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[bookmark: _Toc18821250]PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Title:
Orosi High School Recreation Complex Phase 2
Lead Agency Name and Address: 
Cutler-Orosi Joint Unified School District
Contact Person and Phone Number: 
Raffi Soghomonian 559-528-4763
Project Location: 
41815 Road 128, Orosi, CA 93647
Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: 
N/A
General Plan Designation: 
Quasi Public/High Density Residential
Zoning: 
Residential and AE-20 Exclusive Ag Zone
Description of Project: 
The proposed project would include the installation of 19 light standards within the previously developed recreational complex area in Orosi, California (see Figure 1). Eight 70-foot light standards would be installed around the existing football field and junior varsity soccer field, six 60- to 80-foot light standards would be installed around the existing baseball field, and five 60- to 70-foot light standards would be installed around the existing softball field. 
The proposed project also includes the installation of three 960-square foot buildings that would house restrooms and concessions. The existing facilities and proposed facilities are shown on Figure 2.
Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: 
[bookmark: _GoBack]El Monte Middle School is located to the north of the proposed project area; Avenue 419 and Orosi High School are located to the south of the proposed project area; Road 126 and residential uses are located to the west of the proposed project area; and Road 128 and residential uses are located to the east of the proposed project area.


Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required (e.g., permits, financial approval, or participation agreements): 

· California Department of Education, School Facilities and Transportation Unit 
· Department of Toxic Substance Control 
· Division of the State Architect 
· California State Clearing House 
· Native American Heritage Commission 

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resource Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?
The District requested a Sacred Lands File search from the Native American Heritage Commission on October 1, 2019. Pursuant to AB 52, the District contacted the tribal representatives on the list on October 2, 2019. To date, the District has received no responses from tribal representatives. In the event that the tribal representatives express interest in the project and/or the project area, the District will coordinate with the tribes to address any concerns.	Comment by John Dominguez: Insert the date here.	Comment by Erin Dunshee: 

[image: ]	
	Comment by John Dominguez: Delete Highlight
[bookmark: _Toc18821280]Project Location and Vicinity
[bookmark: _Toc18821281]
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[bookmark: _Toc18821251]ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist in Chapter 3.0. 
	|_| Aesthetics
	|_| Agriculture and Forestry Resources
	|_| Air Quality

	|_| Biological Resources 
	|_| Cultural Resources
	|_| Energy

	|_| Geology/Soils
	|_| Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	|_| Hazards & Hazardous Materials

	|_| Hydrology/Water Quality
	|_| Land Use/Planning
	|_| Mineral Resources

	|_| Noise
	|_| Population/Housing
	|_| Public Services

	|_| Recreation
	|_| Transportation
	|_| Tribal Cultural Resources

	|_| Utilities/Service Systems 
	|_| Wildfire
	|_| Mandatory Findings of Significance



[bookmark: _Toc18821252]Determination
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
|_|	I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
[bookmark: Check1]|X|	I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
|_|	I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
|_|	I find that the proposed project MAY have a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.
|_|	I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.
	
	
	

	Signature
	
	Date
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[bookmark: _Toc18821253]CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
[bookmark: _Toc18821254]Aesthetics
	
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the project: 
	
	
	
	

	Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
	[bookmark: Check5]|_|
	[bookmark: Check6]|_|
	[bookmark: Check7]|_|
	[bookmark: Check8]|X|

	Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway
	[bookmark: Check9]|_|
	[bookmark: Check10]|_|
	[bookmark: Check11]|_|
	[bookmark: Check12]|X|

	In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from a publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?
	[bookmark: Check13]|_|
	[bookmark: Check14]|_|
	[bookmark: Check15]|X|
	[bookmark: Check16]|_|

	Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
	[bookmark: Check17]|_|
	[bookmark: Check18]|_|
	[bookmark: Check19]|X|
	[bookmark: Check20]|_|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project have a substantial effect on a scenic vista?
The proposed project area is located in a rural and residential area characterized by views of El Monte Middle School, Orosi High School, roads, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, utility poles, and surrounding residential uses. According to the Tulare County General Plan there are no designated scenic vistas within the planning area (see Figure 11-2). Development of the proposed project would have no impact on a scenic vista.

b.	Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
According to the California Department of Transportation, there are no officially designated or eligible state scenic highways located within the community of Orosi. The project site has been developed as a recreational complex and is devoid of trees, rock outcroppings, or historic structures. The nearest Eligible State Scenic Highway is State Route 180 in Kings County, which is approximately 12.0 miles north of the proposed project (Esri 2017). Therefore, project construction and operation would have no impact on scenic resources within a state scenic highway.

c.	In non-urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from a publicly accessible vantage point.) If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?
Views of the project area from publicly accessible vantage points (i.e., Roads 126 and 128 and Avenue 419) currently include a football field, soccer field, baseball field, and softball field. Views of the surrounding areas contain residences and schools in the foreground, trees in the middle ground, and mountain peaks in the background. The proposed project includes the installation of 19 light standards (ranging in height from 50-80 feet) and three 960-sqaure foot buildings (approximately 15 feet high). Although the proposed project would introduce new features that would be visible from publicly accessible vantage points, construction and operation of the proposed project would be consistent with the visual character of the Orosi High School campus and the recreational complex and would not degrade the visual quality of the site or surroundings. Impacts would be less than significant.

4. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? 
Existing sources of nighttime lighting near the project site includes lighting from residences to the east of the project site, streetlights installed along Road 128, and lighting from the Orosi High School campus. Existing sources of glare are relatively limited and would consist of headlights striking residential or school windows.
Construction of the project would take approximately two months to complete and would occur Monday through Friday 7:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. Because construction activities would cease at 3:00 p.m., the use of temporary lighting sources during construction would not be required.
Once installed, new lighting would facilitate nighttime use of the football, soccer, baseball, and softball fields. Nighttime use of fields would occur five days per week, and hours of operation would be until 10:00 p.m. Monday through Friday. District-controlled timers would be installed and programmed to shut off the lights at 10:00 p.m. on weekdays (when seasonally needed). 
Musco Lighting conducted a photometric study for the project to determine projected light levels emanating from the project area. The purpose of the study was to determine potential nighttime lighting impacts associated with project lighting and spillover to nearby residential properties and public roads. According to the study, proposed light fixtures would generate a maximum 64 maintained horizontal foot-candles of light in the infields and approximately 50 maintained horizontal foot-candles of light in the outfields of the baseball and softball fields and a maximum of 38 and 43 maintained horizontal foot-candles of light in the football and soccer fields, respectively. Along the west side of the project area, the maximum vertical foot-candles of light at the property line would be 0.73 (Musco 2019). The average light levels along the perimeter of the athletic fields would be relatively low, and the use of the field lights would be controlled by timers and lights would be shut off at 10:00 p.m. In addition, the lights would be fully shielded and downward directed to minimize light spillover onto adjacent properties for focus lighting onto athletic fields. Use of timers and downward directing of lighting would also reduce opportunities for sky glow and unnecessary illumination of nighttime skies. Therefore, project lighting and glare impacts would be less than significant and would not adversely affect existing nighttime and daytime views in the area.
[bookmark: _Toc18821255]Agriculture and Forestry Resources
In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the State’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and the forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board.
	
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project: 
	
	
	
	

	1. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
The project area has been developed as a football field, soccer field, baseball field, and softball field with a concession building. The proposed project would not convert Important Farmland to non-agricultural use.
b.	Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
Although the eastern portion of the project site is zoned AE-20 (exclusive agriculture zone), a soccer field was developed in this area as part of the first phase of development. The site is not actively used for agricultural use. Likewise, the project area is not under a Williamson Act Contract. This impact would be less than significant.
c.	Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))?
The project site is surrounded by agricultural, residential, and school-related uses. The site’s existing zoning “R-1 Residential” and “AE-20 Exclusive Agriculture” does not support the definitions provided by Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 42526 for timberland, PRC Section 12220(g) for forestland, or Government Code Section 51104(g) for timberland zoned for production. Therefore, no impacts related to the conversion of timberlands or forest land would occur.

d.	Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forestland to non-forest use?
As discussed in the response 3.2.1(c), the project site is surrounded by agricultural, residential, and school-related uses. Implementation of the project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. No impact would occur.

e. Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
As discussed in responses 3.2.1(a) and (c), the project site was developed with recreational uses in the spring/summer of 2019 as the first phase of the recreational complex project. No forest land is located within the project site or the vicinity of the project site. Implementation of the proposed project would not result in changes to the environment that, due to its location or nature, could result in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use or converting forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no impact would occur.
[bookmark: _Toc18821256]Air Quality
Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
	
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|
	|_|

	Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non- attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|
	|_|

	Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 
The project site is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB), which includes Fresno, Kern, Kings, Madera, Merced, San Joaquin, Stanislaus, and Tulare Counties, and is within the jurisdictional boundaries of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD). A project is nonconforming with an air quality plan if it conflicts with or delays implementation of any applicable attainment or maintenance plan. A project is conforming if it complies with all applicable SJVAPCD rules and regulations, complies with all proposed control measures that are not yet adopted from the applicable plan(s), and is consistent with the growth forecasts in the applicable plan(s) (or is directly included in the applicable plan). Zoning changes, specific plans, general plan amendments and similar land use plan changes which do not increase dwelling unit density, do not increase vehicle trips, and do not increase vehicle miles traveled are also deemed to comply with the applicable air quality plan (SJVAPCD 2017).

For construction impacts, the pollutant of greatest concern to the SJVAPCD is respirable particulate matter (PM10). To aid in evaluating potentially significant construction and/or operational impacts of a project, SJVAPCD has prepared an advisory document, the Guide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts (GAMAQI), which contains standard procedures for addressing air quality in CEQA documents (SJVAPCD, 2002), which was updated in March of 2017. The SJVAPCD recommends that significance be based on a consideration of the control measures to be implemented during project construction. Compliance with Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions) and implementation of appropriate mitigation measures to control PM10 emissions are considered by the Air District to be sufficient to render a project’s construction-related impacts less than significant. All control measures listed in the GAMAQI Table 2 (Regulation VIII Control Measures) are required for all construction sites by regulation. Therefore, implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1, as required by the SJVAPCD would reduce construction-related impacts to less than significant. 

GAMAQI presents a three-tiered approach to operational air quality analysis. The Small Project Analysis Level (SPAL) is first used to screen the project for potentially significant impacts. A project that meets the screening criteria at this level requires no further analysis and air quality impacts of the project may be deemed less than significant. If a project does not meet all the criteria at this screening level, additional screening is recommended at the Cursory Analysis Level and, if warranted, the Full Analysis Level. 

GAMAQI 5-3(b) (Table 2), which SJVAPCD recommends using as part of the initial screening process, shows the maximum trips per day to be considered a SPAL project. The District projects that the proposed project would not generate additional trips in exceedance of the institutional land use category type project; therefore, the project meets the SPAL criterion for project type and is excluded from quantifying criteria pollutant emissions for CEQA purposes.

Therefore, the project’s emissions would not exceed the construction significance thresholds with the implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1 and is not expected to generate activities that could cause exceedance of the operational thresholds or violate any SJVAPCD rule or regulation. The project would not conflict with or delay the implementation of the SJVAPCD Attainment Plans. Therefore, project impacts would be less than significant with the implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1.

b.	Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?
The SJVAB is designated as a nonattainment area for federal ozone (O3) and particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM2.5) standards and for state O3, PM10 standards, and PM2.5 standards. Movement of soil and pollutant emissions associated with entrained dust (earth movement) and internal combustion engines used by on-site construction equipment and from off-site worker vehicles and truck trips during project construction have the potential to release short-term criteria air pollutants. However, due to the short duration of construction activities and the implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1, the project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is nonattainment. The project would not change the land use of the project site or produce criteria pollutant emissions during project operation. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1.

c.	Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
During construction, diesel equipment would be operating. Diesel particulate matter (DPM) is known to the State of California as a toxic air contaminant (TAC). The risks associated with exposure to substances with carcinogenic effects are typically evaluated based on a lifetime of chronic exposure, which is defined in the California Air Pollution Control Officers’ Association (CAPCOA’s) Air Toxics “Hot Spots” Program Risk Assessment Guidelines as 24 hours per day, seven days per week, 365 days per year, for 70 years. DPM would be emitted during the short term of construction assumed for the proposed project from heavy equipment used in the construction process. Because diesel exhaust particulate matter is considered carcinogenic, long-term exposure to diesel exhaust emissions has the potential to result in adverse health impacts. Due to the short-term nature of project construction, impacts from exposure to diesel exhaust emissions during construction would be less than significant.

d. Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people?
The CEQA guidelines indicate that a significant impact would occur if the proposed project would create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. Construction of the proposed project would emit diesel exhaust and volatile organic compounds, which are objectionable to some; however, emissions will disperse rapidly from the project site and the activity would be temporary. Impacts due to objectionable odors would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure AQ-1: The following measures shall be implemented by the construction contractor during construction activities:

All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for construction purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or vegetative ground cover.
All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.
All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut and fill, and demolition activities shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing application of water or by presoaking.
With the demolition of buildings up to six stories in height, all exterior surfaces of the building shall be wetted during demolition.
When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, or effectively wetted to limit visible dust emissions, and at least six inches of freeboard space from the top of the container shall be maintained.
All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of mud or dirt from adjacent public streets at the end of each workday. (The use of dry rotary brushes is expressly prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit the visible dust emissions.) (Use of blower devices is expressly forbidden.)
Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials from, the surface of outdoor storage piles, said piles shall be effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emissions utilizing sufficient water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.
Within urban areas, track-out shall be immediately removed when it extends 50 or more feet from the site and at the end of each workday.
An owner/operator of any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per day, or 20 or more vehicle trips per day by vehicles with three or more axles shall implement measures to prevent carryout and track-out.
[bookmark: _Toc18821257]Biological Resources
	
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

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

	Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
The project site has been developed for recreational use as a football field, soccer field, baseball field, and softball field. A search of the California Department of Wildlife’s California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) Orange Cove South 7.5-minute quadrangle identified 16 occurrences of special-status plant and animal species.  However, no suitable habitat is present within the proposed project area to support the special-status species. No native habitat is present on or adjacent to the project site. Because of the surrounding built environment, no mammals other than raccoons, domestic dogs and cats occur in the area, nor do any reptilian species. Common native and non-native bird species may find shelter and nesting opportunities within the mature street trees located in the area; however, no trees are located on the project site. Construction and operation of the proposed project would not impact species identified as candidate, sensitive, or special-status in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations.
b.	Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
Review of the National Wetlands Inventory indicates there are no surface waters within 0.5 mile of the project site. Therefore, no direct or indirect impacts to riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities are anticipated as a result of project activities.

c.	Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
Review of the National Wetlands Inventory indicates no wetlands are mapped on the project site. Therefore, no direct or indirect impacts to federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means are anticipated as a result of project activities.

d.	Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
The project site has been developed for recreational use as a football field, soccer field, baseball field, and softball field and is surrounded by fencing of varying types. The project site does not contain wildlife travel routes, such as a riparian strip, ridgeline, drainage, or wildlife crossings, such as a tunnel, culvert, or underpass.

The project site and adjacent areas do not support resident or migratory fish species or wildlife nursery sites. No established resident or migratory wildlife corridors occur within the project site. Therefore, the project would not interfere substantially with or impede: (1) the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species, (2) established resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or (3) the use of wildlife nursery sites.

e.	Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
No native trees or shrubs and no sensitive habitats are present on the project site. The proposed project would not impact trees of biological resources. Therefore, the project would not conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

f. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
The project site is located in a rural and residential area that is not part of an adopted habitat conservation plan, natural communities conservation plan, or other conservation plan. Therefore, construction and operation of the proposed project would have no impact to an approved habitat conservation plan.
[bookmark: _Toc18821258]Cultural Resources
	
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5?
The existing football, soccer, baseball, and softball fields were constructed in spring/summer of 2019. Given that the stadium is less than 50 years old, the existing recreational fields do not have the potential to be a historic resource. Therefore, no impact related to historic built resources would result with implementation of the proposed project.

b.	Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?
The project site and surrounding lands have been heavily disturbed by previous grading activity and are underlain by a variable thickness of artificial fill or disturbed soil typical of a developed area. Therefore, the potential for the site to contain archaeological resources is considered to be low.

However, unknown or unrecorded resources may potentially be revealed during construction activities associated with the light standard installation and the installation of the pre-fabricated buildings. This may occur if ground disturbance activities penetrate deeper than previous work performed. California PRC protects archaeological, paleontological, and historical sites with a wide variety of state policies and regulations in conjunction with the CEQA. Furthermore, all construction activities must comply with PRC Section 21083.2-21084.1 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 and 15126.4(b) which address the protection of archaeological and historical resources. This impact would be less than significant.

c. Would the project disturb any humans remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
The project site and surrounding area has been mass graded. During previous ground disturbance activities, no human remains were identified or recorded onsite. In the unlikely event that human remains are discovered, during precise grading or construction activities, the project would be subject to California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and PRC Section 5097.98. California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 identify the required procedures to follow in the unlikely discovery of human remains. PRC Section 5097.98 stipulates the notification process during the discovery of Native American human remains, descendants, disposition of human remains, and associated artifacts. Therefore, adherence to all applicable codes and regulations would result in a less-than-significant impact.
[bookmark: _Toc18821259]Energy
	
	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation?
The proposed project would not have a direct or cumulative impact, or create wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during construction or operation of the proposed project. Also, the proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. The only energy consumed would be through fossil fuels (gasoline and diesel operated equipment) during construction-related activities and operation of the light standards and electricity in the three 960-square foot pre-fabricated buildings. The proposed lighting and lighting control systems would be in compliance with requirements of the current California Energy Commission efficiency standards for non-residential buildings. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a less-than-significant impact related to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.
 
b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?
Title 24 is designed to provide certainty and uniformity throughout California while ensuring that the efficient and non‐wasteful consumption of energy is carried out through design features. Adherence to Title 24 is deemed necessary to ensure that no significant impacts occur from the inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary consumption of energy. The proposed lighting and lighting control systems would be in compliance with requirements of the current California Energy Commission efficiency standards for non-residential buildings. Additionally, the 3 proposed buildings would be compliant with Title 24; therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. This impact would be less than significant.
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Impact Analysis
a.	Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving: 
i.	Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42. 

The project site is not within a designated State of California Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, or within an area designated as geologically hazardous in the Safety Element of the Tulare County General Plan. The nearest fault is in the Independence Fault, which is located 60 miles east of the project area. Therefore, impacts to the project area from rupture of a known earthquake fault would be less than significant.

ii.	Strong seismic ground shaking? 
The project area is located in a seismic zone which is sufficiently far from known faults and consists primarily of a stable geological formation. The nearest fault is in the Independence Fault, which is located 60 miles east of the project area. Therefore, the impact due to ground shaking would be less than significant.
iii.	Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 
According to the Tulare County General Plan Recirculated Draft EIR, the probability of soil liquefaction occurring in the County is considered to be a low to moderate hazard. The California Office of Emergency Services MyHazards web viewer indicates that the project area is not located in an area requiring liquefaction investigation. This impact would be less than significant.
4. Landslides?
The proposed project is located on the Valley Floor and is situated on relatively flat topography. There are no geologic landforms on or near the site that could result in a landslide event. Therefore, there is no risk of landslides within or near the project area.
b.	Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
The proposed project involves the installation of 19 light standards and 3 960-square foot pre-fabricated buildings. The project would require minimal ground disturbance; and therefore, the potential for soil erosion or loss of topsoil would be less than significant.
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?
According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture Web Soil Survey, the project area is entirely underlain by Greenfield sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slope. The soils within the project area are well-drained, non-hydric soils with a low shrink-swell potential. Project features (i.e., light standards and concession/restroom buildings) would be installed/constructed on relatively level, stable soils and would not result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. This impact would be less than significant.
d.	Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?
According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture Web Soil Survey, the project area is entirely underlain by Greenfield sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slope. The soils within the project area are well-drained, non-hydric soils with a low shrink-swell potential (i.e., low expansion potential). This impact would be less than significant.
e.	Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?
The project would not include installation of septic tanks, as the proposed project facilities would connect to Orosi Public Utility District (OPUD) sewer services. Therefore, the capability of the soils to support the operation of such tanks does not need to be evaluated. No impact would occur in association with construction and operation of the project.

f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?
According to the Tulare County General Plan Draft EIR, paleontological resources have been recorded in the valley; therefore, the potential exists that paleontological resources are discovered during construction activities. Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would reduce potential impacts to paleontological resources to a less-than-significant level.
Mitigation Measures 
Mitigation Measure GEO-1: 	During construction, if paleontological resources are encountered, all ground-disturbing activities shall be redirected within 50 feet of the find until a qualified paleontologist can be contacted to evaluate the find and make recommendations. If found to be significant and proposed project activities cannot avoid the paleontological resources, a paleontological evaluation and monitoring plan, shall be implemented. Adverse impacts to paleontological resources shall be mitigated, which may include monitoring, data recovery and analysis, a final report, and the accession of all fossil material to a paleontological repository. Upon completion of project ground-disturbing activities, a report documenting methods, findings, and recommendations shall be prepared and submitted to the paleontological repository.2
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Impact Analysis
a. Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?
The California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) has published guidance on determining the significance of impacts from project greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions under CEQA in its white paper “CEQA and Climate Change” (CAPCOA 2008). The CAPCOA white paper includes screening thresholds that can be used to determine whether additional analysis and mitigation are required regarding GHG impacts. The County uses the annual 900 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MT CO2e) screening threshold proposed by the CAPCOA white paper to determine if project impacts are significant. 
The proposed project would install LED fixtures atop new steel poles near the Orosi Recreation Complex football field, soccer field, and baseball/softball fields. The project site does not contain existing lighting. Therefore, the project would generate GHG emissions associated with short-term construction activities and long-term operational activities. GHG emissions generated by project construction would be temporary in nature and would cease upon completion of the construction phase. 
GHG emissions during project construction would primarily result from operation of diesel and gasoline-fueled construction equipment and vehicles. Project construction would take approximately 2 months to complete. Equipment to be used during construction would include a trencher, small excavator, small truck, drill rig, forklift, and small crane. Due to the short duration of construction and limited amount of construction equipment required of the project, project construction is anticipated to produce less than the 900 MT CO2e per year threshold. 
During project operation, GHG-generating activities are primarily associated with generation of electricity to power the proposed LED light fixtures. According to the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), LED lighting is a highly energy-efficient form of lighting and consumes considerably less energy than incandescent bulbs (DOE 2019). Musco Lighting estimates that project lighting would have a total energy load of 150.28 kilowatts. Once installed, new lighting is expected to be on during nighttime hours until 10:00 p.m. Monday through Friday. Sunset times vary throughout the year between 5:00 p.m. and 8:00 p.m. at the project site. Therefore, project lighting would be used between 2.0 and 5.0 hours per day on average during the week. Assuming that project lighting is used for 5.0 hours every day Monday through Friday, the project would use approximately 195,364 kilowatt-hours (kWh) in one year. Energy generation associated with these light fixtures would be approximately 138 MT CO2e per year (EPA 2018). Therefore, project GHG emissions would be considerably less than the CAPCOA GHG emissions threshold of 900 MT CO2e per year, and impacts would be less than significant.
b. Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
The Scoping Plan, approved by CARB in 2008 (CARB 2008) and updated in 2014 and 2017, provides a framework for actions to reduce California’s GHG emissions and requires CARB and other state agencies to adopt regulations and other initiatives to reduce GHGs. The Scoping Plan is not directly applicable to specific projects, nor is it intended to be used for project-level evaluations. Relatedly, in the Final Statement of Reasons for the Amendments to the CEQA Guidelines, the California Natural Resources Agency observed that “the [Scoping Plan] may not be appropriate for use in determining the significance of individual projects because it is conceptual at this stage and relies on the future development of regulations to implement the strategies identified in the Scoping Plan” (CARB 2008). However, under the Scoping Plan there are several state regulatory measures aimed at the identification and reduction of GHG emissions. CARB and other state agencies have adopted many of the measures identified in the Scoping Plan. Most of these measures focus on area source emissions (e.g., energy usage, high Global Warming Potential GHGs in consumer products) and changes to the vehicle fleet (i.e., hybrid, electric, and more fuel-efficient vehicles) and associated fuels (e.g., low-carbon fuel standard), among others. The project would comply with all applicable regulations adopted in furtherance of the Scoping Plan to the extent required by law. 
Regarding consistency with post-2020 statewide targets, specifically Senate Bill 32 (goal of reducing GHG emissions to 40% below 1990 levels by 2030) and Executive Order S-3-05 (goal of reducing GHG emissions to 80% below 1990 levels by 2050), there are no established protocols or thresholds of significance for that future-year analysis. However, CARB forecasts that compliance with the current Scoping Plan puts the state on a trajectory of meeting these long-term GHG goals, although the specific path to compliance is unknown. The Scoping Plan Second Update reaffirms that the state is on the path toward achieving the 2050 objective of reducing GHG emissions to 80% below 1990 after the adoption of Senate Bill 32 and Assembly Bill 197 in 2016. 
As discussed previously, the project would generate minimal short-term GHG emissions and long-term operational GHG emissions. Operational GHG emissions would be considerably less than the CAPCOA GHG emissions threshold of 900 MT CO2e per year and as such, construction and operation of the project would not conflict with the state’s trajectory toward future GHG reductions. With respect to future GHG targets under Senate Bill 32 and Executive Order S-3-05, CARB has also made clear its legal interpretation that it has the requisite authority to adopt whatever regulations are necessary, beyond the AB 32 horizon year of 2020, to meet the reduction targets in 2030 and in 2050. This legal interpretation by an expert agency provides evidence that future regulations will be adopted to continue the state on its trajectory toward meeting these future GHG targets. Based on the preceding considerations, the project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted to reduce the emissions of GHGs, and impacts would be less than significant.
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Impact Analysis
a. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
Construction of the proposed project would require the transport and use of small quantities of hazardous materials in the form of gasoline, diesel, and oil. There is the potential for small leaks due to refueling of construction equipment; however, implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) identified in construction specification plans would reduce the potential for accidental release of construction-related fuels and other hazardous materials. These BMPs would prevent, minimize, or remedy storm water contamination from spills or leaks, control the amount of runoff from the site, and require proper disposal and handling of hazardous materials.

Any on-site storage, transport, or use of hazardous materials during the operation of the proposed project would comply with local, state, and federal regulatory requirements.

Therefore, impacts associated with a potential hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be less than significant.

b.	Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?
Construction of the proposed project would require the transport and use of small quantities of hazardous materials in the form of gasoline, diesel, and oil. There is the potential for accidental release of hazardous materials; however, implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) identified in construction specification plans would reduce the potential for accidental release of construction-related fuels and other hazardous materials. These BMPs would prevent, minimize, or remedy storm water contamination from spills or leaks, control the amount of runoff from the site, and require proper disposal and handling of hazardous materials.

Any on-site storage, transport, or use of hazardous materials during the operation of the proposed project would comply with local, state, and federal regulatory requirements.

Therefore, impacts associated with a potential hazard to the public or the environment due to accidental release of hazardous materials would be less than significant.

c.	Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
The proposed project would include the storage, transport, and use of fuels and other hazardous materials commonly associated with construction activities. All chemical transport, storage, and use would comply with Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA); Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA); California hazardous waste control law; Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA); and the Tulare County Environmental Health Services requirements. With the required regulation compliance, potential impacts from the storage, transport, and use of fuels and other hazardous materials to the public or the environment would be less than significant.

d.	Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?
According to the Department of Toxic Substances Envirostor website, the proposed project is not located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites. The nearest listing is at El Monte Middle School approximately 300 feet north of the project area and requires no further action. There is no impact associated hazardous materials listings.
e.	Would the project be located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area?
The nearest airport to the project area is Sequoia Field Airport, which is more than seven miles south of the project area. There would be no impact associated with proximity to a public airport and/or exposure of people residing or working in the area to noise from the airport.
f.	Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
The proposed project is not located in the vicinity of a principal route of assistance, as described by the Safety Element of the Tulare County General Plan. The proposed project would not interfere with implementation of an emergency response plan or evacuation.  There would be no impact.  

g. Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?
The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CALFIRE) developed Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) for State Responsibility Areas (SRA) and Local Responsibility Areas (LRA). The project site is located in an LRA area with a non-fire hazard designation. Therefore, the project would not result in exposure of people or structures to significant risk of loss injury or death as a result of wildland fire hazards.
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Impact Analysis
a. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality?
Development of a property may result in two types of water quality impacts: (1) short-term impacts due to construction related discharges; and (2) long-term impacts from operation or changes in site runoff characteristics. Runoff may carry on-site surface pollutants to water bodies such as lakes, streams, and rivers that ultimately drain to the ocean. Projects that increase urban runoff may indirectly increase local and regional flooding intensity and erosion.

Construction activities may require a small amount of ground disturbance for installation of the 19 light standards and placement of the three pre-fabricated, modular buildings. Implementation of BMPs identified in construction specification plans would reduce the potential for violations of water quality standards that could degrade surface or groundwater quality. Therefore, potential violations of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements would be less than significant during project construction.

The project is proposed on a developed recreational complex property and would not increase the intensity of use from that presently found on-site. Project operation would not alter the runoff presently leaving the site. Therefore, potential violations of water quality standards or waste discharge requirements would be less than significant during project operation.

b.	Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin? 
The proposed project does not propose the installation of any water wells that would directly extract groundwater but would rely on existing wells operated by OPUD. OPUD would supply water to the proposed pre-fabricated buildings on the project site. Additionally, the increase in impervious surface cover that would occur with the proposed project would be negligible and would not reduce the amount of water percolating down into the ground. Therefore, impacts to groundwater supplies or recharge would be less than significant.

c.	Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:
i.	Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;
The proposed project is located on the Valley Floor and is situated on relatively flat topography. Construction of the proposed project would require minimal ground disturbance associated with installation of the light standards and the 3 pre-fabricated buildings. Impacts associated with erosion or siltation would be less than significant.
ii.	Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite;
The proposed project would increase the impervious surface at the project site at the bases of the proposed light standards. The increase in impervious surface would not substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite. No impact would occur.
iii.	Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or
The project site is located on the grounds of the existing recreational complex that is served by a developed stormwater drainage system. Flood control in the vicinity is provided by a network of box culverts, underground storm drainpipes, and open channels. No substantial changes to the existing drainage pattern of the area are proposed, and no streams, rivers, or drainage channels that contribute runoff to the local drainage network would be impacted by the project. No impact would occur.

iv.	Impede or redirect flood flows?
The project is located in an area of minimal flood hazard. The project would not place structures within a 100-year flood hazard area that would impede or redirect flood flows; therefore, no impact would occur.
d.	In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, would the project risk release of pollutants due to project inundation?
A seiche is an oscillating wave in a closed or partially closed water body such as a river, lake, reservoir, pond, and other large inland water body caused by wind, tidal forces, earthquakes, landslides and other phenomena. Tsunamis are long wave-length, earthquake-generated ocean waves. Mudflows are fast-moving landslides composed of mud and debris, typically caused by heavy rainfall or melting snow on steep hillsides.

According to the California Office of Emergency Services, the project site is not within a Tsunami Emergency Response Planning Zone. Because there are no existing large water storage reservoirs or other inland water bodies in the vicinity of the project site, hazards from a seiche are considered negligible. The potential for seismically induced landslides or mud debris flows within or near the proposed project site is considered negligible given the flat topography of the area. For these reasons, no impacts from inundation by a seiche, tsunami, or mudflow are anticipated.

e. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?
Construction activities associated with the installation of light standards would include utility trenching to extend electrical to light pole locations, excavation of pole locations, installation of pre-cast concrete bases with integrated grounding at pole location, assembly of luminaires and installation of luminaires on poles, and installation of poles on pre-cast concrete basins with the use of a crane. Soil excavation associated with utility trenching and pole installation could expose disturbed areas to rainfall and stormwater runoff. In addition, accidental/incidental spills of construction-related contaminants (e.g., fuels and oils) could also occur during project construction, thereby degrading water quality. During site operations, surface runoff conditions would be similar to existing conditions. 
The County’s Storm Water Quality and Regulation Ordinance sets forth requirements to protect water resources within the County through the use of BMPs to reduce polluted runoff. The ordinance prohibits polluted non-stormwater discharges to the stormwater conveyance system and requires BMPs that reduce stormwater pollutants to be implemented. Furthermore, the County’s Storm Water Quality Regulations require projects to establish erosion prevention, sediment control, and phased grading measures to reduce potential erosion, sedimentation, and water pollution impacts. The project would comply with all applicable local, state, and federal regulations and policies related to the protection of water quality. As a result, impacts to water quality would be less than significant.
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	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Physically divide an established community? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project physically divide an established community?
The project would be located on a developed recreational site that currently supports the Orosi Recreation Complex football, soccer, baseball, and softball fields. The project would install LED light fixtures atop 60- to 80-foot-tall steel poles around the perimeter of the athletic fields. Connectivity between the project site and surrounding areas would be maintained, and no division of an established community would occur. Therefore, no impact would occur.
b. Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
The project site is located on the grounds of the Orosi Recreation Complex, which is zoned as R-1 – Residential and AE-20 – Exclusive Agriculture and designated as Quasi Public and High Density Residential in the Tulare County General Plan. The project does not propose to change the site’s existing zoning or land use designation. The proposed construction and installation of lighting equipment would comply with applicable land use requirements, policies, zoning, and development standards as required by California law for school districts, and adhere to other applicable state codes and regulations.

The project site is not subject to a specific plan or local coastal program. For these reasons, the project would not conflict with any existing state, regional, county, or local laws, policies, regulations, plans or guidelines. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. 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? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	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? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?
Mineral resources located within Tulare County are predominantly sand and gravel resources primarily provided by four streams: Kaweah River, Lewis Creek, Deer Creek, and the Tule River. According to the USGS Mineral Resources On-Line Spatial Data, the project site is 4.25 miles west of the Kaweah River Rock sand and gravel mine. The California Department of Conservation indicates that the nearest, active mining operation (Orosi Rock, LLC, mining sand and gravel) is located approximately 2.25 miles east of the project site. Because of the distance to the mining operations, the project would not 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. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
The proposed project site is not delineated on a local land use plan as a locally important mineral resource recovery site. Therefore, the project would not 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.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project result in:
	
	
	
	

	1. Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project result in generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
Noise impacts from construction activities are a function of the noise generated by the operation of construction equipment and on-road delivery and worker commuter vehicles, the location of equipment, and the timing and duration of the noise-generating activities. For the purpose of this analysis, it was estimated that the construction of the proposed project would begin in Fall 2019 and be completed in two months.

The Tulare County General Plan 2030 Update: Chapter 10 – Health and Safety contains the policies that relate to noise and which have potential relevance to the project’s CEQA review: HS-8.11 Peak Noise Generators wherein the County shall limit noise generating activities, such as construction, to the hours of normal business operation (7 a.m. to 7 p.m.). No peak noise generating activities shall be allowed to occur outside of normal business hours without County approval; HS-8.18 Construction Noise wherein the County shall seek to limit the potential noise impacts of construction activities by limited construction activities to the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m., Monday through Saturday when construction activities are located near sensitive receptors. No construction shall occur on Sundays or national holidays without a permit from the County to minimize noise impacts associated with development near sensitive receptors; HS-8.19 Construction Noise Control wherein the County shall ensure that construction contractors implement best practices guidelines (i.e., berms, screens, etc.) as appropriate and feasible to reduce construction-related noise impacts on surrounding land uses.

The following analysis relies on construction equipment data and usage of a project of similar scope and size (the Hillsdale Middle School Field Lighting Project [Cajon Valley Union School District 2018]). Table 3.13-1 lists the equipment expected to be used during construction (i.e., installation of light standards and pre-fabricated buildings). For each equipment type, the table shows an average noise emission level (in A-weighted decibels at 50 feet, unless otherwise specified) and a “usage factor,” which is an estimated percentage of operating time that the equipment would be producing noise at the stated level.

[bookmark: _Toc20917413]Table 3.13-1. Construction Equipment Noise Characteristics

	Equipment Type
	Maximum Sound Level (Dba at 50 feet)
	Usage Factor (%)

	Bore/Drill Rigs
	84
	20

	Cement and Mortar Mixer
	79
	45

	Crane
	83
	29

	Forklift
	65
	50

	Generator Set
	82
	74

	Pickup Truck with Small Crane
	55
	40

	Tractor/Loader/Backhoe
	85
	37


Note: Knauer, H. et al., 2006. FHWA Highway Construction Noise Handbook. U.S. Department of Transportation, Research and Innovative Technology, Administration, Cambridge, Massachusetts, FHWA-HEP-06-015 (August 2006)

The project would generate short-term noise during construction and long-term noise during operation. Sources of construction and operational noise, and typical noise levels, are described below.

Construction of the project would generate noise that could expose nearby receptors to elevated noise levels that may disrupt communication and routine activities. The magnitude of the impact would depend on the type of construction activity, equipment, duration of the construction, distance between the noise source and receiver, and intervening structures. Equipment that would be in operation during construction would include trencher, excavators, drill rig, carpentry tools, hand tools, lifts, and cranes. None of the equipment would produce high levels of impact-type noise (such as pile driving, for example). Typically, construction equipment operates in alternating cycles of full power and low power, producing average noise levels less than the maximum noise level. The average sound level of construction activity also depends on the amount of time that the equipment operates and the intensity of the construction activities during that time. The typical noise levels for various pieces of construction equipment at a distance of 50 feet are presented in Table 3.13-1. For example, the measured maximum sound level from a backhoe is 85 Dba at a distance of 50 feet.

Average noise levels from construction activities would be higher than the ambient noise levels in the site vicinity for the two-month construction window. These levels are unlikely to be sustained over the workday and would fluctuate as activities start and stop and as workers and equipment move around the site. However, given the temporary nature of the construction activities, the noise levels anticipated during construction, and compliance with the County’s Noise Ordinance (construction activities limited between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday), this impact would be less than significant. Further, the District would require the contractor to implement measures and methods that would ensure compliance with the County Noise Ordinance’s average sound level limits. As such, temporary construction noise levels would not exceed levels established by the County’s Noise Ordinance and noise impacts during the daytime would be less than significant.

b.	Would the project result in generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?
Construction activities that might expose persons to excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise have the potential to cause a significant impact. Ground borne vibration information related to construction/heavy equipment activities has been collected by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). The Caltrans data indicates that transient vibrations (such as from demolition activity) with a peak particle velocity (PPV) of approximately 0.035 inches per second may be characterized as barely perceptible, and vibration levels up to 0.25 inches per second may be characterized as distinctly perceptible (Caltrans 2013). Caltrans (2013) uses a damage threshold of 0.2 inches per second PPV for conventional buildings. 
Ground borne vibration is typically attenuated over relatively short distances. With the anticipated construction equipment, construction-related vibration levels would be approximately 0.127 inches per second PPV at 25 feet from the construction area (assuming simultaneous operation of a caisson drill, a jackhammer, and a small bulldozer). At 25 feet, this vibration would be above the threshold of “barely perceptible” level of 0.035 inches per second PPV; however, the nearest residence is approximately 120 feet from the nearest construction area. Additionally, this vibration level (at 25 feet) is well below the distinctly perceptible level of 0.25 inches per second PPV (DOT 2013). The expected vibration level at the residential buildings is also expected to be below the Caltrans damage threshold for conventional buildings. Therefore, impacts related to ground borne vibration would be less than significant.
c. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?
The nearest airport to the project area is Sequoia Field Airport, which is more than seven miles south of the project area. There would be no impact associated with proximity to a public airport and/or exposure of people residing or working in the area to noise from the airport.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
The installation of field lighting and three pre-fabricated buildings that would support concessions and restrooms at the project site would serve the existing school and surrounding community population and would not induce population growth. Furthermore, the proposed project would not increase the capacity at the surrounding schools; therefore, there would be no impact related to unplanned population growth.
b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
The project site contains existing athletics fields and parking at the Orosi High School Recreation Complex and does not contain housing. Therefore, no housing would be displaced, and there would be no impact to existing housing.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:
	
	
	
	

	i. Fire protection?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	ii. Police protection?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	iii. Schools?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	iv. Parks?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	v. Other public facilities?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|



Impact Analysis
a.	Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services:  
i.	 Fire protection? 
Fire protection for the proposed project site is provided by the Tulare County Fire Department. The nearest Fire Station is the Cutler-Orosi Fire Station 4, located approximately 1.5 miles south of the proposed project area. The proposed project would not generate population growth or add people to the area. Thus, the proposed project would not generate the need for additional fire services that would require new or physically altered facilities. No impact to fire services would occur.
ii.	Police protection? 
Police protection for the proposed project site is provided by the Tulare County Sheriff’s Department. The nearest Sheriff’s Substation is the Cutler-Orosi Substation, located approximately 1.5 miles south of the proposed project area. The proposed project would not generate population growth or add people to the area. Thus, the proposed project would not generate the need for additional police services that would require new or physically altered facilities. No impact to police services would occur.
iii.	Schools? 
The proposed project would install light standards and pre-fabricated buildings at the existing Orosi High School Recreation Complex. The proposed project would serve the existing population and would not induce population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not increase demand for schools or necessitate construction of new school facilities. No impact would occur.
iv.	Parks?
The proposed project would install light standards and pre-fabricated buildings at the existing Orosi High School Recreation Complex. The proposed project would serve the existing population and would not induce population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not increase demand for parks. No impact would occur.
v. Other public facilities?
The proposed project would install light standards and pre-fabricated buildings at the existing Orosi High School Recreation Complex. The proposed project would serve the existing population and would not induce population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not increase demand for public facilities or services. No impact would occur.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	1. 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?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	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?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|



Impact Analysis
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?
The proposed project would install light standards and three pre-fabricated buildings at the Orosi High School Recreation Complex. The project would serve the region’s existing population and would not induce population growth. However, new lighting installed at the football, soccer, baseball, and softball fields would facilitate nighttime use of the athletic fields. Nighttime use of fields would occur five days per week, and hours of operation would be until 10:00 p.m. during weekdays. While the proposed project would extend the hours of operation/use of the athletic fields throughout the week, regular and continued maintenance of the fields by District field maintenance staff would ensure that substantial deterioration of the fields would not occur or be accelerated. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.
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?
The proposed project would not demolish existing recreational facilities and would not construct new or expand current recreational facilities. The proposed project would install light standards and three pre-fabricated buildings on the existing Orosi High School Recreation Complex. The proposed project does not include new recreational facilities and would not require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines §15064.3, subdivision (b)?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Result in inadequate emergency access?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
The proposed project area is located at the intersection of Road 128 and Avenue 419. According to the Draft Cutler/Orosi Community Plan 2019 Update, Avenue 419 (in the project vicinity) is a major collector and Road 128 is a major arterial.
Project construction activities associated with the installation of light standards and the three pre-fabricated buildings would occur over a two-month period. During project construction, the proposed project would not require closure of any streets or interfere with vehicle, pedestrian, bicycle, or mass transit access. During project construction, vehicles would access work areas directly and would not be staged on the street. Due to the low number of workers required during construction (approximately 18 workers would be required during the two-month construction period) and the hours of construction (7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.), construction traffic would not substantially change the number vehicle trips on the surrounding roadway network. Therefore, project construction would not cause changes to delay at any intersection, or operation of a roadway segment or freeway segment. 
During operations, the extended hours of field use enabled by the proposed field lighting could result in additional trips in the local area to the athletics fields. However, because use of the fields is limited to school team competitions, the District anticipates the project would not change the existing land use and would not cause a substantial change in trip generation compared to existing conditions. 
Because the proposed project would not result in a substantial increase in traffic on local streets, impacts related to conflicts with an applicable plan, ordinance, or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system would be less than significant.
b.	Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines §15064.3, subdivision (b)?
On September 27, 2013, Governor Jerry Brown signed SB 743 into law and started a process that changes the methodology of a transportation impact analysis as part of CEQA requirements. SB 743 directed the California Office of Planning and Research to establish new CEQA guidance for jurisdictions that removes the level of service (LOS) method, which focuses on automobile vehicle delay and other similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion, from CEQA transportation analysis.
Rather, vehicle miles traveled (VMT), or other measures that promote “the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses,” are now be used as the basis for determining significant transportation impacts in the State. 
As the proposed project would only include installation of light standards and pre-fabricated buildings, operation of the proposed project would not result in a substantial increase in traffic on local streets. The addition of project traffic is not anticipated to exceed the County’s level of significance threshold of LOS (LOS D or better). In addition, implementation of the proposed project would not disrupt or otherwise prevent roadway improvements, including the addition of bike paths or sidewalks in the vicinity of the project site. The project would also not disrupt existing transit services. As such, implementation of the proposed project is not anticipated to generate a substantial increase in VMT and would not conflict with goals related to the reduction of VMT and compliance with SB 743. Therefore, the project would be consistent with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3. Implementation of the proposed project would result in less-than-significant VMT impacts, and no mitigation would be required.
c.	Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
The proposed project would install light standards and pre-fabricated buildings at the existing Orosi High School Recreation Complex. The proposed project would not result in changes to or interfere with the County’s vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian transportation system or increase hazards or incompatible uses. Therefore, there would be no impact regarding hazards due to a design feature or incompatible use.
d. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?
Access to the proposed project site is from Avenue 419 (a major collector) and Road 128 (a major arterial). The proposed project would not require closure of any streets and would not interfere with emergency access to the proposed project site or surrounding area. During project construction, vehicles would access the work areas directly and would not be staged on the surrounding streets. Therefore, no impact related to interference with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan would occur.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:
	
	
	
	

	i. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)? Or
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	ii. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision I of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision I of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|



Impact Analysis
a.	Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:
i.	Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)? Or
The District requested a Sacred Lands Inventory on file with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which concluded negative results (i.e., no sacred lands were identified in the project site). Based on the list provided by the NAHC, on October 1, 2019, the District notified one Native American Tribe (Tule River Tribal Council) consistent with AB 52 requirements; no responses have been received. However, in the unlikely event that unrecorded resources are discovered during construction activities, compliance with the California Public Resources Code would reduce this potential impact to less than significant.

ii. A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision I of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1? In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision I of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.
The District requested a Sacred Lands Inventory on file with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which concluded negative results (i.e., no sacred lands were identified in the project site). Based on the list provided by the NAHC, on October 1, 2019, the District notified one Native American Tribe (Tule River Tribal Council) consistent with AB 52 requirements; no responses have been received. However, in the unlikely event that unrecorded resources are discovered during construction activities, compliance with the California Public Resources Code would reduce this potential impact to less than significant.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	Would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	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?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

	Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?
The proposed project would install light standards and pre-fabricated buildings at the Orosi High School Recreation Complex. The proposed project would require the use of water and wastewater systems associated with the proposed buildings. The utility services required of the proposed project would not necessitate the relocation or construction of new or expanded facilities. This impact would be less than significant.
b.	Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?
The OPUD provides potable water to the proposed project area. OPUD has sufficient water supplies to serve the proposed project. This impact would be less than significant.
c.	Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
The OPUD would collect and treat wastewater generated by the proposed project. OPUD has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand. This impact would be less than significant.
d.	Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
Construction of the proposed project would produce minimal quantities of solid waste during project construction. Operation of the proposed project would not result in an increase in solid waste generation from the project site above what is currently generated onsite. Therefore, the amount of solid waste generated by the proposed project would be consistent with the amount of solid waste currently generated by the project site and would not contribute substantial quantities of solid waste to a landfill. Therefore, solid waste impacts resulting from construction and operation of the proposed project would be less than significant.
e. Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
The proposed project would install light standards and pre-fabricated buildings and would produce minimal quantities of solid waste during project construction. The proposed project would comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste and solid waste reduction during project construction and operation. Therefore, the proposed project would result in than-significant impacts related to solid waste regulations.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

	If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project:
	
	
	
	

	1. Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|

	Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|

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

	Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?
	|_|
	|_|
	|X|
	|_|



Impact Analysis
a. Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
The proposed project is not located in the vicinity of a principal route of assistance, as described by the Safety Element of the Tulare County General Plan. The proposed project would not interfere with implementation of an emergency response plan or evacuation.  There would be no impact.  

b.	Would the project, due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CALFIRE) developed Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) for State Responsibility Areas (SRA) and Local Responsibility Areas (LRA). The proposed project site is located in an LRA area with a non-fire hazard designation. The proposed project site is not located in or near a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ) nor is it located in or near a SRA. Therefore, the proposed project would not exacerbate wildfire risks due to slope and prevailing winds, thereby exposing project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire. As a result, a less-than-significant impact would occur, and no mitigation would be required.

c.	Would the project require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?
The proposed project would not require the installation or maintenance of infrastructure that may exacerbate fire risk. No impact would occur.
d. Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?
Landslides and other forms of mass wasting, including mud flows, debris flows, and soil slips, occur as soil moves downslope under the influence of gravity. Landslides are frequently triggered by intense rainfall or seismic shaking but can also occur as a result of erosion and downslope runoff caused by rain following a fire. Because the proposed project site is level, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects associated with landslides. Further, the proposed project site is not located in or near a VHFHSZ nor is it located in or near a SRA. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes. As a result, a less-than-significant impact would occur, and no mitigation would be required.
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	Potentially Significant Impact
	Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated
	Less Than Significant Impact
	No
Impact

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

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

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



Impact Analysis
a. Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?
Implementation of the mitigation measures recommended in this Initial Study would ensure that construction and operation of the proposed project would not substantially degrade the quality of the environment; reduce the habitat, population, or range of a plant or animal species; or eliminate important examples of California history or prehistory.
b.	Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?
The potential impacts of the proposed project are individually limited and are not cumulatively considerable. Implementation of mitigation measures recommended in this report would reduce potentially significant impacts that could become cumulatively considerable.
c. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
The proposed project would be constructed and operated in accordance with all applicable regulations governing hazardous materials, noise, and geotechnical considerations. Because all potentially significant impacts of the proposed project are expected to be mitigated to less-than-significant levels, it is unlikely that implementation of the proposed project would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. As a result, less-than-significant impacts would occur with implementation of the recommended mitigation measures.
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Appendix C


Site Photos























Figure 1 – Proposed Playfield and Lighting Project Aerial View: Corner of Road 128 and Avenue 419
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Figure 2 – Proposed Playfield and Lighting Project: Cutler Orosi Unified School District
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Figure 3 – Proposed Playfield and Lighting Project: Cutler Orosi Unified School District
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Figure 4 – Proposed Playfield and Lighting Project Location: Cutler Orosi Unified School District
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Figure 5 - Proposed Playfield and Football Field Lighting Project Location: Cutler Orosi Unified School District
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Appendix D


Letter to the Native American Heritage Commission
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Appendix E



Sacred Lands File Search Request
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Appendix F



Letter to the Tule River Tribal Council 
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Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


Ligh ng System
  Pole / Fixture Summary


Pole ID Pole Height Mtg Height Fixture Qty Luminaire Type Load Circuit
A1-A2 70' 70' 2 TLC-LED-1200 2.46 kW A


70' 3 TLC-LED-1500 4.50 kW A
15' 1 TLC-BT-575 0.58 kW A


50' 1 TLC-LED-400 0.40 kW H
A3-A4 60' 60' 2 TLC-LED-1200 2.46 kW B


50' 1 TLC-LED-400 0.40 kW I
B1 80' 80' 1 TLC-LED-1200 1.23 kW A


80' 6 TLC-LED-1500 9.00 kW A
15' 1 TLC-BT-575 0.58 kW A


B2 80' 80' 1 TLC-LED-1200 1.23 kW A
80' 6 TLC-LED-1500 9.00 kW A


15' 1 TLC-BT-575 0.58 kW A
80' 1 TLC-LED-1200 1.23 kW E


B3-B4 60' 60' 4 TLC-LED-1200 4.92 kW B
15' 1 TLC-BT-575 0.58 kW B


C1 70' 70' 1 TLC-LED-1200 1.23 kW A
70' 4 TLC-LED-1500 6.00 kW A


15' 2 TLC-BT-575 1.15 kW A
70' 3 TLC-LED-600 1.74 kW F


C2 70' 70' 1 TLC-LED-1200 1.23 kW A
70' 4 TLC-LED-1500 6.00 kW A


15' 2 TLC-BT-575 1.15 kW A
C3 60' 60' 4 TLC-LED-1200 4.92 kW B


60' 1 TLC-LED-1200 1.23 kW E
15' 3 TLC-BT-575 1.73 kW B


F1-F2 70' 70' 5 TLC-LED-1200 6.15 kW D
15' 2 TLC-BT-575 1.15 kW D


70' 2 TLC-LED-600 1.16 kW G
50' 1 TLC-LED-600 0.58 kW K


F3-F4 70' 70' 5 TLC-LED-1200 6.15 kW D
15' 2 TLC-BT-575 1.15 kW D


50' 1 TLC-LED-600 0.58 kW K
S1-S2 70' 70' 5 TLC-LED-1500 7.50 kW C


70' 2 TLC-LED-600 1.16 kW F
50' 1 TLC-LED-600 0.58 kW J


S3-S4 70' 70' 5 TLC-LED-1500 7.50 kW C
50' 1 TLC-LED-600 0.58 kW J


19 136 150.28 kW


  Circuit Summary
Circuit Description Load Fixture Qty


A Baseball 53.44 kW 42
B Softball 22.56 kW 21


C Soccer 30.0 kW 20
D Football 29.2 kW 28


E BB/SB Parking 2.46 kW 2
F Playground 4.06 kW 7


G FB Parking 2.32 kW 4
H BB Security 0.8 kW 2


I SB Security 0.8 kW 2
J SO Security 2.32 kW 4


K FB Security 2.32 kW 4
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Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


  Fixture Type Summary
Type Source Wattage Lumens L90 L80 L70 Quantity


TLC-LED-1500 LED 5700K - 75 CRI 1500W 156,100 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000 46
TLC-BT-575 LED 5700K - 75 CRI 575W 52,000 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000 21


TLC-LED-1200 LED 5700K - 75 CRI 1230W 132,300 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000 46
TLC-LED-600 LED 5700K - 75 CRI 580W 65,600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000 19


TLC-LED-400 LED 5700K - 75 CRI 400W 46,500 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000 4


Light Level Summary
  Calculation Grid Summary


IlluminationGrid Name Calculation Metric Ave Min Max Max/Min Ave/Min Circuits Fixture Qty


BB/SB Parking Horizontal Illuminance 4.27 1 12 10.89 4.27 E 2


BB/SB Security Horizontal Illuminance 7.35 1 16 13.08 7.35 H,I 4
Baseball (Infield) Horizontal Illuminance 53.2 33 64 1.97 1.61 A 42


Baseball (Outfield) Horizontal Illuminance 31.6 19 45 2.41 1.66 A 42
FB Home Bleachers Horizontal Illuminance 13.1 6 16 2.57 2.18 K 4


FB Parking Horizontal Illuminance 4.59 1 9 13.27 4.59 G 4
FB Visitor Bleacher Horizontal Illuminance 11.6 6 16 2.93 1.93 K 4


Football Horizontal Illuminance 30.5 25 38 1.55 1.22 D 28
Playground/Parking Horizontal Illuminance 4.51 1 8 12.29 4.51 F 7


Rd 126 Spill Horizontal 0.11 0 0.31 964.51 A,B,C,D,E,
F,G,H,I,J, K 136


Rd 126 Spill Max Vertical Illuminance Metric 0.34 0 0.91 308.89 A,B,C,D,E,
F,G,H,I,J, K 136


SO Home Bleachers Horizontal Illuminance 8.06 7 11 1.72 1.15 J 4
SO Visitor Bleachers Horizontal Illuminance 8.96 7 13 2.01 1.28 J 4


Soccer Horizontal Illuminance 31.5 23 43 1.89 1.37 C 20
Softball (Infield) Horizontal Illuminance 51.6 40 59 1.49 1.29 B 21


Softball (Outfield) Horizontal Illuminance 36.1 20 50 2.46 1.80 B 21
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 60


0' 60' 120'


EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


2 A1-A2 70' - 70'
15'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-400
TLC-LED-1500


2
1
1
3


2
1
0
3


0
0
1
0


1 B1 80' - 80'
15'
80'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1
1
6


1
1
6


0
0
0


1 B2 80' - 80'
15'
80'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1/1*
1
6


1
1
6


1
0
0


1 C1 70' - 70'
70'
15'
70'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-LED-600
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1
3*
2
4


1
0
2
4


0
3
0
0


1 C2 70' - 70'
15'
70'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1
2
4


1
2
4


0
0
0


6 TOTALS 48 42 6
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: Baseball


Size: 305'/360'/305' - basepath 90'
Spacing: 30.0' x 30.0'


Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


In eld Ou ield
Guaranteed Average: 50 30


Scan Average: 53.15 31.60
Maximum: 64 45
Minimum: 33 19
Avg / Min: 1.63 1.68


Guaranteed Max / Min: 2 2.5
Max / Min: 1.97 2.41


UG (adjacent pts): 1.26 2.08
CU: 0.70


No. of Points: 25 96
LUMINAIRE INFORMATION


Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI
Luminaire Output: 156,100 / 52,000 / 132,300 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 42


Total Load: 53.44 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-1500 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
TLC-BT-575 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


TLC-LED-1200 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.


Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.


Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 40


0' 40' 80'


EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


2 A3-A4 60' - 50'
60'


TLC-LED-400
TLC-LED-1200


1
2


0
2


1
0


2 B3-B4 60' - 15'
60'


TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-1200


1
4


1
4


0
0


1 C3 60' - 15'
60'


TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-1200


3
5


3
4


0
1


5 TOTALS 24 21 3


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: So ball


Size: 200'/200'/200' - basepath 60'
Spacing: 20.0' x 20.0'


Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


In eld Ou ield
Guaranteed Average: 50 30


Scan Average: 51.56 36.07
Maximum: 59 50
Minimum: 40 20
Avg / Min: 1.30 1.78


Guaranteed Max / Min: 2 2.5
Max / Min: 1.49 2.46


UG (adjacent pts): 1.30 1.58
CU: 0.66


No. of Points: 25 71
LUMINAIRE INFORMATION


Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI
Luminaire Output: 52,000 / 132,300 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 21


Total Load: 22.56 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-BT-575 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


TLC-LED-1200 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 60
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EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE
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TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1500
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TLC-LED-1500
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 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: Soccer


Size: 360' x 195'
Spacing: 30.0' x 30.0'


Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Guaranteed Average: 30


Scan Average: 31.46
Maximum: 43
Minimum: 23
Avg / Min: 1.40


Guaranteed Max / Min: 2
Max / Min: 1.89


UG (adjacent pts): 1.40
CU: 0.76


No. of Points: 84
LUMINAIRE INFORMATION


Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI
Luminaire Output: 156,100 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 20


Total Load: 30.0 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-1500 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.


Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.


Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.


Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
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GRID
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GRIDS
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TLC-LED-1200
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4 TOTALS 36 28 8
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: Football


Size: 360' x 160'
Spacing: 30.0' x 30.0'


Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Guaranteed Average: 30


Scan Average: 30.48
Maximum: 38
Minimum: 25
Avg / Min: 1.22


Guaranteed Max / Min: 2
Max / Min: 1.55


UG (adjacent pts): 1.54
CU: 0.64


No. of Points: 72
LUMINAIRE INFORMATION


Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI
Luminaire Output: 52,000 / 132,300 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 28


Total Load: 29.2 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-BT-575 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


TLC-LED-1200 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


1 B2 80' - 80'
15'
80'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1/1*
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TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-1200


3
5
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2 TOTALS 17 2 15
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: BB/SB Parking


Spacing: 20.0' x 20.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 4.27


Maximum: 12
Minimum: 1
Avg / Min: 3.79


Max / Min: 10.89
UG (adjacent pts): 2.12


CU: 0.58
No. of Points: 88


LUMINAIRE INFORMATION
Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI


Luminaire Output: 132,300 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 2


Total Load: 2.46 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-1200 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 60
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EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


1 C1 70' - 70'
70'
15'
70'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-LED-600
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1
3*
2
4


0
3
0
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2 S1-S2 70' - 70'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1500


2*
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3 TOTALS 26 7 19
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: Playground/Parking


Spacing: 20.0' x 20.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 4.51


Maximum: 8
Minimum: 1
Avg / Min: 6.67


Max / Min: 12.29
UG (adjacent pts): 3.07


CU: 0.79
No. of Points: 198


LUMINAIRE INFORMATION
Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI


Luminaire Output: 65,600 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 7


Total Load: 4.06 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 60
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EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


2 F1-F2 70' - 70'
15'
50'
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TLC-LED-600
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1200


2*
2
1
5


2
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2 TOTALS 20 4 16
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: FB Parking


Spacing: 20.0' x 20.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 4.59


Maximum: 9
Minimum: 1
Avg / Min: 6.42


Max / Min: 13.27
UG (adjacent pts): 4.03


CU: 0.83
No. of Points: 116


LUMINAIRE INFORMATION
Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI


Luminaire Output: 65,600 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 4


Total Load: 2.32 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
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4 TOTALS 20 4 16


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: BB/SB Security


Spacing: 20.0' x 20.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 7.35


Maximum: 16
Minimum: 1
Avg / Min: 5.89


Max / Min: 13.08
UG (adjacent pts): 4.51


CU: 0.69
No. of Points: 43


LUMINAIRE INFORMATION
Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI


Luminaire Output: 46,500 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 4


Total Load: 1.6 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-400 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


2 S1-S2 70' - 70'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1500


2*
1
5


0
1
0


2
0
5


2 S3-S4 70' - 50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1500


1
5


1
0


0
5


4 TOTALS 28 4 24
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: SO Home Bleachers


Spacing: 10.0' x 10.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 8.06


Maximum: 11
Minimum: 7
Avg / Min: 1.22


Max / Min: 1.72
UG (adjacent pts): 1.16


CU: 0.07
No. of Points: 24


LUMINAIRE INFORMATION
Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI


Luminaire Output: 65,600 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 4


Total Load: 2.32 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 20


0' 20' 40'


EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


2 S1-S2 70' - 70'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1500


2*
1
5


0
1
0


2
0
5


2 S3-S4 70' - 50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1500


1
5


1
0


0
5


4 TOTALS 28 4 24
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: SO Visitor Bleachers


Spacing: 10.0' x 10.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 8.96


Maximum: 13
Minimum: 7
Avg / Min: 1.36


Max / Min: 2.01
UG (adjacent pts): 1.29


CU: 0.11
No. of Points: 36


LUMINAIRE INFORMATION
Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI


Luminaire Output: 65,600 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 4


Total Load: 2.32 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 30


0' 30' 60'


EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


2 F1-F2 70' - 70'
15'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1200


2*
2
1
5


0
0
1
0


2
2
0
5


2 F3-F4 70' - 15'
50'
70'


TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1200


2
1
5


0
1
0


2
0
5


4 TOTALS 36 4 32
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: FB Home Bleachers


Spacing: 10.0' x 10.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 13.07


Maximum: 16
Minimum: 6
Avg / Min: 2.13


Max / Min: 2.57
UG (adjacent pts): 1.85


CU: 0.21
No. of Points: 45


LUMINAIRE INFORMATION
Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI


Luminaire Output: 65,600 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 4


Total Load: 2.32 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 20


0' 20' 40'


EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


THIS
GRID


OTHER
GRIDS


2 F1-F2 70' - 70'
15'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1200


2*
2
1
5


0
0
1
0


2
2
0
5


2 F3-F4 70' - 15'
50'
70'


TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1200


2
1
5


0
1
0


2
0
5


4 TOTALS 36 4 32
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: FB Visitor Bleacher


Spacing: 10.0' x 10.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAINTAINED HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 11.59


Maximum: 16
Minimum: 6
Avg / Min: 2.06


Max / Min: 2.93
UG (adjacent pts): 2.13


CU: 0.20
No. of Points: 50


LUMINAIRE INFORMATION
Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI


Luminaire Output: 65,600 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 4


Total Load: 2.32 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco
Warranty document and includes a 0.95
dirt deprecia on factor.
Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.
Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.
Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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SCALE IN FEET 1 : 150


0' 150' 300'


Pole loca on(s) dimensions are rela ve
to 0,0 reference point(s)


Orosi Sports Complex
Orosi, CA


GRID SUMMARY
Name: Rd 126 Spill


Spacing: 30.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
HORIZONTAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 0.1055


Maximum: 0.31
Minimum: 0.00


No. of Points: 45
LUMINAIRE INFORMATION


Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI
Luminaire Output: 156,100 / 52,000 / 132,300 / 65,600 / 46,500 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 136


Total Load: 150.28 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-1500 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
TLC-BT-575 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


TLC-LED-1200 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
TLC-LED-600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
TLC-LED-400 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco Warranty
document.


Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.


Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.


Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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GRID SUMMARY
Name: Rd 126 Spill


Spacing: 30.0'
Height: 3.0' above grade


ILLUMINATION SUMMARY
MAX VERTICAL FOOTCANDLES


En re Grid
Scan Average: 0.3393


Maximum: 0.91
Minimum: 0.00


No. of Points: 45
LUMINAIRE INFORMATION


Color / CRI: 5700K - 75 CRI
Luminaire Output: 156,100 / 52,000 / 132,300 / 65,600 / 46,500 lumens
No. of Luminaires: 136


Total Load: 150.28 kW
Lumen Maintenance


Luminaire Type L90 hrs L80 hrs L70 hrs
TLC-LED-1500 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
TLC-BT-575 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


TLC-LED-1200 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
TLC-LED-600 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000
TLC-LED-400 >81,000 >81,000 >81,000


Reported per TM-21-11. See luminaire datasheet for details.


Guaranteed Performance: The ILLUMINATION described
above is guaranteed per your Musco Warranty
document.


Field Measurements: Individual eld measurements may vary from
computer-calculated predic ons and should be taken
in accordance with IESNA RP-6-15.


Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.


Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.
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EQUIPMENT LAYOUT
INCLUDES:
· BB/SB Parking
· BB/SB Security
· Baseball
· FB Home Bleachers
· FB Parking
· FB Visitor Bleacher
· Football
· Playground/Parking
· SO Home Bleachers
· SO Visitor Bleachers
· Soccer
· So ball


Electrical System Requirements: Refer to Amperage
Draw Chart and/or the "Musco Control System Summary"
for electrical sizing.


Installa on Requirements: Results assume ± 3%
nominal voltage at line side of the driver and structures
located within 3 feet (1m) of design loca ons.


EQUIPMENT LIST FOR AREAS SHOWN
Pole Luminaires


QTY LOCATION SIZE GRADE
ELEVATION


MOUNTING
HEIGHT


LUMINAIRE
TYPE


QTY /
POLE


2 A1-A2 70' - 70'
15'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-400
TLC-LED-1500


2
1
1
3


2 A3-A4 60' - 50'
60'


TLC-LED-400
TLC-LED-1200


1
2


1 B1 80' - 80'
15'
80'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1
1
6


1 B2 80' - 80'
15'
80'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1/1*
1
6


2 B3-B4 60' - 15'
60'


TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-1200


1
4


1 C1 70' - 70'
70'
15'
70'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-LED-600
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1
3*
2
4


1 C2 70' - 70'
15'
70'


TLC-LED-1200
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-1500


1
2
4


1 C3 60' - 15'
60'


TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-1200


3
5


2 F1-F2 70' - 70'
15'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-BT-575


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1200


2*
2
1
5


2 F3-F4 70' - 15'
50'
70'


TLC-BT-575
TLC-LED-600


TLC-LED-1200


2
1
5


2 S1-S2 70' - 70'
50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-600


TLC-LED-1500


2*
1
5


2 S3-S4 70' - 50'
70'


TLC-LED-600
TLC-LED-1500


1
5


19 TOTALS 136
 * This structure u lizes a back-to-back moun ng con gura on


SINGLE LUMINAIRE AMPERAGE DRAW CHART
Ballast Speci ca ons


(.90 min power factor)
Line Amperage Per Luminaire


(max draw)


Single Phase Voltage 208
(60)


220
(60)


240
(60)


277
(60)


347
(60)


380
(60)


480
(60)


TLC-LED-1500 9.0 8.5 7.8 6.7 5.4 4.9 3.9
TLC-BT-575 3.4 3.2 2.9 2.5 2.0 1.8 1.5
TLC-LED-1200 7.3 6.9 6.3 5.5 4.4 4.0 3.2
TLC-LED-600-A 3.4 3.2 3.0 2.6 2.0 1.9 1.5
TLC-LED-400-A 2.3 2.2 2.0 1.7 1.4 1.3 1.0
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Project Specific Notes:

Materials Checklist

Contractor/Customer Supplied:

Q A dedicated control circuit must be
Suppiied per disrtuton panel location
e convrol volage is NOT avalble.

a controlransformer s required.

Q Siecricl disvibuton panel 1 provide
overcurent protecion for oreuts
—HIDrated or -curve cirut reaker

sz per ullload amps on Gircut.
Summary by Zane Chart

Q wing
— Sea sharton page 2 for wirng requiements
— Eauipment grounding conducor and spices

must be nsulated. (per i)
— Lighining ground protectn (per ole).
i not Musco suppied.

Q Sieciical condut wireway system
—Entance hubs rated NEMA 4

must be die-cast Znc. PVC, or
copper-ree de-cast siuminum

Q Mouning herdware fo cabinets

Q Bresker ock.on device o prevent
nauthorzed power ntemuption o control
power and powerine cannecton (f present)

Q Ant-corrosion compound to appy o ends of
vire. necessary

Call Gontro.Link Gental ™ operations center
1577/247-3319 o schedule setaton of e
ool system upon completion of the intalaton.
Note: Actvaton may take up fo 1 112 hours

Control System Summary

Project Information

Project # 187220
Project Name: Orosi Sports Complex
Date: o405/t
Project Engineer: Ritarsh
Sales Representative: Bob Crookham
‘Control System Type: ontrol and Monitoring
‘Communication Type: Digital Celluiar
Sean 1872298
Document I: 197229P1V1.0405141114
Distrbution Panel Location or D: Service 1
Total# of Distibuton Panel Locatons fo Project: 1
Design VotagelHertzPPhase: a0/t
Conrol Votage: 120
Equipment Listing

DESCRIPTION APPROXIMATE SIZE
1 Control and Moritoring Cabinet 2x72
2Conirol and Monitoring Cabinst 2x72
3Conirol and Monitoring Cabinet X2

arv SzE
Total Contactors E 3oAMP

Total OION/ALLD Swiches: W

IMPORTANT NOTES

1. Pesse confim tht th design valtage 513 oove = st for s
iy, Desgn votagelorase s cefnes 5 e votage phass bang Commected
andulzed ¢ each ghtng pol’s elecical componants encosre discomnect.
Inaccuate design votage phase can esut i adtonal costs and delays.
Contact your Wiusco sales represenate o confm this fen.

21023 phase design, a3 prases are be n to cach pole. When a3 phase
i is used Wiusco'ssigle phase uminares come pe-wred o utize a1 3
phases acros he e iy

3 One contacto i equied for ach pole. Wihen 2 ol has muliple s, one
contaco i equie for each oot Al conactors re UL 100% rated for e
publshed continuus oad Al conactrs are 3

417 hing system wil b fed om mare han on dissbuon locaon.
additonsl aaupment may b requred. Contact your Musoo 53 repesentai.

5. A singecontlcrcut must e suppled pr conva system

5. 525 overeumentcevoss vsing 4 il o2 mps cokenn f e Circut Summary
By Zone char. Mimum poverfacr s 02

NOTE: Refer to Installation Instructions for more details on
equipment information and the installation requirements.
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Control System Summary
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October2, 2019

Native American Heriage Commission
1550 Harbor Bhd,Suite 100

‘West Sacramento, CA 95631
(s16)372:37:0

916)373:5471 - Fax
nahc@nahc.cagov

Subjec: OrosiHigh School Recreaton Complex Phase I

o Whom It May Concern:

‘The Cuter-Oros oint Unified School Disrict has decided to undertake th following project;Orosi
High Schaol Recreation Complex Phase I n Oasi in Tulare County,Calfornia. School Site
Solutions,Inc.is conductinga study to determin f theproject migh afect cuturlresources.
Plaase review the Sacred Lan Filefo any Native American cultual resources that may be within
or adjacent to the projectarea. The project sea s focated within portions of Secion 7 of
Township 16 South, Range 25 Eat of the Mount Diablo Basline, s depicted on the accompanying.
portion ofthe USGS 7.5-minute topographic quadangle of Orange Cove South, Cal (2015).

We alsa request 3 st of Ntive American indiiduals and organiationsthat may have knowledge
of cultralresourcesintheproject area. I you have any questions, please contact me atthe
‘address and phone number below or via &-mail < ohn@schoslsiesolutions.com >. ook forward
o hearing from you Thank you.

Sincerely,

C Cohn, ' g

C.Johrpomingue:
School Sk Solutons, .
2015 HStreet
Sacramento, CA 95811
516 9300735 el
9167840470 ax

Attachments:
Sacred Lands FileSearch Reauest
Figures 1 2 Project Maps

2015 H St/ Srameni, CA 05811
wschaoliesoltons com
9169300736 916930075 fax
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Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request

Native American Heritage Commission
1550 Harbor Bivd, Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95691
9163733710
916.373-5471 - Fax
nabe@nahe.ca.cov

Information Below i Requied fo o Sucrec Lands File Search
Orosi High School Recreation Complex Phase Il

Project:

couney: TUIATE

UsGs Quadrangle Name: Or@NgE Cove South

168

25E

Range:

7

Township: Section(s):

CompanyFirm/ageney: SCNOO! Site Solutions, Inc.

.2015 H Street

Street Address:

ciy:Sacramento, CA 295811

rron,916-930-0736
12 916-784-0470

Jjohn@schoolsitesolutions.com

Project Deseription:
“The proposed project would include the Instalation of 16 light standards within the:
previously developed recreational complex area in Oros, CA (sse Figure 1). Four
70-foot ight standards would be installed around the existing junior vrsity soccer field,
ix 60- 10 B0-foot ight tandards wold be installed around the existing basebali field,
and five 60- o 70-foot ight standards would be Instaled around the existing softall
field. The proposed project also includes the instalation of three 960-square foot
buildings that would house restrooms and concessions. The existing faciltes and
proposed faciies are shown on Figure 2.
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October1, 201

Tule River Indian Trbal Counci
340 Indian Reservation Dr
Portervile, CA 83257

Subject:  TribalCultural Resources under the Cafforia Environmental Quality Act, AB 52 (Gatto,
2014). Formal Notfcation o determination that a Poject Application s Complete or
Decison to Undertake  Project, and Notflcation of Consultation Opportunity,
pursuant to Public Resources Code § 2108031 hereater PAC)

To Whor it May Concern:

The Cutle-OrosiJont Unified School Districthas dcided to undertake the following prolect: ros
High School Recreation Complex Phase 1.

Below please find a description of the proposed project, a map showing the prject locaion, and
the name of our project point of contact, pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 {d).

“The proposed project woukl include the instalation o 15 light standarcs within the previously
developed recreationsl complex area in Orosi, CA (see Figure 1). Four 70-oot ight standards
would be nstalled arcund the exiting junior varsity soccer field, six 60- to 80-footlight standards
would be nstalled around the existing baseball s, and five 60-to 70-foot light standards would
be installed around the existing softbalfield.

“The proposed project also ncludes the nstalation of three 950-square oot bullings that would
house restrooms and concessions, The existing facilties and proposed faclties are shown on
Figure 2.

The Lead Agency point of contact for this projectis Raff Soghomonian, (59) 528-4763.

Pursuant to PRC § 21080.3.1 (b), you have 30 days from the receiptofthisletter o request
‘consultaion, in wriing, with the Cutlr-Orosi oint Unifed School Distict

Your project comments and concerns are important to us. We look forward to hearig from you n
the pear fyture,

0 o Wy

€. John Dominguez
School it Solutions, Inc.
2015 HStreat
Sacramento, CA95B11
9169300736 tel
916 784.0470 fax
2015 H St/ Sacramento, CA 05811
wwwschoalstsolations com
916930.0736 - 9169300788 fax
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