Residential).

Impact Anaysis

a) NO IMPACTT he project includes the construction of a well, the construction of water lines,
and the abandonment of two wells within the community of Porterville. The project will not
physically divide an established community. There would benpact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) NO IMPACT.HE proposed project is consistent with the zoning and general plan on the
project site, and other plans adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect.Public water gstems are allowed in all general plan designations and
zone districts.Further, the project is consistent with the followingoal from the City of
Porterville General PladP-U-G1 Ensure an adequate supply of fresh water to serve existing and
future need®2 ¥ (i K $herke wald lse no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

c) NO IMPACTAs noted in Chapter 3.4, the only conservation plan that covers the geographic
area of the project site is the Recovery Plan for Upland Species in the SamJdaliey. The
Recovery Plan for Upland Species in the San Joaquin Valley outlines a number of species that
are important to the San Joaquin Valley. As indicatedhe BiologicalResources Report
(AppendixQ), no special status species were identified time Project site. Therefore, the
project would not conflict with a habitat conservation plan, and there would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Siqnificant

11. MINERAL RESOURCHE%uwuId the project: Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
@) y n n 0 K

would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

(b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locattyortant mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, speciff [ ] ] ] X
plan or other land use plan?

Environmental Setting

Sand, gravel, and crushed stone are thest economically significant mineral resources in
Tulare County These products are used as sourcesdggregate (road materials and other
construction). The twomajor sources of aggregate are alluvial deposits (river beds and
floodplains), and hard roakuarries. Consequently, most Tulare County mines are located along
rivers at the base of th8ierra foothills.

Impact Analysis

a) NO IMPACTThe Porterville GeneraPlan (2008) includes Figure36Soil and Mineral
Conservation, which indicates the locations of Stdésignated Mineral Resource Zones or
areas possessing minerals which are of statge or regional significance. According to the
map, the project areasra not located in a Mineral Resource Zone. The nearest Mineral
Resource Zone is located along the Tule River, approximately one arthbirmaile south of

the project site. Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of an available known
mineral esource. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
b) NO IMPACTThe Project site is not delineated on a local land use plan as a locally important

mineral resource recovery site; therefore, the existence of the project would esilt in the
loss of availability of any mineral resources. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

AWC Water Supply Project Page47



Less than
Significant

12. NOISE. Would the project result in: Potentially ‘With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

(@) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in exce
standards established in the local general plan or noise ording [ ] = ] ]
or applicable standards of other agencies?

(b)  Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundb
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

(c) A substantial permanent imease in ambient noise levels in th

(d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise le
in the projed vicinity above levels existing without the project?

(e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where g
a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a pablirport or
public use airport, would the project expose people residing
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

[] X []
project vicinity above levels existing without the project? o o o
[] [] []
[] [] []

X XX O

0] For a project within the vicinity of a privatairstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project areg [] ] ]
excessive noise levels?

X

Environmental Setting

Noise is commonly defined as undesirable or untgd sound. Noises vary widely in their
scope, source, and volume, ranging from individual occurrences such as leaf blowers, to the
intermittent disturbances of overhead aircraft, the fairly constant noise generated by traffic

on freeways.

Three aspets of community noise are used in assessing the noise environment:

Level (e.qg., magnitude or loudnesSpund levels are measured and expressed in decibels (dB)
with 10 dB roughly equal to the threshold of hearing. Figurgé Shows the decibel levels
as®ciated with different common sounds. Transient noise events may be described by their
maximum Aweighted noise level (dBA).

Freguency composition or spectruriRrequency is a measure of the pressure fluctuations per
second, measured in units of hertz jHZhe characterization of sound level magnitude with
respect to frequency is the sound spectrum, often described in octave bands, which divide the
audible human frequency range (e.g., from 20 to 20,000 Hz) into 10 segments.

Variation in_sound level witlime, measured as noise exposufgdost community noise is
produced by many distant noise sources that change gradually throughout the day and
produce a relatively steady background noise having no identifiable source. Identifiable events
of brief duration such as aircraft flyovers, cause the community noise level to vary from instant
to instant. A single number called the equivalent sound level or Leq describes the average noise
exposure level over a period of time. Hourly Leq values are called Houslg Naiels.
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The major noise sources Rorterville are related to roadways and vehicle traffic. Other noise

sources include aircraft and rail transportation. Noise produced by industry has a negligible
STFSOU 2y GUKS [/ AG&Qa NBoadhRiS yoindn fpracyice, maxnurs y JA N2
y2AasS tSgSta 2F cn R. I NE O2yAARSNBR ay2N)I§
RSOSt2LIYSyide b2AasS tS@gSta FNRBY cn R. 02 71n R.
range, and those inthe 70to 75 dBrarmgeO2 Y 8 A RSNBR ay 2 NX I f € & dzy I OOSL

Impact Analysis

a and ) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPOR Af@éct involves the
construction of a well and treatment plant, as well as water distribution lines. High noise level
activities wil be limited to daytime hours during construction. Heavy construction equipment
may include a backhoe, loader, trucks, etc. Use of such equipment will result in temporary
noise over existing levels.

Temporary construction noise effects on residents apt considered significant if work is
confined to the daytime hours of 7 AM to 5 PM. Work will generally be limited to daylight
hours, typically between 7 AM and 5 PMMonday through Saturdayln exceptional
circumstances, where work must be conducted aftegse hours, it is standard practice to limit

the type and location of equipment in operation at one time such that the exterior noise levels
at any residence does not exceed 60 dBA (60 dBA represents acceptable conditions under the
City of Porterville Geeral Plan). Such operational limitations, however, only need to be
considered when using equipment within 500 feet of any habitable structure after hours.
Standard practice requires that noise levels not exceed 60 dBA at any residence after daytime
hours. The project inspector has authority to limit work in the event noise complaints are
received.

Any generation of excessive noise, groundborne vibration, or groundborne noise would be
temporary.With the impact of the following mitigation measure, timpact would be less than
significant.

MM-NOISEL: The project will be conditioned to restrict the hours of exterior construction
from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday. Exterior construction will be prohibited
on Sunday and City Holidays.

cand d NO IMPACTThe operation of the project, including the well and treatment plamit|

not create significant noiséevels The project will not result in a substantial permanent
temporary, or periodiégncrease in ambient noise levels. There wouddnm impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

e and j NO IMPACTThe project is not located within an airport land use plan or within two
miles of an airportand there are no private airstrips in the project vicinignd would not

expose peoplén the project area to excessive noise levels. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significant
Potentially With Less fan
13.  POPULATION AND HOUSIN®ould the project: e incomratedpaet . impact
(&) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly ] ] ] X
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
(b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating [] [] [] 2
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
(c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating [] [] [] 2
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Environmental Setting

The historical development of Portervillbegan as a valley agricultural centerCentral
Porterville isconsistent with many older central valley downtown centers, with a mixture of
retail, public facilities, and older residential neighborhoodblewer and larger residential
neighborhoods and regional conarcial centers are located towards the edges of the historic
communities.Parks and schools are distributed throughout residential neighborhoods within
the city.

The population of Porterville in 281was 55,852 and there were approximately 1323
housirg unitsin 2014 The Tulare County Association of Governments (TCAG) predicts an
expected population increase of 2.3 percent from 20&bgle family homes are the dominate
housing type inPorterville and approximately 57 percent of households in Portdeviare
homeowners, compared to 56 percent Countywide.

Impact Analysis

a) NO IMPACTThe project includes the abandonment of two existing wells and the
construction of a new well. The new well will connect to the City of Porterville Water System,

which is currently experiencing a severe water shortage due to the ongoing drought in
California. The City of Porterville is in a Phase IV Drought Response, which is implemented with

there is a significant water shortage. Given that the proposed well will sopie the City of

t 2NISNIDATESQa 4 GSNJ adzLJL @ RdzZNAYy3a (GKS RNRAAKG X
in the area. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) and c)NO IMPACTThe project site is primarily located withthe existing rightof-ways of
roadways, with the exception of Site A, which is a-oityned storage and cogration yard.
There is no existing housing on tpeoject site. There would not be a need for replacement

housing. There would be no impact.

Mitigation MeasuresNot Applicable.
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Less than
Significant

14. PUBLIC SERVICB&ould the project: Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

(@) Would the project result in substantiadverse physical impact
associated with the provision of or need for new or physic
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which co
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maint
acceptable service ratios, response tsner other performance
objectives for any of the public services:
i) Fire Protection?

i) Police Protection?

iii) Schools?

iv) Parks?

v) Other public facilities?

L
L
L
DRI

Environmental Setting

Law enforcement services in Porterville are provided by the City of Porterville Police

5SLI NIYSyiGd ¢KS ¢dzZf F NB / 2dzyié {KSNAFTFQE hFFAOS
Currently, the Police partment is operating at a ratio of almost 1.3 officers per 1,000

residents. Response times and the ability of the Police Department to provide acceptable levels

of service are contingent on growing staffing levels, sworn and civilian, consisterrealnt

population and the population of visitors, merchants, schools, and shoppers witseihsgce

area of Porterville. According to the Porterville Police Department, a ratio of 1.2 pdlicers

to 1,000 residents would support adequate law enforcemefforts at build out Thiswould

require a total of 129 (72 additional) sworn officers by 2030.

The City of Porterville Fire Department provides fire and life safety services for residents
located within the city limits while the Tulare County Fire Depant provides additional

services for unincorporated areas within ti@ounty The Insurance Service Office (I5@)

private organization that surveys fire departments in cities and towns across the United
States awarded the Porterville Fire Department a €38 rating (1 being highest and 10 being
f26Sad0d ¢KA& NIOGAYy3I O2yaAARSNB | O2YYdzyAarideQa
then uses the score to set property insurance premiums for homeowners and commercial
property owners. Currently, the Depment responds to 60 percent of its calls within five
minutes. The internal response time goal set by the Department is to provide service within

five minutes of the 911 call being received, 80 percent of the time.

Impact Analysis

ai-v) NO IMPACTTheproject involves the construction of a new well and treatment plant, the
abandonment of two wells, and the construction of water distribution lines. The new well will
be connected to the existing City of Porterville Water System. Water distribution \wies
connect to existing residences at Site B, and those homes will convert to receiving water from
the Akin WaterCompanyto the City of PortervilleFire protection will be improved as a result
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of the project by providing a water system that meets theyQf Porterville fire safety
standards as well as the installation of fire hydrants at SifEhB.new well and treatment plant

at Site A will be operated and maintained by the City of Porterville Public Works staff. No new
police or fire services will beecessary to operate the project, and the project will not require
additional schools or park3he project will not result in a substantial adverse physical impact
or need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of wioighl c
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for the following public services: fire

protection, police protection, schools, parks, or other public facilitielsere would be no
impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significant

15. RECREATIONVould the project: Potentially ‘With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

(@8 Would the projet increase the use of existing neighborhood 4
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substal [] (] [l X
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerate

(b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require f{
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might h| [ O] O] X
an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Environmental Setting

Currently, Porterville has 15 parks for a total of almost 295 acres of parkland, plus other
community facilities. These facilities range in size from thea@ré North Park pocket park to

the 95acre Sports Complex. MurrRark isa 36acre community park which includes
swimming pool, family picnic areas, pavilions, barbecue pits, sinks, tables and benches, fishing
pond, two children's play areas, and restroanvsith a 2006 population of 45,220 residents,

the City has aatio of 5.1 acres of parkland per 1,000 residents. The park ratio is based on
neighborhoodparks,community parks, andspecializedrecreation areas only. Trailggmmunity
facilities andoocketparks do not contribute to the ratio

Impact Analysis

a) NO IMPACTThe project involves the construction of a new well, the installation of new
distribution water lines, and the abandonment of two existing wells. The project would not
increase the use of existing recreational facilities or result in the physet@ridration of
existing facilities. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) NO IMPACTThe project does not include recreational facilities or require new facilities.
There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applcable.
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Less than
Significant

16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFENGSuId the project: Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

(@ Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy esshlihg
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulat
system, taking into account all modes of transportation includ
mass transit and nomotorized travel and relevant components (] (] (] X
the circulation system, including but not limited totersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
mass transit?

(b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management progr
including, but not limitel to level of service standards and tray 0 0
demand measures, or other standards established by the co
congestion management agency for designated roads or highwg

(c) Resultin a&hange in air traffic patterns, including either an increg
in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substa  [] O] O] X
safety risks?

(d)  Substantially increase hazardsedto a design feature (e. g., sha

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., ] ] (] X
equipment)?
(e) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] ] X ]
()] Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding pu
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease n n n ¢

performance or safety of such facilities supporting alternat
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Environmental Setting

In Porterville, the roadway system is based on a traditional grid pattern, on which all modes of
transportation depend to some degree. This pattern has been modified in recent years to
include some suburban curvilinear and -detsac streets in the western portions of the City.
While state routes 190 and 65 provide regional east/west and north/south accegsatégely,

these large arterials create lineal barriers to connectivity. In addition, the Tule River constrains
local north/south access to approximately ten bridges.

Bus public transit is provided by Portervilleansit and Tulare County Area Transdrterville
Transit is the municipal public transit operator and is managed by Sierra Management for the
City of Porterville. The local transit system consists of seven-foutgs that run Monday
through Friday, 7 a.m. to 7 p.m. and Saturday, 9 a.m.fga1d and a demandNB a L12 y &S d
WARS:¢ aSNBAOS® ¢KSNBE Aa y2 o0dza aASNBAOS 2y
peak and offpeak hours of operation is approximately every 30 minutes.

5Al f
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Porterville has recently completed eight miles of bikeve@gments and eleven bike parking
facilities, however few of the segments are linked. The City is in the process of developing a
Class 1 Tule River Parkway bicycle and pedestrian path and a Clasddttraills path along

the abandoned Tulare Valley Raad Corridor. The first two phases of the Tule River Parkway
between Main Street and SR 65 are complete. The-Rwilsails project will run from the Tule
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River Parkway to Mulberry Avenue. An-stneet connection is planned to link the two
pathways usig Plano Street. New intreity bikeways will support bicycling commuting to
employment and commercial centers.

Impact Analysis

a and h NO IMPACTProject operation would not result in an increase in vehicle trips that
would result in impacts to traffior transportation. Project operation would result in a new trip
to the well and treatment site for operation and maintenance by City staff. During
construction, ‘ehicle traffic will temporarily increase due to constructimated vehicles
moving to and fom the work site. The project will not conflict with any plans, ordinances, or
policies related to traffic or transportation. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

c) NO IMPACTThe proposed well and treatment plant, and undgesund water distribution
lines will not impact air traffic patterns. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

d) NO IMPACTConstruction of the project will not result in any changes to road designs or
introduce incompatible usewithin the project area. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

e) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANN&.construction of the project magquire one-way construction
detours which may result itemporary trafic delays to allow for conatrction within the road
right of way. Construction will not result in any full road closures, and will not result in
inadequate emergency access. Any impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

f) NO IMPACTThe final poject will be a water treatment plant and underground water
distribution lines. The project does not involve or impact alternative transportation and will not
conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestran facilities or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities. There
would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Significarn

17. UTILITIES/SERVICE SYSTENSI the project: Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
(&) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applical 0 0 0 <
Regional Water Quality Control Board?
(b)  Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewa
treatment or collection facilities or expansion of existing faciliti n < n 0
the construction of which could cause significant environmel
effects?
(c)  Require or result in the construction of new storm water draing
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of wh  [] (] (] X

could cause significant environmental effects?

(d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project f
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expan{ [ O] O] X
entitlements needed?

(e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provig
Which serves or may serve }he project thaf itv h/as adequate capi n n n ¢
u2 ASNS UKS LINR2SOuQa LINE 4
LINE OA RSNDE& SEAalGAY3I O2YYAUGYSY

® Be served by a landfill with insufficient permitted capacity n n n <
I O02YY2RIFGS GKS LINP2SOGQa az2f

(g9 Comply wih federal, state, and local statutes and rdgfions
related to solid wastes?

O
O
O
X

(h) Have significant effects on energy resources as describe n n n <
Appendix F of the State CEQA Guidelnes

Environmental Setting

According to the 2010 Census, the city currently has a population of 54,165. Water service is
provided to an additional population outside of the city lismbf about 4,067 in 2010, for a

total 2010 population of 58,232Build out according to the 2008 General Plan would
accommodate a population of 107,300 residents through year 2030. However, based on the
2010 population and maintaining the projected annpabpulation growth rate of 3.7 percent

the projected 2030 population is 120,431.

2 0SNJ RSYIYRaA 6AGKAY GUKS /AGedQa &SNBAOS | NBI
industrial, institutional, and Cityelated consumption accounting for approximat@$% of the

total water demandAs of 2010, the City has 14,746 metered services, which is 97% of the total
serviceconnections. In 2010, the City produced 12,280e feet AR (4,034,035,38@allons) of

water from groundwater supplies to serve a populatiof about58,232.

According to the General Plan, the City has 34 active wells. Water is distributed from the wells
through approximately 200 miles of pipeline operated and maintained by the Public Works
Department. The City has approximately 14,746 matieconnections, of which approximately
MoOZoHpP FNB NBAARSYGAlIfT YSGSNA® ¢KS /Ad@Qa Ydzya
Avenue and south of Westfield Avenue. The area east of Plano Avenue is considered water
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deficient. The City currently @pates and maintains five hillsideservoirs, including three 3.0
million gallon reservoirs, one 550,000 gallon reservoir, and one 300,000 gallon reservoir.

The City of Porterville is located in the Central Valley Region of the Regional Water Quality
Camtrol Board.The municipal storm drainage system within the City of Porterville consists of 2
natural channels, 6 irrigation ditches, 8 major storage reservoirs, and 14 detention/retention
basins with approximately 550 acre feet of storage. Pregpecift retention/detention basins

for residential or industrial projects are not included in this total. Historically, runoff was
disposed of by directing it to the natural creeks, rivers and irrigation ditches that flow through
the city including the Tule Rivand Porter Slough.

The City of Porterville Wastewater Facility is designed to treat 8 million gallons of domestic
wastewater per day. Wastewater is treated and purified through mechanical and biological
processes The plant design has conventional pairp treatment which screens coarse
materials and removes grit and settleable organic solids. There is a conventional secondary
treatment which removes soluble organic material and additional suspended organic solids.
Eventually, the effluentakes its wayo City-owned farmland located outside of the city limits.

In summer months is it used as irrigation for alfalfa and hay crops.

The City of Porterville Field Services Division is responsible for the removal of solid waste within
the incorporated City Liits. Waste is conveyed to a landfill site located approximately seven
miles southwest of the City at Avenue 128 and Road 208 and serves the City and surrounding
area. The landfill, the Teapot Dome, is a County operated Class Il landfill permitted to
discharge up to 600 tonperday. In 2012, Teapot Dome reduced the number of days per week

it was open, and a greater amount of waste was being sent to Woodville, as Teapot Dome was
nearing capacity. More recently, Teapot Dome has resumed the original schéduld, is
anticipated that the Consolidated Waste Management Authority (CWMA) will close the landfill
sometime in the next five years. Waste is also delivered to the Woodville Disposal Site, a
Countyoperated Class llandfill permitted for 1,078 tons peday, is located approximately 15
miles northwest of the City limits. As of 2008, the landfill was at 41.5 percent capacity with a
remaining capacity of 4,928,138kicyardsand an anticipated closure data of 2026.

The Tulare County Recycling Complestently acceptsall the recyclables from the collection
within the city limits This processing and transfer facility is about 20 miles from the city limits.
It is permitted for 1,200 tons per day. Most household hazardous wastes, includirzgte,
must ke taken to various sites in Visalia, except on the biannual algadays when Tulare
County Environmental Health Division sets up a ebffisite in Porterville.

Impact Analysis
a) NO IMPACTThe project will not generate wastewater, as the focus lué project is on
developing groundwater resources to be used for drinking water. The project will not exceed

wastewater treatment requirements. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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b) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATIORPDIRATEDhe proposed project will not
result in the construction of new or expanded wastewater treatment or collection facilities, as
this project focuses on creating new sources of drinking waldre major focus of the project

is the construction o new water source at Site A. The potential environmeimgdacts from

the construction and operation of the new water source aealuated in this document.
Potentially significant impacts in the resources areasisfial resourcesyiologicalresources
cultural resources hydrology, and noisare identified and mitigated to a level of less than
significance, with the mitigation measures outlined in this report. With the implementation of
mitigation measures AESL, CRL, CR2, BIG1 thru BIG9, HYD1, ard NOISH, impacts would

be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:AESL, CRL and CR2, BIQ1 thru BIG9, HYDBL, and NOISE.

c) NO IMPACTThe proposed project focuses on groundwater resources for drinking water, and
will not generate new sourcesr expand existing sources of storm water runoff. No new
facilities or expansion of existing facilities would be required as a result of this project. There
would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

d) NO IMPACTThe proposed projechcludes the construction of a new well, which will allow
the City of Porterville to meet existing demand for public water. The proposed well will have a
capacity of approximatel$,500 to 1,80Qyallons per minute. This well, along with the existing
water supply, will be able to serve th26 new connections to the city water system that are
currently being served by the Akin Wat@ompany As the City of Porterville continues to
experience water shortages system wide, the proposed project is critical tcngethve public

and replacing dry wells and those with diminished capadihe City of Porterville will continue

to obtain additional water sources as necessary to survive the current drought situation. There
would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

e) NO IMPACTProperties within the existing Akin Wat€ompany service arease onsite
wastewater disposal systems and are not connected to public sewer. There are no plans to
extend public sewer to this area. Therefore, because the ptojek not create or generate
wastewater that will be collected by a public system, treatment capacity will be unaffected by
the proposed project. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
f) NO IMPACTThe proposed ifocused on goundwater resources for drinking water, and will
not result in the generation of new sources of solid waste. The project will not impact the

capacity of a landfill. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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g) NO IMPACTThe projet involves the abandonment of two wells, the construction of one
well, and the construction of water distribution lines. Any waste generated by project
construction will be disposed of in the appropriate and required manner. The project will not
conflict with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid wastes. There
would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

h) NO IMPACTThe project involves the abandonment of two wells, the construction of one
well, and the consuction of water distribution lines. The project will not require significant
energy resources. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Less than
Signifiant

18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

(@) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wild
species, cause a fish or wildlife pdation to drop below self
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or anin [ (] X ]
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of
major periods of California history oredristory?

(o) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
Odzydzt i A@Sfte& O2yaiARSNIof SK
that the incremental effects of a projecire considerable when [] ] X ]
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects
other current projects, and the effects of probable future projectg

(c) Does the projec have environmental effects which will cau
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly [ (] X ]
indirectly?

Impact Analysis

a) LESS THAN SIGNIFICAMHIle it was @termined that theproject constructionwould na
degrade the quality of the environment, mitigation measures are included to minimize impacts.
Further, a search at the California Historic Resource Information Center revealed no reported
resources on the i, and further investigation was not recommended. However, the
possibility exists that subsurface excavation could result in the discovery of cultural resources.
The mitigation measures included in this Initial Study would reduce any potential impaats to
less than significant level. Therefore the proposed project would have a less than significant
impacts to the quality of the environment, plant and wildlife species, and important examples
of California history or prehistory.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

b) LESS THAN SIGNIFICANME. majority of the potential impacts resulting from the project
would be short term, occurring during project construction, with negligible impacts resulting
from project operation as discussed in the above envirental analysis. However, this project
along with other development in theCity of Portervillecould incrementally contribute to
cumulative impacts in the area. Therefore, any resulting cumulative impacts will be reduced to
less than significant level by plementing the mitigation measures identified in this Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. Therefore, any cumulative impacts would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.

c) LESS THAN SIGNIFICAME. project would not esult in substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly. Mitigation measures are provided to reduce the
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LINE 2S0G Qa LJ2 ( 8istdl AdsdurceShioibgidl (resodrgés, cultural resources,
hydrology, and noissoils belowthe level of significance. No additional mitigation measures
would be required. Adverse effects on human beings resulting from implementation of the
project would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures:Not Applicable.
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Figure 3 Site B
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Figure2 - Site A
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