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If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

•  Concerns regarding noise generated by nighttime activities;
•  A need for more group picnic areas;
•  Access to Road 152;
•  Odors from dog park;
•  Concerns regarding width of setbacks on north and east boundaries;
•  Desire for a “hands-off” habitat area;
•  Desire for archery facilities;
•  Concern regarding building in 100-year flood zone.
•  Desire for permeable paving where possible;
•  Desire for City garden bed space;
•  Desire for play structures dispersed closer to soccer fields and more splash parks;
•  Concerns regarding bike access

The following Responsible Agencies may utilize the FEIR in the issuance of any discretionary permits or approvals prior 
to construction of all or portions of the Project: 
 
•  California Department of Fish and Wildlife
•  Regional Water Quality Control Board –Central Valley Region
•  State Water Resources Control Board 
•  California Department of Transportation
•  San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
•  Tulare County Airport Land Use Commission
•  County of Tulare



Project Description 

Project Location and Boundaries 

The City of Visalia (City) encompasses approximately 37.94 square miles and lies within northwestern Tulare 
County (County) in the central San Joaquin Valley. The Project evaluated in this DEIR is located partially within 
the City and partially within the County; one of the actions necessary for Project implementation is annexation 
of the unincorporated areas into the City. 

The Project area evaluated in this DEIR comprises approximately 286 acres situated in the northeast quadrant 
of the City, lying north of State Route (SR) 198 and east of North McAuliff Street. Approximately 130 acres of 
the Project site, lying north of Mill Creek and south of Houston Avenue, Assessor Parcel Numbers (APNs) 
103-110-24, -25, -26, -27, -28, -29, -32, and -33, are currently situated in the County and will need to be annexed 
to the City. The APNs within the City limits are 103-500-001, -002, -003; 103-510-002, -003, -004, -005, -006, 
-007 -008, and -009. The Project Site is generally bounded as follows: on the south by the proposed realigned 
Mineral King Avenue; on the west by existing single-family residences and proposed Tower Street; on the east 
by Road 152; and on the north by Houston Avenue (called Ivanhoe Drive within Tulare County). This segment 
of Houston Avenue is also designated as SR 216.  

Environmental Setting 

The Project location is in an area that has historically been predominately agricultural. The San Joaquin Valley, 
like most of California, experiences a Mediterranean climate with warm, dry summers and cool, moist winters. 
The City experiences annual precipitation rates of approximately 10.93 inches, of which 85% falls between 
October and March.1  

Surrounding. The northerly portion of the Project is located at the far easterly edge of city limits and would be 
annexed by the City. Land to the north, south and east within the unincorporated portion of the County are 
agricultural, commercial, and rural residential uses. There are also County commercial uses to the south and 
east of the Project, fronting Noble Avenue and Mineral King Avenue, both of which are frontage roads to SR 
198. Land to the west lies within the city limits and contains urban uses – predominantly single-family residential 
development. There is one rural single-family parcel fronting on Mineral King Avenue directly south of the 
agricultural tail water/recharge basin.  

Adjacent to the west of the Tower Street alignment is an existing Southern California Edison (SCE) high-
voltage transmission line corridor approximately 150 feet in width. The portion of the corridor south of Mill 
Creek is owned in fee title by the City. The portion of the corridor north of Mill Creek is primarily owned in 
fee title by SCE with a small portion owned in fee title by the City. The portions not owned by SCE are subject 
to an easement. 

The City has approved a plan for the construction of a multi-use trail called the Greenway Trail. The Greenway 
Trail project, once constructed, would be within the SCE power line corridor. The trail is planned to begin 
where Cameron Creek crosses Road 148 approximately 1.2 miles south of SR 198. The trail would extend north 
for 2.7 miles within the SCE power line corridor traveling along the west edge of the Project site and connecting 
to the existing St. John’s River Trail. The St. John’s River Trail lies approximately a 0.25-mile north of Houston 
Avenue and runs east-west along the south bank of the St. John’s River. The City has received a Caltrans Active 
Transportation Planning Grant funding to construct the portion of the trail from Mineral King Avenue to Mill 
Creek. In the meantime, design and environmental clearance tasks are in progress.  

 
1 (U.S. Climate Data. 2020). https://www.usclimatedata.com/climate/visalia/california/united-states/usca1204 Accessed on August 23, 2020. 

https://www.usclimatedata.com/climate/visalia/california/united-states/usca1204


Cutler Park, owned and maintained by the County, is located approximately 0.75-mile to the northeast of the 
Project along Ivanhoe Road/SR 216 at the St. John’s River. Cutler Park is a small rural park with access to the 
St. John’s River and offers playgrounds, grassy areas, trails, and general outdoor nature areas. 

Project Site. The Project site has historically been and is currently used for agricultural purposes. There are 
multiple orchards in various stages, such as removal, planting, and harvesting, on the site. Two seasonal 
channels traverse the property: Mill Creek, and Packwood Creek. Three irrigation ditches traverse a portion of 
and terminate on the property or along the property boundary: Fleming Ditch, Oakes Ditch and one unnamed 
ditch. The unnamed ditch originates on the property as a bifurcation of Oakes Ditch. A portion of the Project 
site south of Packwood Creek and fronting along Mineral King Avenue is currently fallow with two depressed 
areas; the depressed area in the southeast corner was utilized in the past as a temporary parking lot. A portion 
of the Project site north of Packwood Creek and in the southwest corner contains an existing agricultural 
recharge basin.   

Project Components 

The purpose of the Project would be to co-locate city-wide/regional park amenities for both passive and active 
recreational uses, amongst functional groundwater recharge/storm water layoff basins.  The Project would 
allocate approximately 148 acres park uses and approximately 104 acres for recharge/storm water facility 
purposes. The primary components of the Project are described in more detail below.  

Groundwater Recharge and Storm Water Layoff Basins 

The groundwater recharge/storm water layoff basins would comprise approximately 104 acres and the site 
storm water runoff basins would comprise approximately 3.13 acres. The Project integrates both types of basins 
into the layout of the park amenities.  

The site storm water runoff would be accommodated by strategically-located drainage facilities that would 
direct storm water runoff from the Project into the basins. The storm water runoff basins are located along the 
west side adjacent to Tower Street and along the east side adjacent to Road 152.  

The Project would utilize the three existing waterways flowing through the property (Mill Creek, Packwood 
Creek, and Oakes Ditch) for groundwater recharge and storm water layoff functions.  The dual-function design 
would include new control structures to divert recharge and layoff waters from these waterways into the basins, 
move water between basins, and return water to Mill Creek or Packwood Creek as needed.  

Currently, the Oakes Ditch traverses the site east to west and goes underground to a drop inlet at the west end 
of the Project boundary. The inlet ultimately feeds a pipeline into an existing agricultural recharge basin outside 
the Project. As part of the Project, Oakes Ditch would be incorporated across the site as the low flow lines of 
one of the recharge basins. Oakes Ditch would then terminate within the recharge basin. The drop inlet and 
the pipeline would be removed as part of this Project.  

Regional Park Amenities 

The regional park amenities generally span across the entire Project site. The active recreational amenities would 
comprise approximately 139 acres. The passive amenities would utilize approximately 130 acres, which includes 
the groundwater recharge and storm water layoff facilities described above. These amenities would include the 
following: 



• Four (4) lighted and fenced adult softball fields (325’ to outfield fence) 

• Four (4) lighted and fenced youth baseball Fields (225’ to outfield fence) 

• Five (5) lighted full-size soccer fields (210’ X 330’) 

• Cricket field 

• Lighted tennis courts 

• Lighted pickleball courts 

• Lighted full basketball court 

• 18-hole disc golf course 

• Amphitheater with seating capacity of 1,500 

• Community center building (approx. 30,000 sq. ft.) including outdoor swimming pools 

• Dog park (approx. 3 acres) 

• Multi-use trails with fitness equipment 

• Event and open space turf areas 

• Children’s adventure play areas and splash pad 

• Picnic areas (formal and informal) 

• Agriculture education barn 

• Resource center 

• Maintenance yard 

• Parking areas 

To enhance the aesthetics of the park, the Project also proposes to realign Mill Creek to replicate its historical 
meandering alignment from 1937.  

Access and Roadways 

Mineral King Avenue. Currently there are two segments of Mineral King Avenue: one segment runs east to west; 
and the other curves off of the main segment to the north and would run through the Project before realigning 
with the main road. The straight east-west roadway segment would be referred to as the Mineral King Avenue 
(frontage road). The curvilinear segment of Mineral King Avenue would be referred to as Mineral King Avenue 
(existing re-alignment) west of Tower Street and the Mineral King Avenue (proposed re-alignment) east of 
Tower Street (arterial roadway). The Project proposes to construct the Mineral King Avenue (proposed re-
alignment) east of Tower Street in a mirror image of the existing re-alignment located on the west side of Tower 
Street to retain access from the east-west frontage road to Road 152. 

The existing and proposed re-alignments of Mineral King Avenue would have their alignments finalized and 
be constructed as part of the future Caltrans interchange at the intersection of Tower Street and SR 198. When 
this future interchange moves forward, a separate environmental document would be prepared by Caltrans.  

Tower Street. To provide access to the Project a new arterial roadway (Tower Street) would be constructed 
along the western edge of the Project site. Tower Street would be built to City standards for an arterial roadway 
with an ultimate right-of-way of 110 feet. Tower Street would connect to Mineral King Avenue (frontage road) 
at the south and Houston Avenue (SR 216) at the north. Existing stub streets and roadway connections would 



be extended east across the 150-foot-wide SCE corridor to connect to Tower Street—from south to north, 
Mineral King Avenue (frontage road), Mineral King Avenue (existing re-alignment), Villoy Avenue, Murray 
Avenue, Race Avenue, Douglas Avenue, and McKinley Avenue.  

These connections would be designed to allow the incorporation of the crossings of the Greenway Trail (a 
separate project) within the SCE corridor. 

The improvements to the intersection of Tower Street and Houston Avenue (SR 216) would be made and a 
stop sign would be added. Later, Caltrans may either provide a signalized intersection or a roundabout pursuant 
to Caltrans direction and standards. This is not part of this Project’s activities and would be addressed by 
Caltrans in a separate environmental review.  

In addition to the connections from the west, two park entrances would be constructed off Tower Street 
generally at the easterly alignments of Villoy Avenue and McKinley Avenue. These entrance points lead to an 
internal roadway system that provides circulation within the park. Areas for parking are available immediately 
off this internal roadway system.  

Houston Avenue (SR 216). Currently, SR 216 exists as a four-lane divided roadway between Lovers Lane and 
McAuliff Street and as a two-lane roadway between McAuliff Street and Road 152.  

Road 152. Improvements and underground utility extensions along Road 152 (western half of the road) would 
consist of a 10-foot roadway widening, grading, sidewalks, and curb and gutter.  

Annexation and Land Use Approvals 

Prior to pursuing development of the Project, the City would need to amend the General Plan Land Use 
designation of approximately 42 acres in the northern area from Low Density Residential, Medium Density 
Residential, and High Density Residential to Parks/Recreation consistent with the remaining 88 acres area north 
of Mill Creek and the portion already within the city limits. The City would also pre-zone the 130 acres between 
Mill Creek and Houston Avenue to the Quasi-Public (QP) zone district, under which the Project uses are 
permitted and which is also consistent with the area already within the city limits; the unincorporated acreage 
is currently zoned AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural – 20-Acre Minimum) by the County. The City would then 
apply to the Tulare County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) for annexation of the northern 130 
acres. LAFCo’s approval and subsequent perfection of the annexation would bring the property into the city 
limits, at which time the City’s zoning would take effect. 

The majority of the southern two-thirds of the Project Site is located within Tier I of the City’s Urban 
Development Boundary, while the remainder (which is planned for residential use) is within Tier III, the Urban 
Growth Boundary. The City’s General Plan contains criteria to determine whether land within Tier III can be 
developed; however, it applies only to residential, commercial, and industrial development. Therefore, the City 
Council’s decision to annex the land for the regional park use constitutes the necessary criteria to allow the 
Project to be developed in the Tier 3 Urban Growth Boundary. 

Site Plan Review 

Proposed Concept Plans A1 and B1 were the subject of Site Plan Review on July 22, 2015. City Departments 
providing review comments included: 

• Fire Department –Required fire hydrants and provided accessibility comments and conditions.   

• Police Department – Comments were given related to sufficient lighting, accessibility, and visibility. 
Primarily in support of Concept B1 as that concept provides the most accessibility and visibility.  

• Public Works (sewer/water/storm drain) – Comments required the Project to comply with City 
Ordinance No. 13.08 and water features must use recirculated water.   



• Solid Waste – No comment.  

• Planning – Comments were given regarding the annexation, general plan amendment, change of zone, 
and lighting and noise concerns.  

• Building – No comment.  

• Traffic Safety Division – Required a Traffic Impact Analysis.  

• Engineering – Comments required the Project to comply with City Standards.  

• Parks & Recreation – Preserve valley oak trees.  

Ultimately, the Site Plan Review Committee noted that the project should revise and proceed with the 
entitlement process.  

The Project is intended to be built in three phases over an extended period of time, the duration of which is 
currently unknown. Timing of construction of each phase would be largely dependent on funding. As the 
project moves forward from phase to phase, construction-level engineering drawings for site grading, utility 
installation, roadway construction, and other improvements would need to be completed and approved by the 
City before construction can begin.  

Construction Phasing 

As noted, the Project would be constructed in multiple phases. The first phase would include the development 
of the groundwater recharge and stormwater layoff basins. The second phase would include the construction 
of Tower Street and Road 152 frontage improvements as well as the construction of the following park 
amenities: Adult Softball Fields, Youth Baseball Fields, Soccer Fields, and Ancillary facilities (maintenance yard, 
cricket field, basketball court, children’s play area, and picnic area) interior roadways and three entrances/exists. 
The third phase would include construction of the remainder of the park amenities. 
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6 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program 

This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been formulated based upon the findings in 
Chapter 3 – Impact Analysis of this EIR. The MMRP lists mitigation measures recommended for the Project 
and identifies monitoring and reporting requirements and responsible parties.  

Table 6-1 presents the mitigation measures identified for the Project. Each mitigation measure is numbered 
with a symbol indicating the topical section to which it pertains, a hyphen, and the impact number. For example, 
BIO-1 would be the first mitigation measure identified in the Biological Resources analysis of the EIR.  

The first column of Table 6-1 identifies the mitigation measure. The second column, entitled “When 
Monitoring is to Occur,” identifies the time the mitigation measure should be initiated. The third column, 
“Frequency of Monitoring,” identifies the frequency of which the monitoring of the mitigation measure should 
occur. The fourth column, “Agency Responsible for Monitoring,” names the party responsible for ensuring 
that the mitigation measure is properly implemented. The last columns will be used by the City of Visalia (City) 
as a check-off tool to ensure that and when individual mitigation measures have been complied with and 
monitored.  
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Table 6-1. Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

Biological Resources 

BIO – 1a: (WEAP Training) 

• Prior to initiating construction activities (including 
staging and mobilization), all personnel associated 
with Project construction shall attend mandatory 
Worker Environmental Awareness Program 
(WEAP) training, conducted by a qualified biologist, 
to aid workers in identifying special status 
resources that may occur in the Project area.  

• The specifics of this program shall include 
identification of the sensitive species and suitable 
habitats, a description of the regulatory status and 
general ecological characteristics of sensitive 
resources, and review of the limits of construction 
and mitigation measures required to reduce 
impacts to biological resources within the work 
area.  

• This training will specifically discuss the 
conservation status of the California condor, in 
addition to all other special status species, describe 
the laws and regulations in place to provide 
protection of these species, identify the penalties 
for violation of applicable environmental laws and 
regulations, and a list of required protective 
measures to avoid “take.”  

• A fact sheet conveying this information, along with 
photographs or illustrations of sensitive species 
with potential to occur on-site, shall also be 
prepared for distribution to all contractors, their 
employees, and all other personnel involved with 
construction of the Project.  

Prior to initiating 
construction activities 

Once City of Visalia 

Submittal of 
WEAP training 

attendance 
form 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

• All employees shall sign a form documenting that 
they have attended WEAP training and understand 
the information presented to them. 

BIO – 2: (Construction Operational Hours) 

• Construction shall be conducted during daylight 
hours to reduce disturbance to wildlife that could be 
foraging within work areas. 

During construction 
activities 

Continuously City of Visalia 
Permit 
condition 

 

BIO – 3: Best Management Practices (BMPs) 

• The Project proponent will ensure that all workers 
employ the following best management practices 
(BMPs) in order to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts to special status species: 

  City of Visalia   

BIO – 3a: Best Management Practices (BMPs) 

• Vehicles shall observe a 15-mph speed limit while 
on unpaved access routes. 

During construction 
activities 

Continuously City of Visalia Signs posted  

BIO – 3b: Best Management Practices (BMPs) 

• Workers shall inspect areas beneath parked 
vehicles prior to mobilization. If special status 
species are detected beneath vehicles, the 
individual will either be allowed to leave of its 
own volition or will be captured by the 
qualified biologist (must possess appropriate 
collecting/handling permits) and relocated out 
of harm’s way to the nearest suitable habitat 
beyond the influence of the Project work area.  

• “Take” of listed (rare, threatened, or 
endangered) is prohibited. If a listed species 

During construction 
activities 

Continuously City of Visalia 
Permit 

condition 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

is observed within the Project area, the 
biologist will stop work and contact the 
appropriate regulatory agency (CDFW and/or 
USFWS) for guidance on how to proceed.   

BIO – 3c: Best Management Practices (BMPs) 

• The presence of any special status species 
and/or any wildlife mortalities will be reported 
to the Project’s designated biologist and the 
appropriate regulatory agencies (CDFW, 
USFWS, etc.). 

When special status 
species and/or any 

wildlife mortalities are 
present 

Continuously City of Visalia 
Submittal of 

report to City of 
Visalia 

 

BIO – 4: Avoidance 

• The Project construction activities shall occur, 
if feasible, between September 1 and January 
31 (outside of nesting bird season) in an effort 
to avoid impacts to listed species.  

During construction 
planning 

Once City of Visalia 
Issuance of 

Building Permit 
 

BIO – 5: Pre-Construction Survey 

• A qualified biologist shall conduct pre-
construction surveys specific to the following 
species: Swainson’s hawk, white-tailed kite, 
tricolored blackbird, northern harrier, 
burrowing owl, loggerhead shrike, palled bat, 
western mastiff bat, and American badger. 

  City of Visalia   
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

BIO – 5a: Nesting Birds 

• If activities must occur within nesting bird 
season (February 1 to August 31), the survey 
shall include the proposed work area and 
surrounding lands within 500 feet.  

• If no active nests are observed, no further 
mitigation is required.  

• Raptor nests are considered “active” upon the 
nest-building stage.  

• All other nests are considered “active” by the 
presence of eggs or young.  

If construction activities 
occur between February 

1 and August 31 
Once City of Visalia 

Submittal of 
preconstruction 
survey report 

 

BIO – 5b: Animal Species 

• A pre-construction survey of Project areas 
within 30 days prior to vegetation clearing or 
ground disturbing activities.  

• Environmentally sensitive areas will be 
flagged for avoidance.  

• If suitable habitat for regionally occurring 
special status species are detected upon pre-
construction surveys, construction monitoring 
will be required. 

Within 30 days prior to 
vegetation clearing or 

ground disturbing 
activities 

Once, when construction 
commences and 
recommences 

City of Visalia 
Submittal of 

preconstruction 
survey report 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

BIO – 6: Establish Buffers 

• On discovery of any active nests or listed 
species near work areas, the biologist shall 
determine appropriate construction setback 
distances based on applicable CDFW and/or 
USFWS guidelines and/or the biology of the 
species in question.  

• Construction buffers shall be identified with 
flagging, fencing, or other easily visible 
means, and shall be maintained until the 
biologist has determined that the nestlings 
have fledged, or construction has finished in 
that area. 

On discovery of any 
active nests or listed 
species near work areas 

Continuously, until 
construction is complete 

City of Visalia 
Submittal of 
preconstruction 
survey report 

 

BIO – 7: Monitor 

• A qualified biologist will conduct a pre-activity 
clearance survey each day and remain on-
site to oversee all vegetation clearing and 
ground disturbing activities conducted within 
suitable habitat for special status species that 
were identified in the pre-construction 
surveys (BIO 5 a-b).  

• The biological monitor must possess required 
collecting/handling permits.  

• If a special status species is observed within 
Project areas, the biologist will stop work 
order and the individual will either be allowed 
to leave of its own volition or will be captured 
by the qualified biologist and relocated out of 
harm’s way to the nearest suitable habitat 
beyond the influence of the Project work area.  

During construction 
activities 

Continuously, until 
construction is complete 

City of Visalia 
Submittal of 

preconstruction 
survey report 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

• “Take” of listed (rare, threatened, or 
endangered) is prohibited.  

• If a listed species is observed within the 
Project area, the biologist will stop work and 
contact the appropriate regulatory agency 
(CDFW and/or USFWS) for guidance on how 
to proceed. 

BIO – 8: (Mitigation Fees or Replacement Planting) 

• Should avoidance of valley oak trees not be 
possible, the City will comply with the 
permitting requirements of the Oak Tree 
Preservation Ordinance and will mitigate the 
loss consistent with the provisions of the Oak 
Tree Mitigation Policy. 

If avoidance of valley 
oak trees is not possible 

Continuously, until 
construction is complete 

City of Visalia 

Permit 
conditions of 

Oak Tree 
Preservation 
Ordinance 

 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 

CR-1 

• If, in the course of project construction or 
operation, any archaeological or historical 
resources are uncovered, discovered, or 
otherwise detected or observed, activities 
within one hundred (100) feet of the find shall 
be ceased and the City of Visalia shall be 
notified immediately. The project proponent 
shall retain a qualified archaeologist to assess 
the significance of the find and make 
mitigation recommendations, if warranted. 
The archaeologist shall document the 
resources using DPR 523 forms and file said 
forms with the California Historical Resources 
Information System (CHRIS). The resources 

During project 
construction or 

operation 
Continuously City of Visalia 

Submittal of 
DPR 523 form 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

shall be photo-documented and collected by 
the archaeologist for submittal. The 
archaeologist shall be required to submit to 
the County for review and approval a report of 
the findings and method of curation or 
protection of the resources. Further grading or 
site work within the area of discovery shall not 
be allowed until the preceding steps have 
been taken. 

CR-2 

• Prior to the issuance of grading permits, a 
Paleontological Resource Impact Mitigation 
Program (PRIMP) will be prepared by a 
qualified professional paleontologist who 
meets the SVP (2010) standards for Project 
Paleontologist because of the likelihood of 
vertebrate fossils. The PRIMP will utilize the 
results of the paleontological technical memo 
refined by the results of geotechnical borings 
to specify the steps to be taken to mitigate 
impacts to paleontological resources. 

If human remains are 
uncovered or 
discovered 

Continuously City of Visalia   
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

CR-3 

• A Paleontological Resources - Worker 
Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) 
training will be prepared prior to the start of 
Project-related ground disturbance and 
presented in person to all on-site construction 
personnel to inform them of the types of 
fossils that may be found and the procedures 
to follow if any are encountered. 

Prior to any ground 
disturbance/construction 

activity 
Continuously City of Visalia   

CR-4 

• If human remains are uncovered, or in any 
other case where human remains are 
discovered, the Tulare County Coroner is to 
be notified to arrange their proper treatment 
and disposition. If the remains are identified – 
on the basis of archaeological context, age, 
cultural associations, or biological traits – as 
those of a Native American, California Health 
and Safety Code 7050.5 and Public 
Resources Code 5097.98 require that the 
coroner notify the NAHC within 24 hours of 
discovery. The NAHC will then identify the 
Most Likely Descendent who will be afforded 
an opportunity to make recommendations 
regarding the manner in which the remains 
are treated. 

If human remains are 
uncovered or 
discovered 

Continuously City of Visalia 

Notification of 
County 

Coroner and 
NAHC 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

NOISE 

NOI-1 

• Use of softball, baseball, and soccer fields 
shall be limited to the hours of 7:00 am – 7:00 
pm. 

Once Phase 2 is 
operational 

Continuously City of Visalia 
Permit 

condition 
 

NOI-2 

• Construction of an 8-foot sound wall along 
residential boundary of homes directly to the 
west of Project site (see Figure 3-19 for 
approximate location).  

• The sound wall material should consist of 
concrete block (8 in. x 8 in. x 16 in.), dense 
concrete (4 in. thick), or light concrete (4 in. to 
6 in. thick).  

• The wall shall provide breaks to allow for flood 
waters to pass through.  

Prior to construction of 
Phase 2 

 
Prior to construction of 
Phase 3 if NOI-3 is not 

selected. 

Once City of Visalia 
Issuance of 

final inspection 
 

NOI-3 

• Reorient the amphitheater to the northeast. 
Grade the amphitheater stage to be at same 
grade or level than the sensitive receptors to 
the west. 

Prior to construction of 
Phase 3 and NOI-2 is 

not selected 
Once City of Visalia 

Approval of 
site plan 

modification 
 

NOI-4 

• Vibration Monitoring will be conducted during 
construction of Phases 1, 2, and 3 of the 
Project when directly adjacent to a sensitive 
receptor (at Project boundary).  

• Vibration will be monitored along the 
perimeter of the construction area and at 
varying distances.  

During project 
construction when 

adjacent to sensitive 
receptor 

Continuously City of Visalia 
Submittal of 

tabulated 
analysis 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

• A vibration criterion of 0.5 inches per second 
(in/sec) peak particle velocity (PPV) is 
proposed as the applicable action threshold 
criteria for ground-borne vibration 
measurement during proposed remedial 
construction activities.  

• The 0.5 in/sec PPV criterion has been 
established by the United States Bureau of 
Mines as the threshold above which damage 
to interior plaster walls may occur.  

• This criterion has become recognized by 
industry as the threshold for the onset of 
vibration damage to typical residential 
structures. Collected vibration monitoring 
results will be compared to the vibration 
criterion.  

• The results will also be tabulated and 
reviewed on a weekly basis to assess trends 
and formulate the basis for mitigation 
measures, if required.  

Traffic 

TR-1 – Lovers Lane at Mineral King Avenue 

• Widen the northbound approach to 1 left turn 
lane, 2 through lanes, and 1 right turn lane 
(adding 1 right turn lane) 

• Widen the southbound approach to 2 left turn 
lanes and 2 through lanes with a shared right 
(adding 1 left turn lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 2 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-2 –SR 198 WB Ramps at Mineral King Avenue 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

• Widen the northbound approach to 1 left turn 
lane and 1 right turn lanes (adding 1 right turn 
lane) 

• Widen the eastbound approach to 1 through 
lane and 1 right turn lane (adding 1 right turn 
lane) 

• Widen the westbound approach to 1 left turn 
lane and 1 through lane (adding 1 left turn 
lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 2 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

Cumulative Year 2040 Mitigation Measures 

TR – 3 – Lovers Lane at Mineral King Avenue 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project scenarios: 
• Widen the northbound approach to 1 left 

turn lane, 2 through lanes, and 1 right 
turn lane (adding 1 right turn lane) 

• Widen the southbound approach to 2 
left turn lanes and 2 through lanes with 
a shared right (adding 1 left turn lane) 

• Widen the eastbound approach to 1 left 
turn lane, 1 through lane, and 1 right 
turn lane (adding 1 right turn lane) 

• Widen the westbound approach to 1 left 
turn lane, 1 through lane, and 1 right 
turn lane (adding 1 right turn lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR – 4 – Lovers Lane at SR 198 EB Ramps 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project scenarios: 
• Widen the northbound approach to 2 

through lanes and 1 right turn lane 
(adding 1 right turn lane) 

• Widen the eastbound approach to 2 left 
turn lanes and 1 right turn lane (adding 
1 left turn lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-5 – SR 198 WB Ramps at Mineral King Avenue 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
• Install Traffic Signal 
• Widen the northbound approach to 1 left 

turn lane and 1 right turn lanes (adding 
1 right turn lane) 

• Widen the eastbound approach to 1 
through lane and 1 right turn lane with 
overlap phasing (adding 1 right turn 
lane) 

• Widen the westbound approach to 1 left 
turn lane and 1 through lane (adding 1 
left turn lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR -6 – McAuliff Street and Mineral King Avenue 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
• Widen the westbound approach to 1 

through and 1 right turn lane (adding 1 
right turn lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

TR-7 – Road 152 and Mineral King Avenue 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
• Widen the southbound approach to 1 

left turn and 1 right turn lane (adding 1 
right turn lane) 

• Widen the eastbound approach to 1 left 
turn lane and 1 through lane (adding 1 
left turn lane) 

• Widen the westbound approach to 1 
through lane and 1 right turn lane 
(adding 1 right turn lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR -8 – Noble Avenue and SR 198 EB Ramps 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
• Install Traffic Signal 
• Widen the westbound approach to 1 

through lane and 1 right turn lane 
(adding 1 right turn lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-9 – Road 156 and Mineral King Avenue 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
• Widen the northbound approach to 2 left 

turn lanes and 1 through lane with a 
shared right (adding 1 left turn lane) 

• Widen the eastbound approach to 1 left 
turn lane, 1 through lane, and 1 right 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

turn lane with overlap phasing (adding 1 
right turn lane) 

TR-10 – Road 156 and Noble Avenue 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
• Widen the northbound approach to 2 left 

turn lanes and 1 through lane with a 
shared right (adding 1 left turn lane) 

• Widen the eastbound approach to 1 left 
turn lane, 1 through lane, and 1 right 
turn lane with overlap phasing (adding 1 
right turn lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-11 – SR 198 WB Off Ramp and Mineral King Avenue 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
• Widen the westbound approach to 2 

through lanes (adding 1 through lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-12 – Road 156 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 

South of Noble Avenue  
• Widen the segment from 2 to 4 travel 

lanes (adding 1 travel lane in each 
direction) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

SR 198 Ramp Junctions 

TR-13 - SR 198 EB Off Ramp to Lovers Lane 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
o Widen the SR 198 mainline from 2 to 3 

travel lanes in the eastbound movement 
(adding 1 travel lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-14 - SR 198 WB On Ramp from Lovers Lane 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project and 
Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project 
scenarios: 
o Widen the SR 198 mainline from 2 to 3 

travel lanes in the westbound 
movement (adding 1 travel lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

Queuing 

TR-15 - Lovers Lane and Houston Avenue (SR 216) 

• In the southbound left‐turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 225 feet to 300 feet.  

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-16 - Lovers Lane and Mineral King Avenue 

• In the northbound left-turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 100 feet to 325 feet. 

• In the southbound left‐turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 175 feet to 225 feet. 

• In the westbound left-turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 150 feet to 325 feet.  

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-17 - Lovers Lane and SR 198 EB Ramps 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

• In the eastbound left-turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 225 feet to 375 feet. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-18 - Lovers Lane and Noble Avenue 

• In the eastbound left-turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 125 feet to 275 feet. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-19 - McAuliff Street and Houston Avenue (SR 216) 

• In the northbound left-turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 150 feet to 300 feet. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-20 - McAuliff Street and Mineral King Avenue 

• In the southbound right-turn lane, lengthen 
the storage pocket from 250 feet to 300 feet. 

• In the eastbound left-turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 200 feet to 275 feet. 

• In the westbound right-turn lane, provide 
300-foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-21 - Road 152 and Mineral King Avenue 

• In the southbound right-turn lane, provide 
125-foot storage pocket. 

• In the eastbound left-turn lane, provide 100-
foot storage pocket. 

• In the westbound right-turn lane, provide 
125-foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-22 - SR 198 EB Ramps and Noble Avenue 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

• In the westbound right-turn lane, provide 
125-foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-23 - Road 156 and Noble Avenue 

• In the northbound left-turn lane, lengthen the 
storage pocket from 175 feet to 225 feet. 

• In the eastbound right-turn lane, provide 
150-foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-24 - Tower Street and Houston Avenue (SR 216) 

• In the northbound left-turn lane, provide 200-
foot storage pocket. 

• In the northbound right-turn lane, provide 
100-foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-25 - Tower Street and McKinley Avenue-Project Driveway #2 

• In the southbound left-turn lane, provide 100-
foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-26 - Tower Street and Race Avenue 

• In the northbound left-turn lane, provide 100-
foot storage pocket. 

• In the southbound left-turn lane, provide 100-
foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-27 - Tower Street and Murray Avenue 

• In the northbound left-turn lane, provided 
250-foot storage pocket 

• In the southbound right-turn lane, provide 
100-foot storage pocket 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

TR-28 - Tower Street and Villoy Avenue-Project Driveway #1 

• In the northbound left-turn lane, provide 150-
foot storage pocket. 

• In the southbound left-turn lane, provide 100-
foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-29 - Tower Street and Villoy Avenue-Project Driveway #1 

• In the southbound left-turn lane, provide 250-
foot storage pocket. 

• In the eastbound left-turn lane, provide 175-
foot storage pocket. 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

Cumulative Year 2040 With Tower Street Interchange Mitigation Measures 

INTERSECTIONS 

TR-30 - Tower Street at Houston Avenue (SR 216) 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Without Project With 
Tower Street Interchange and Cumulative 
Year 2040 Plus Project With Tower Street 
Interchange scenarios: 
o Install Traffic Signal 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

TR-31 - Tower Street at Villoy Avenue-Project Driveway #1 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project With 
Tower Street Interchange scenario: 
o Install Traffic Signal 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 

 

Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project With Tower Street Interchange Alternatives 1 and 2 Mitigation Measures 

SR 198 Ramp Junctions 
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure/Condition of Approval 
When Monitoring is to 

Occur 
Frequency of 

Monitoring 

Agency 
Responsible 

for Monitoring 

Method to 
Verify 

Compliance 

Verification 
of 

Compliance 

TR-32 - SR 198 EB On Ramp from Tower Street 

• Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project With 
Tower Street Interchange – Alternative 1 
scenario: 
o Widen the SR 198 mainline from 2 to 3 

travel lanes in the eastbound movement 
(adding 1 travel lane) 

Prior to operation of 
Phase 3 

Once City of Visalia 
Completion of 

mitigation 
measure 
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	a-ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
	a-iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
	a-iv) Landslides?
	b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
	c) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
	d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Chapter 18 of the most recently adopted California Building Code creating substantial risks to life or property?
	e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

	3.6.4 Cumulative Impacts

	3.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	3.7.1 Environmental Setting
	3.7.2 Methodology
	3.7.3 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	Section 202 GHG Regulation of Cars and Light Duty Trucks
	Greenhouse Gas Findings (2009)
	Executive Order 13154 Federal Leadership in Environmental, Energy, and Economic Performance
	Energy Policy and Conservation Act, and Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFÉ) Standards
	Energy Policy Acts of 1992, 2005, etc. (EPAct)
	Global Change Research Act (1990)

	State
	California Air Resources Board
	California Attorney General
	CEQA Guidelines Appendix F: Energy Conservation

	Local
	Visalia Climate Action Plan (CAP)
	Visalia’s Climate Change Initiatives
	San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District


	3.7.4 Impact Assessment
	a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?
	b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

	3.7.5 Cumulative Impacts

	3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials
	3.8.1 Environmental Setting
	3.8.2 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	Occupational Health and Safety Administration

	State
	Department of Toxic Substances Control
	Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act
	State Underground Storage Tank Program
	Hazardous Materials Worker Safety Requirements

	Local
	Tulare County Environmental Health Division
	City of Visalia and Tulare County Fire Departments
	Waste Disposal Regulations


	3.8.3 Impact Assessment
	a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? and;
	b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?
	c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
	d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?
	e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project ...
	f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
	g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

	3.8.4 Cumulative Impacts

	3.9 Hydrology and Water Quality
	3.9.1 Environmental Setting
	Precipitation
	Groundwater
	Surface Water
	Conveyance in Local Streams and Ditches
	Storm Water Layoff
	Water Quality
	Groundwater Quality
	Surface Water Quality


	3.9.2 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	Federal Clean Water Act
	Section 401 – Water Quality Certification
	National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Waste Discharge Regulations
	Phase II MS4 Permit
	Construction Stormwater NPDES Permit
	General Dewatering Permit
	Section 404
	National Flood Insurance Program
	Executive Order 11988

	State
	Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act of 1969
	California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region – Basin Plan
	Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
	Streambed Alteration Agreement

	Local
	Phase II MS4 Permit
	Visalia Urban Water Management Plan
	City of Visalia General Plan
	City of Visalia Municipal Code: Chapter 15.60, Flood Plain Management Ordinance


	3.9.3 Impact Assessment
	a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?
	b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate...
	c) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
	d) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would res...
	e) Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? And
	f) Otherwise substantially degrades water quality?
	g) Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? And,
	h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood flows?
	i) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
	j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

	3.9.4 Cumulative Impacts

	3.10  Land Use and Planning
	3.10.1 Environmental Setting
	3.10.2 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	State
	Local
	City of Visalia General Plan
	City of Visalia Municipal Code
	Waterways and Trails Master Plan


	3.10.3 Impact Assessment
	a) Impact Assessment Would the project physically divide an established community?
	b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the General Plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted ...
	c) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan?

	3.10.4 Cumulative Impacts

	3.11 Mineral Resources
	3.11.1 Environmental Setting
	3.11.2 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	State
	California Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975

	Local

	3.11.3 Impact Assessment
	a) Impact Assessment Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?
	b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

	3.11.4 Cumulative Impacts

	3.12 Noise
	3.12.1 Environmental Setting
	3.12.2 Methodology
	Site Selection
	Noise Level Measurement Program

	3.12.3 Noise Fundamentals
	Sound and Noise
	Sound Pressure Levels and Decibels
	Addition of Decibels
	A-Weighted Decibels

	Human Response to Changes in Noise Levels
	Noise Descriptors

	Sound Propagation and Attenuation
	Ground-borne Vibration

	3.12.4 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	EPA’s Noise Control Program (40 CFR 204).

	State
	State of California General Plan Guidelines

	Local
	City of Visalia General Plan
	Noise Ordinance


	3.12.5 Impact Assessment
	a) Would the project cause exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
	Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.
	Short-Term Impacts
	Long-Term Impacts
	Traffic Noise
	Stationary Noise

	 NOI-1 – Use of softball, baseball, and soccer fields shall be limited to the hours of 7:00 am – 7:00 pm.
	 NOI-2 – Construction of an 8-foot sound wall along residential boundary of homes directly to the west of Project site (see Figure 3-19 for approximate location). The sound wall material should consist of concrete block (8” x 8” x 16”), dense concret...
	 NOI-3 – Reorient the amphitheater to the northeast. Grade the amphitheater stage to be at same grade or level than the sensitive receptors to the west.
	b) Would the project cause exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?
	Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Ambient vibration levels in residential areas are typically 50 VdB, which is well below human perception. The operation of heating/air conditioning systems and slamming of doors produce typica...
	c) Would the project cause a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
	d) Would the project cause a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
	e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise...
	f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

	3.12.6 Cumulative Impacts

	3.13 Population and Housing
	3.13.1 Environmental Setting
	3.13.2 Regulatory Setting
	3.13.3  Impact Assessment
	a) Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
	b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
	c) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

	3.13.4 Cumulative Impacts

	3.14 Public Services
	3.14.1 Environmental Setting
	Visalia Police Department
	Visalia Fire Department
	Evacuation Routes and Potential Shelter Sites
	Schools
	Parks, Open Space, and Recreation

	3.14.2 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	State
	State Open Space Standards

	Local
	City of Visalia General Plan: Parks, Schools, Community Facilities, and Utilities
	Waterways and Trails Master Plan
	Tulare County Fire Department
	City of Visalia Fire Department Plan Check and Hydrant Ordinance
	Master Mutual Aid Plan
	Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazards Mitigation Plan


	3.14.3 Impact Assessment
	a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause s...

	3.14.4 Cumulative Impacts

	3.15 Recreation
	3.15.1 Environmental Setting
	Existing Parks and Recreation Facilities

	3.15.2 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	State
	State Open Space Standards
	Quimby Act

	Local
	City of Visalia General Plan
	Waterways and Trails Master Plan


	3.15.3 Impact Assessment
	a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
	b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

	3.15.4 Cumulative Impacts

	3.16 Transportation/Traffic
	3.16.1 Environmental Setting
	3.16.2 Methodology
	Study Area
	Intersections
	Existing Intersections
	Future Intersections
	Roadway Segments
	Existing Roadway Segments
	Future Roadway Segments
	Study Scenarios
	Phasing
	Trip Generation
	Trip Distribution

	3.16.3 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

	State
	California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

	Local
	Tulare County Association of Governments Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 2011


	3.16.4 Impact Assessment
	a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant...
	Project Traffic
	Near-Term Intersection Capacity Analysis
	Near-Term Roadway Segment Capacity Analysis
	Near-Term Queuing Analysis
	Near-Term Merge/Diverge Analysis

	3.16.5 Mitigation Measures
	Existing Plus Project Mitigation Measures
	Near-Term Mitigation Measures
	Cumulative Year 2040 Mitigation Measures
	Roadway Segments
	SR 198 Ramp Junctions
	Queuing
	Cumulative Year 2040 With Tower Street Interchange Mitigation Measures
	INTERSECTIONS
	Special Event Traffic Impacts
	Roadway Segments
	SR 198 Ramp Junctions
	Cumulative Year 2040 Plus Project With Tower Street Interchange Alternatives 1 and 2 Mitigation Measures
	Special Event Traffic Impacts
	Roadway Segments
	SR 198 Ramp Junctions
	Equitable Fair-Share Responsibility

	b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?
	c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that result in substantial safety risks?
	d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
	e) Result in inadequate emergency access?
	f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

	3.16.6 Cumulative Impacts

	3.17 Utilities and Service Systems
	3.17.1 Environmental Setting
	Potable Water
	Wastewater
	Stormwater Drainage
	Solid Waste
	Electricity
	Natural Gas
	Communications

	3.17.2 Regulatory Setting
	Federal
	Clean Water Act
	Municipal Urban (Area-wide) Storm-Water Discharges

	State
	State Water Resources Control Board – Waste Discharge Requirements Program
	Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle)
	National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit
	California Department of Water Resources
	Water Conservation Act of 2009 (SB X7-7)
	State Water Quality Certification Program
	Construction Stormwater NPDES Permit
	Phase II MS4 Permit
	Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board

	Local
	City of Visalia General Plan
	City of Visalia Municipal Code


	3.17.3 Impact Assessment
	a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?
	b) Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?
	c) Would the project require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?
	d) Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?
	e) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
	f) Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?
	g) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

	3.17.4 Cumulative Impacts


	4 Analysis of the Alternatives
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