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CHAPTER | - INTRODUCTION

AI

B.

PURPOSE AND DESCRIPTION:

The Kings River Plan is an amendment to the Land Use, Circulation and Environmental Resources
Management Elements as wel| as the Rural Valley Lands Plan (RVLP) of the Tulare County General
Plan as such elements and plan apply fo the Kings River area of Tulare County. The Kings
River Plan was Initiated by the Tulare County Board of Supervisors on May 6, 1981, The pur-
pose of the plan Is fo outline a framework for long-term land use and circulation development
in the 6,641 acre Kings River Plan area which includes 85 acres of county-owned land referred
to as Sub-Area "A" throughout the body of the plan.

A plan specifical ly addressing the Kings River and its environs has long been considered to be
an important objective by Tulare County. The Kings River is the largest valley floor river in
the county thus presenting a unique environmental setting for land use and circulation plan-
ning. The planning area, which is predominantly used for intensive agriculture, contains one
of the few remaining well-preserved riparian habitats in the southern San Joaquin Val ley.
This habitat is also one of the major recreation areas in Tulare County, Because of the
aesthetic seftting and the recreation opportunities provided by the river, the plan area, por-
tions of which are flood-prone, has recently become desirable for non-agricultural uses in-
cluding residential subdivisions., The Kings River Plan will mitigate conflicts that could
arise between area land uses. The plan will also minimize conflicts between area devel opment
projects and the riverine/agricultural enviromment.

The plan is beneficial to the Kings River area as a whole as wel | as the 85 acre Sub-Area "A",
Sub-Area "A" |s specifical ly addressed by the plan because it is county-owned and one of the
largest relatively unaltered landscapes along the river. The entire property was original ly
intended for use as a county park, but due fo lack of park development and maintenance funds,
Tulare County found it impossible to develop the entire site for park purposes; therefore, a
major element of the plan concerns the use of Sub-Area "A", Planning considerations for Sub-

Area "A" sparked much of the initial Interest in the county's development of a plan for all of
the Kings River area,

LOCAT ION:

The boundaries of the Kings River Plan were chosen to focus attention on the Kings River and
nearby properties, as well as the area's major land uses., The planning area, including Sub
Area "A", |s delineated on the enclosed map labeled "Location of the Kings River Plan Area."
Properties affected by the plan lie in the eastern half of the southern San Joaquin Val ley.
They are situated in nortfhwestern Tulare County 4 miles west of Dinuba and 1/4 mile east of
Kingsburg near the convergence of the boundaries of Fresno, Kings and Tulare Counties.

The land involved is generally described as being portions of Sections 4, 8, 9, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, and 33, Township 16 South, Range 23 East, Mount Diablo Base
and Meridian, and Sections 24, 25, and 36, Township 16 South, Range 22 East, Mount Diablo Base
and Meridian,
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CHAPTER |1 = THE KINGS RIVER PLAN

A.

B.

SUPERCEDURE :

The Kings River Plan document supercedes the 1964 Land Use and Circulation Elements as well as
the 1972 Environmental Resources Management Element of the Tulare County General Plan for the
Kings River planning area. It also supercedes the 1975 Rural Val ley Lands Plan., All other
elements of the Tulare County General Plan, as amended, remain applicable to the Kings River
planning area.

KINGS RIVER PLAN ASSUMPTIONS:

To prepare a plan for land use and circulation, certain assumptions must be made about the
future. Trends based on past events can be determined, Such assumptions are vital to the
planning process because planning is predicated on the assumption that the future can be fore-
cast within a reasonable degree of accuracy, The following assumptions based on current
trends and priorities have been utilized in developing the twenty year Kings River Plan,

i Population

The population of the Kings River area will not grow as fast as the overal |l population of
Tulare County. This is primarily because population growth in the planning area will be
constrained by the limited area available for development since most of the area Is
restricted to agricultural use by the county's Rural Valley Lands Plan and by agricul-
tural preserves. The county's present policy of directing population growth to county=-
identified urban areas and foothill development corridors will be maintained during the
planning period.

2. Agriculture

Agriculture will continue to be the primary element in the overal| econany of Tulare
County., However, as the county's population grows, there will be continued pressures to
convert agriculfural land fo non-agricultural uses, particularly the prime agricultural
lands surrounding most of the county's urban centers. Thus, it will continue to be eco-
nomical to farm marginal sandy class |1l soils found in the Kings River area, Intensive
agriculture will continue to be the dominant land use in the planning area.

3. Non-Agricultural Developments

The recreation opportunities and the aesthetic setting of the Kings River, and the prox-
imity of shopping in Kingburg and Dinuba will make the Kings River area attractive for
residential and low infensity park and recreation development, These developments will

compete with agriculture for agricultural land, thus making the Kings River Plan progres-
sively more Important as a framework for efficient and envirommental ly sound use of

Iimited land resources,

4. Location of Non-Agricultural Land Uses

In view of the priority given to agricultural land use by county policy, the location of
non-agricultural uses should be limited to areas which are in-fill or logical extensions
of existing development. In addition, areas determined not suitable for agricultural




cultivation, where adequate access is available, should be given considaration for non-
agricultural use, The land evaluation system contained in the Rural Val ey Lands Plan is

an appropriate guideline for evaluating properties and determining areas appropriate for
non-agricultural development.

5. Kings River Recreation

Recreational outlets are becoming increasingly important for Tulare County residents and
for out-of-county fourists. Gasoline will continue to be expensive in the next twenty
years, therefore, many Tulare County residents will look more to nearby areas for recrea—
tion activities. The county's Kings River park and privately owned Kings River recrea-
tion areas will continue to serve the recreation needs and thereby the health and welfare

of Tulare County residents, Private recreation areas along the river are appropriate in
those areas that are not suitable for intensive agriculture due to soils, flooding, and

other constraints. The use of power boats along the river will contimnue; however, such
activity is at capacity! and the plan should not facilitate additional public boat
ramps,

I ‘I'uilli'nll'

PR T—

| . Personal opinion of Captain Forest Barnes of the Tulare County Sheriff's Department who is
in charge of patrolling the Kings River waterway, from interview on April 17, 1982,




6.

7.

County Kings River Park

Because of fiscal constraints, the county is no longer able to develop and maintain an
85 acre regional county park in Sub-Area "A" of the Kings River Plan as originally in-

tended when the park site was purchased., Instead, the county will scale down the use of

the site for public park purposes to approximately 10 acres and make the balance of the
area avalilable for private development consistent with the Kings River Plan,

Vegetation and Wildlife

The Kings River is one of the Valley's few remaining wel |I-preserved riparian habitats,
Such habitats are becoming increasingly scarce in the southern San Joaquin Val ley and its
protection will be of considerable importance in the next twenty years,

Community Services

a. No community sewer system is anticipated in the Kings River area during the twenty
year planning period (1982-2002). IT is probable that most future residential
developments will share a common sewage leach field systam or package freatment
facility, otherwise, sewage disposal will be by individual septic tank systems,

b. Domestic water will be provided by private water systems or individual wells, No
overal | community water system is anticipated during the planning period,

¢. Fire protection will continue to be provided by existing facilities presently oper-
ated by Tulare County in conjunction with the California Division of Forestry (CDF),

The feasibility of a fire protection district for the area may be Investigated in
the planning period,

d. Police protection will continue to be provided by the Tulare County Sheriff's
Department (including patrol of the Kings River) and by the Callifornia Highway
Patrol (along state highways). The feasibility of a police protection district in
the area may be investigated in the planning period.

@. Schools will not be adversely affected by the Kings River Plan, The schools that
serve the planning area where the largest population growth is expected can accanmo-
date additional student enrolliment, as follows:

School Additional Students
Kings River School (K-8) 194
Washington School in Kingsburg (K-2) a7
Lincoln School (K and 3-5) 70
Roosevelt School (6~8) 163
Kingsburg High School (9-12) 300

Sy
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1.

12,

Circulation

a. Major circulation patterns (arterials, state routes and the Southern Paclific Rail-

road) already have been established by the General Plan and the county's select
system, These patterns generally will remain the same,

b. Some new secondary roads, however, will be needed in the county park site. Also a
collector road system connecting the southern portion of the planning area with
Avenue 400 may be necessary in order to improve north-south circulation within the
planning area,

c. Lack of access will constrain non-agricultural development along some portions of
the Kings River thus ensuring these areas remain in agricultural and open space
use.

Housing

New housing will be mainly oriented toward satisfyirg the housing needs of middle and
upper Income families. The greatest housing demand will be for single-family residences
and for attached units around and on the Kings River Golf Course. However, the density
of residential use will be constrained because of the lack of community sewer systems,
As with other rural valley areas of the county there will also be a demand for farm-
related housing.

Commercial Development

No need for new or expanded commercial centers Is foreseen during the planning period.

Therefore, commercial development of a nonrecreational nature will be limited to the
existing node of commercial development located at the northwest corner of Avenue 400 and
Road 40,

Governmental Jurisdiction

The Kings River planning area will continue to be unincorporated and within the jurisdic-
tion of Tulare County during the next twenty years,

Floods

The potential for floods in the Kings River area will probably remain the same in the
next fwenty years, however, if the proposals for new hydro-electric facilities along the
Kings River in Fresno County are carried out, there may be additional flood protection
benef its to be considered in the future.

Archaeo|ogy

Because the Kings River is considered to be of medium fo high archaeolcgical sensitivity
and because there Is one recorded archaeological site In the planning erea, an awareness
of the archaeological sensitivity of the area will continue to be important as the Kings
River Plan is implemented.




C. KINGS RIVER PLAN GOALS AND POLICIES:

GOAL |:

AGRICULTURAL AND RURAL-RESIDENTIAL AREAS

ASSURE THAT NEW RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IN THE KINGS RIVER PLAN AREA 1S BALANCED WITH
THE NEED TO PROTECT AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES.

Policies:

Existing agricultural zoning of properties in agricultural preserves shal| be
retained regardless of the planned land use designation of such properties.

Areas reserved for residential development shall be limited to portions of the
Kings River Plan area that are oriented to the Kings River Golf Course and Kings
River School and which are characterized by Class |1l or poorer agricultural
solls. In identifying such areas, emphasis shal | also be given to areas which
have historically been used or zoned for residential developments, are vacant or
unused or are In-fill areas between clusters of existing development.

The Tulare County Rural Valley Lands Plan (RVLP) shall be applicable to all
areas designated M"agricultural" by the Kings River Plan.

The density of residential development in the Kings River Plan area shal | not
exceed four dwelling units per acre,




GOAL 11: RURAL-RES IDENT IAL/RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITY AREA

PROVIDE CPPORTUNITIES FOR LOW-INTENSITY RURAL-RESIDENTIAL AND RECREAT|ONAL DEVELCP-
MENT ALONG THE KINGS RIVER, PROVIDED SUCH USES ARE OOMPATIBLE WITH THE RIVERINE
ENV IRONMENT .

Policlies:

In addition to areas specifically designated for residential use by the Plan,
areas within one quarter mile of the present Kings River channel and the Kings

River Golf Course and Country Club may be approved for rural-residential devel-
opment if all the following criteria are met:

a, The majority of the site has soils with an agricultural capabillity of Class
|1l or poorer.

b, Under a Rural Valley Lands Plan point evaluation, the property is deter-
mined to be "nonagricultural" (l,e., |6 points or less).

c. The property must not have been used for commercial agriculture for the
last five years,
N
d. The property must have access to a publicly maintained road adequate fo
serve the development,

To meet the anticipated continued demand for golf course-associated residential
development and to protect nearby producing agricultural lands from conversion
to such residential uses, residential development on the Kings River Golf Course
property shall be permitted, The total area of such development shall be
limited to ten acres,

Private recreation uses or expansions of such uses within the agricultural land

designation are compatible with this plan if the property meets all the follow=
ing criteria:

a. The property involved has frontage on the Kings River.

be The site is not suitable for Intensive agriculture due fo sandy soils with
an agricultural capability of Class ||| or poorer, flooding, and/or other
constraints,

c. The property has access to a publicly maintained road adequate to serve the
development, and

d. The private recreation uses and expansions of such uses are al lowed in the
AE-20 Zone,

Private recreation uses which existed at the time of the adoption of the Kings
River Plan are consistent with said plan., Such existing uses include Lindy's
Landing, the Kings River Golf and Country Club, Royal Oak Park, and the Kings-
burg Gun Club,




5. The Riverland Resort property located in the southwest portion of the planning
area along the east bank of the Kings River Iis designated for commercial-
recreation use because the property has a history of such use, and because it
has a high visibility and access from State Route 99.

GOAL 111: SUB-AREA "A"

PROVIDE FOR DEVELOPMENT OF SUB-AREA "A"™ OF THE KINGS RIVER PLAN TO HELP MEET PUBLIC

RECREATION AND RESIDENTIAL NEEDS.

Policles:

l. The use of land within Sub-Area "A" shall be limited to public park, residential
and private recreation development in conformance with the Kings River Plan,

2. To help meet the public need for park and recreation facilities, Tulare County
will maintain a county park in Sub-Area "A" of the Kings River Plan., The park
area shall not be fewer than ten acres.

3. If a single, comprehensive development project is proposed for the non-public
park portion of Sub-Area "A", it must be under a planned unit development in
order to assure proper separation of uses and compatibility with the county
park.

GOAL IV: CIRCULATION:

PROMOTE EFFICIENT AND SAFE CIRCULATION OF MOTOR VEHICLES WITHIN THE KINGS RIVER PLAN-

NING AREA,

Policles:

l. Future roads or road extensions in the planning area shall be planned in accor-
dance with the Kings River Circulation Plan.

2, Non-agricultural development pojects shall not be approved unless alequate
access for emergency vehicles can be provided.

3., Except for emergency access routes, streets serving recreation areas of Sub-Area
"A" shall not be directly connected with streets serving adjacent residential
subdivisions,

4, Segregate residential traffic from recreation-oriented traffic.

GOAL V: WATER AND SEWER FACILITIES

ASSURE THAT WATER AND SEWER FACILITIES ARE CQONSTRUCTED IN A MANNER THAT ENHANCES THE
PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY AND PROTECTS GROUND AND/OR SURFACE WATER QUALITY.

Policles:

I+ No discretionary project in the Kings River Plan area shall be approved until
the decision making body finds that: (a) the proposed method of wastewater




treatment and disposal is safe, reliable, and will not degrade ground or sur-
face water quality, (b) a sanitary water supply exists for domestic purposes and

(c) county fire flow standards are met,

2, The density of new residential development shal | not exceed the ability of the
site's solls to absorb sewage effluent without ground or surface water contamin-
ation, This policy may require a lower density standard than otherwise permit-
ted by the zoning or land use plan designation of the site.

3. New wastewater systems In the Kings River Plan area shal | meet the standards of
the Regional Water Quality Control Board and the Tulare County Health Depart-
ment,

4. Alternative methods of sewage disposal, such as the use of common leach fields,
shal | be encouraged providing the systems meet the performance standards of the
Water Quality Control Board and the Tulare County Health Department.

GOAL V1: FLOODING

MINIMIZE KINGS RIVER FLOOD ING HAZARDS THROUGH PROPER LAND USE PLANNING AND ZONING,

Policies:

I. All areas within the State Reclamation Board's Kings River Designated Floodway
shal | be zoned in accordance with the county's Flood Plain Management Program.

2. Tulare County shall utilize the Flood Hazard Boundary Maps of the National Flood
Insurance Program and shall regulate construction or development within the
Special Flood Hazard Areas shown on sald maps In accordance with the require-
ments of the Federal Emergency Management Agency.

e Encroachments into the Kings River Designated Floodway must be approved by the
State of California Reclamation Board.

GOAL VII: RECREATION

PROVIDE FOR THE RECREATION NEEDS OF COUNTY RESIDENTS CONSISTENT WITH THE KINGS RIVER
AREA RIPARIAN AND RESIDENTIAL ENVIRONMENT.

To help meet the needs for a public park, Tulare County will| ccmplete and main-
tain a county park In Sub-Area "A" of the Kings River Plan of not fewer than ten
acres In area,.

Private recreation facilities shall also be encouraged to meet the recreation
needs of the public that cannot be met at the county park facility.

GOAL VIIl: MOTOR BOATING

AVOID EXCESSIVE MOTOR BOATING ACTIVITIES ON THE KINGS RIVER TC PROTECT PUBLIC
SAFETY .




GOAL IX:

Tulare County shal |l continue to regulate boating activities and motor boat noise
associated with the Kings River recreation activities,

No more public motor boat launching sites shall be allowed along said river in
Tulare County In addition fo the existing public launch sites at Lindy's Land-
ing, Royal Oak Park and Riverland Resort,

In the event that any existing launch site is closed to the public or abandoned,
one of comparable size may be developed as a replacement In an approved Kings
River recreation area if It is determined that the river can safely handle the
expected fraffic. Any proposal to replace launch facilities will have to be
approved under a special use permit,

KINGS RIVER RIPARIAN HABITAT

PRESERVE AS MUCH OF THE KINGS RIVER RIPARIAN HABITAT AS POSSIBLE.,

Policles:

Designated floodway regulations shall be used to protect the major portion of
the remaining riparian vegetation along Tulare County's portion of the Kings
River.,

To the extent possible, valley oaks shall be protected and preserved in all
Kings River Plan area developments,
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GOAL X:

3.

If riparian trees or shrubs exist on the site of a propused deve |l opment project,
such projects shal |l be designed in such a manner that vegetation and habitat 's
protected fo the extent possible,

As part of the maintenance of a county park in the Sub-Area "A", Tulare County

shal | Include measures to profect and al low the regeneration of riparian vegeta-
tion (including val ley ocaks) that may be on the park site.

INTER-COUNTY COOPERAT ION

COORD INATE LAND USE AND CIRCULATION PLANNING WITH NEIGHBORING KINGS AND FRESNO COUNTIES.

GOAL XI:

Policies:

2,

Tulare County shall notify and seek the recommendations of Fresno and/or Kings
Counties regarding major Kings River land use and circulation decisions having
impacts beyond Tulare County's boundaries,

Tulare County shall consider the consistency of its Kings River land use and
circulation decisions with the applicable General Plans of Fresno and/or Kings
Counties prior to making such decisions.

VECTOR ABATEMENT

PROTECT THE PUBLIC HEALTH BY FACILITATING ABATEMENT OF VECTORS.

GOAL XI1:

Pollicy:

I

Appropriate vector abatement requirements shal|l be considered in conjunction
with any discretionary project which has the potential to create a vector source
or hinder vector abatement,

ARCHAEOLOGY

ENCOURAGE PROTECTION OF ARCHAEOLOG ICAL RESOURCES IN THE KINGS RIVER FLANNING AREA.

Policies:

During the project review phase of a discretionary project, Initial consultation
requests shal | be referred tfo the Area Archaeological Site Survey Office If the
project site is within one mile of the Kings River, or the project site is on
vacant ground or range land that has not been graded or has not been otherwlse
used in a way that has altered the landscape from its natural configuration,

This policy shall not apply fo projects when it is readily apparent that the
project will not have any measurable Impact on archaeological resources.

If during the project review phase it is discovered that an archaeological site
will be disrupted by a proposed project, appropriate conditions of project
approval shall be adopted that require archaeological surveys, studies and/or
protect ion measures,
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GOAL XI11: USE OF PRIOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS FOR RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS

STREAMLINE THE ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS FOR RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS PROPOSED IN THE
KINGS RIVER PLAN AREA,

Policy

l. It is intended that the Kings River Plan constitute a "Community Plan" within

the meaning and intent of Section 21083.3 of the Public Resources Code of the
State of California,

2., In addition to the special provisions for residential projects contained in Sec-
tion 21083.3 of the Public Resources Code, the Kings River Plan Environmental
Impact Report shall be used as the environmental document for all proposed re-
zoning actions, subdivisions and other proposed projects consistent with the
Kings River Plan, The procedures set forth in said Section 21083.3 for residen-
tial projects shall also be applicable to non-residential projects,

THE KINGS RIVER PLAN:

Although the Kings River Plan discusses a variety of issues, the major emphasis Is on the land
use and circulation plans,

l. Land Use Plan Description:

The land use plan portion of the Kings River Plan is an amendment to the 1975 Rural
Val ley Lands Plan (RVLP) and also supercedes the 1964 Land Use Element., Although in
effect superceded by the RVLP, the 1964 Land Use Element has continued to be used by
the Planning Commission as a guide to land use planning decisions in the Kings River
area. In this respect, it shall be noted that the 1964 plan designated much of the
Kings River area for park and recreation development. However, recent development
projects in the area reflect a trend away from recreation development in favor of
low-density, rural-residential development, The 1975 RVLP, while also a part of the
Land Use Element of the General Plan, is primarily aimed tfoward protection and en-
hancement of the county's agricultural lands and does not provide an ef fective mecha-
nism to deal with the complex issues and cumulative Iimpacts of development in a
limited area such as the Kings River. Such issues and impacts can be more appropri-
ately addressed within the context of a community or subregional plan as contained In
this document.

This land use plan Is applicable to all properties within the planning area including
Sub-Area "A", The land use plan designates such properties for agricultural, resi-
dential,, designated floodway, commercial-recreation, public, golf course and country
club, private recreation and neighborhood commercial land uses. These designations
are generalized and will be more specifical ly implemented by a Kings River area re-
zoning project following adoption of the Kings River Plan, The planning period of
the land use plan Is 20 years,

The Land Use Plan Excluding Sub-Area "A":

I) The land use plan map Is shown on page 22, The plan allows for a moderate
amount of residential growth.




*

2)

LAND USE DESIGNATION ACREAGES OF THE PLAN*

DES IGNAT IONS ACRES
Res dential 237
Commercial Recreation 49
Kings River Golf Course 115
Public 15
Nelghborhood Commercial 4**
Designated Floodway 376
Agricultural 5,760%%*
TOTAL 6,556

Excluding Sub-Area "A" acreages.
*% Maximum of 4 acres permitted,
¥¥%This acreage figure also Includes Kings River Plan rights-of-way arcas,

Land Use Designation Definitions and Stardards:

(a)

(b)

(c)

Agricultiral: The agricultural designation applies to areas deemed
appropriate for agricultural uses in conformance with the Rural Val ley
Lands Plen, In certain cases, rural-residential uses and subdivisions,
as wel | as private recreation uses are appropriate under this des igna-
tion if they are situated in the "rural-residential/recreation oppor-
tunity area" and If they camply with all Kings River Plan policies,
particularly policies 11, | through 4,

Residential - Four Dwelling Units Per Acre Maximum: The residential
designation applies to areas considered appropriate for residential
uses, as described In the policles, Uses al lowed within this designa-
tlon are single-family attached or detached residences as well as all
accessory uses permitted in the R-A (Rural-Residential) Zone. The
maximum density of development is four dwelling units per acre. There
is no specific minimum density although a minimum of one unit per acre
Is presumed for planning purposes.

Rural=-Residential/Recreation Opportunity Area: Rural-residential den-
sities and private rocreation developments are conslidered appropriate
for "opportunity areas" within the agricultural designation, if the
locational criteria set forth in the planning policies can be met.
Uses within this designation would be limited to single-family detach-
ed residences Including manufactured housing (mobllehomes), Attached
housing is allowed, The maximum density of development is one dwel |-
ing unit per acre unless the policies of this plan and the other ele-
ments of the General Plan require a lower density, Appropriate private
recreation developments include campgrounds and picnic areas,




(d)

(e)

(f)

(g)

(h)

Designated Floodway: The designated floodway shown on the Kings River
Plan Land Use Map Iis the same as the State of Callfornia Reclamation
Board's Kings River Designated Floodway recorded in Book | of DESIG-
NATED FLOOCDWAYS, at Page |, Tulare County Records., The use of land
within the floodway will be limited to uses that will not interrupt
the flow of flood water,

Commercial-Recreation: The cammercial-recreation designation Iis
applied to the Riverland Resort property. Uses permitted under this
designation are the same as those permitted in Tulare County's "o®
(Recreation) Zone, including uses al lowed by special use permift,

Public: The public designation Is applied to publicly-owned lands.
Three such areas are recognized by the Kings River Plan: the Kings
River Union School, the Kings River Fire Station, and the public park
area in Sub-Area "A",

Neighborhood Commercial: A neighborhood cammercial designation is
applied to an area located at the northwest corner of the intersection
of Avenue 400 and Road 40, A neighborhood cammercial use is a retall
and/or personal service use that satisfies the needs of nearby resi-
dents for convenience goods and services. The size of the neighbor-
hood commercial area should not exceed four (4) acres Iin order to

avold the possibility of strip cammercial development along Avenue
400.

Kings River Golf Course and Country Club: Up to ten acres of the

Kings River Golf course are considered appropriate for residential
development at a maximum density of 4 units per acre., The type of

residential development that is appropriate is condominiums with zero
lot lines,
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The Sub-Area "A" Land Use Plan:

1)

Sub-Area "A" is an 85+ acre parcel of land owned by Tulare County and located on
the Kings River between the Kings River Golf Course and the Kingsburg Gun Club,

The Sub-Area "A" property has been analyzed to determine what land uses will be
compatible with the environment and with surrounding land uses. The result of

this analysis Is the adopted land use plan for Sub-Area "A" shown on page 23.
General acreages of the plan's land use designations are as follows:
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2)

LAND USE DESIGNATION ACREAGES
OF THE SUB-AREA "A"

DESIGNAT | ONS ACRES

Residential (Max. 4 Units/Ac.)| 35

Private Recreation 33

Public 11

Designated Floodway 6
Total 85*

* Includes rights-of-way areas,

It is estimated that of the 35 acres of Sub-Area "A" designated for residential
uses, approximately 20 acres are high enough (subject to 24 or fewer Iinches of
flooding during a 100 Year Flood) for subdivision development, To obtain a gen-
eral Idea of how many residences could be established on the 20 acres, the
Tulare County Building and Planning Department developed a residential concept
plan for the property., Under the concept plan, it was determined the site could
accommodate 63 dwelling units at a density of approximately 3,2 residences per

acre. Of these 63 residences, 3| were conventional single~family units and 32
cluster dwelling units,

Sub-Area "A" Land Use Designation Descriptions and Definitions:

(a) Public
The public designation Iidentifies eleven acres for a park area, The park
will have direct vehicular access from Road 28 and will be retained by the

county of Tulare for public use,

(b) Private Recreation

A private recreational area Is identified on the adopted Sub-Area "A" plan,
The private recreational area is intended for private recreation develop-
ment with a prohibition on the establishment of any motorized boat usage.
The private recreation area is located in the west half of Sub-Area "A"
fronting on the Kings River with vehicular access from Road 28, The pri-
vate recreation designation allows residential development in cambination

with private recreational uses for an integrated residential-recreation
development, The maximum allowed density of such residential development

is one dwelling unit per two and one half acres,

(c) Residential - Four Dwelling Units Per Acre Maximum: This designation
allows residential uses with a maximum residential density of four dwel ling
units per acre. Both planned unit developments (PUD's) and conventional
residential subdivisions are al lowed under this designation, With a PUD,
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the residential density can exceed four dwel ling units per acre at the dis-
cretion of Tulare County, IT Is expected, however, that physical con-
straints in Sub-Area "A" will predetermine residential densities lower than
four dwelling units per acre.

2, Circulation Plan Description:

a. Upon adoption, the circulation plan portion of the Kings River Plan became part of
the Circulation Element of the Tulare County General Plan. The circulation plan
designates the general location and extent of existing and proposed major thorough-
fares and transportation routes, all correlated with the land use plan, The proposad
Kings River area circulation plan Is shown on the map attached to the Inside back
cover,
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Circulation plan definitions and standards are as fol lows:

1)  State Route: A state route Is owned and maintained by the State of California.
Its primary function Is to provide for through-traffic. A state route is a con-

Tinuous thoroughfare over a long distance. The two state routes in the Kings
River Plan area are State Routes 99 and 201 (Avenue 400),

2) Arterial: An arterial road Is owned and maintained by Tulare County, As with a
state route, the primary function of an arterial Is fo provide for through-
traffic movement. An arterial is continuous over a long distance. Avenue 416
is the only arterial designated by the Kings River Plan. According fo the
Improvement Standards of Tulare County, an arterial is a Select System Road.
Ultimately, Avenue 416 wil| have four lanes,

3) Collector: A collector provides for traffic movement between !'ocal streets and
arterials or state routes. It is usually not continuous for a long distance,
There are two col lector routes in the Kings River Plan area. One Is Road 40 and
the other connects the southern portion of the planning area with Avenue 400 via
Road 34, Avenue 396 and Road 33, According to the Improvement Standards of
Tulare County, a collector is a Select System Road, Kings River Plan col lectors
will have two lanes,

4) Local Street: The primary function of a local street is fo provide access to
abutting properties. All streets not shown on the circulation plan are classi-
fled as local streets., According fo the Improvement Standards of Tulare County,
a local street is aclass |, 2 or 3 road,

The following page lists the Kings River area circulation plan standards for class Iy
2, and 3 county roads and select system roads.

Relationship to Other Planning Elements:

Environmental Resources Management Element:

The Kings River Plan amends the 1972 Environmental Resources Management Element of
the Tulare County General Plan as It applies to the Kings River area, Specifical ly,
the Kings River Plan makes refinements to recommendations contained within both the
Open Space and Conservation Elements found in the 1972 Tulare County Environmental
Resources Management Element (ERME). The 1972 recommendations read as follows:

Urban uses should be permitted on Class I, Il, and IIl soils only when these
uses are located within the Spheres of Influence as established by the Local
Agency Formation Commission around each municipality and service center within
the county (Recommendation B, Issue 6, p. 29),

Urban growth should be limited to lands within the Spheres of |nfluence estab-
lished by the Local Agency Formation Commission adjacent to municipalities and
‘rural service centers, Whenever possible, such growth should not occur on Class
I, Il, and I} agricultural soils (Recommendation B, Issue 9, p. 30),

The Kings River Plan allows limited urban development on Class Il and |1l solls in
recognition of the existing pattern of non-agricultural growth In the Kings River
Plan area. Although much of the exlisting urban development predates the 1972 ERME, a
number of rezoning and subdivision projects have been recently approved on Class |1]|
solls under the Rural Valley Lands Plan (RVLP) of the Tulare County General Plan,
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The RVLP was adopted subsequent to the 1972 ERME and in many respects constitutes a
refined implementation strategy fo carry out the recommendations contained in the
ERME. As with the Kings River Plan, the RVLP establishes policies which require
cons ideration of certain factors in addition fo soil classifications prior to
determining if properties within agricultural areas are suitable for nonagricultural
development,

Because the Kings River Plan severely limits the amount of land available for urban
development, the county does not believe that there are any conflicts with the ERME
recommendations pertaining to protection of prime agricultural lands, In this
respect, it should be emphasized that 5,760 acres (including right-of-way areas), or
87 percent of fhe planning area will continue to be designated for agricultural and
for open space uses Iin conformance with ERME. Thus, the policies established in the
Kings River Plan are a further refinement to the general course of action recammended
in the ERME made applicable to a specific area,

The 1972 Recreation Element of the Tulare County General Plan also has been amended
by the Kings River Plan, The Kings River Park designation has been relocated fram
northeast of Jasper Drive fo the area within Sub-Area "A" as shown on page 24.

b. Other Plan Elements:
The policies and designations of all other Elements of the Tulare County General Plan
== lIncluded in the Housing, Seismic Safety, Scenic Highways, Noise and Safety
Elements -- are not affected by and are consistent with the Kings River Plan. Such
designations and policies remain applicable to the Kings River Plan area and are
incorporated into the plan by reference.
L
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CHAPTER 11l = KINGS RIVER PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

The goals of the Kings RIiver Plan can be attained by Implementation of the
plan's policles and by amending the Tulare County Zoning Ordinance so that the
county zonling map Is compatible with the plan's land use designations. This
chapter lists the measures that will be taken to Iimplement the plan's policies,
It also contalns a zoning compatibility matrix that denotes present and poten-
tlal future zone classifications that are compatible with the Kings River Plan's
land use designations,

A. POLICY IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES:

AGR I CULTURAL A ND RURAL -
RESIDENTI AL AREAS

GOAL I

ASSURE THAT NEW RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IN THE KINGS RIVER PLAN
AREA IS BALANCED WITH THE NEED TO PROTECT AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES.

Pollicy Implementation Measures
le Existing agricultural zoning of Maintenance of agricultural pre-
properties In agricultural pre- serves in exlisting exclusive agri-
serves shall be retained re- cultural zones,

gardless of the planned land
use designation of such proper-

ties,

2. Areas reserved for residential Following adoption of the Kings
development shall be limited to River Plan the county zoning map
portions of +the Kings River will be amended in conformance with
Plan area that are orlented fto the plan,

the Kings River Golf Course and
Kings River school and which
are characterized by Class |11
or poorer agricultural solls,
In Identifying such areas,
emphasis shall also be given to
areas which have historically
been used or zoned for residen-
tlal developments, are vacant
or unused or are In=-fill areas

between <clusters of existing
development,

3. The Tulare County Rural Valley Exlsting exclusive agricultural
Lands Plan (RVLP) shall be zonling established pursuant to the
applicable to all areas desig- RVLP shall be maintained Iin the
nated "agricultural"™ by the Kings River Plan areas designated
Kings River Plan, "Agricultural,"
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Policy

The density of residential
development in the Kings River
Plan area shall not exceed four
dwel ling units per acre,

REUSREAVES =0R OB S IEDSE N T

OPPORTUN

GOAL 1|1

A

Implementation Measures

The evaluation procedure utilized
in the RVLP to identify parcels
appropriate for non-agricultural
zoning shall continue to be appli-
cable In areas designa~ed as "Agri-
cultural"; provided, however, that
rezoning proposals within "oppurtu-
nity areas" shall also be sujject
to the additional criteria set
forth herein,

Residential zoning which provides
for minimum lot areas of less than
12,500 square feet shall be estab-
| ished In areas designated as
"Residential",

AL/RECREATILON

AREAS

PROVIDE OPPORTUNITIES FOR LOW=INTENSITY RURAL=-RESIDENTIAL AND
RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT ALONG THE KINGS RIVER, PROYIDED SUCH
USES ARE COMPATIBLE WITH THE RIVERINE ENVIRONMENT

Pollicy

In addition to areas specifi=
cally designated for resliden-
tial use by the plan, areas
within one quarter mile of the
present Kings River channel and
the Kings River Golf Course and
Country Club may be approved
for rural-residential develop~
ment if all the following cri-
teria are met:

a,. The majority of the site
has solls with an agricul-
tural capability of Class
Il or poorer;

b. Under a Rural Valley Lands
Plan point evaluation, the
property 1Is determined to
be "nonagricultural” (i.e.,
|16 polints or less);
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Implementation Measure

Approval of rural-residential zon-
Ing shall be in accordance with
case-by-case evalutions of requests
for such zoning to determine con-
formity with rural-residential
development criteria,

Rural-residential zoning which pro-
vides for. minimum lot areas not
less than one acre shall be uti-
llzed for qualified properties.




Pollicy

c. The property must not have
been wused for commerclal
agriculture for the last
flve years;

d. The property must have
access to a publicly main=
tained road adequate to
serve the development,

To meet the anticlipated
continued demand for golf
course-assoclated residential

development and to protect
nearby producing agricultural
lands from conversion to such
residential wuses, reslidential
development on the Kings Rliver

Golf Course property shall be
permitted. The total area of
such development shal | be

limited to ten acres.

Private recreation uses or
expanslions of such uses within
the agricultural land designa=-
tion are compatible with +this
plan 1If the property meets all
the following criteria:

a. The property Invelved has
frontage on the Kings
River,
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Implementation Measures

Following adoption of the Kings
River Plan, the county zoning map
will be amended to reclassify the
zoning of the Kings River Golf
Course from agricultural zoning to
Residential Planned Development
zonling.

Location of residential development
areas within the Kings River Golf
Course shall be determined follow-
Ing receipt of project plans in
accordance with the procedures set
forth In the Planned Development
Zone,

The residential density standards
applicable to areas designated as
"Residential™ on the plan shall be
equally applicable to residential
development within the Kings River
Golf Course, provided that the
entire golf course property (except
that portion within the designated
floodway) shall be wutilized when
determining compliance with density
standards,

Compliance with this policy will be
achlieved through evaluation of
applications for private recreation
developments to determine confor-
mity. Falilure to meet the criteria
set forth In +this policy would
result in elther denying the appli-
cation or approving the application
subject to conditions necessary to
assure conformance with such cri=-
teria,




Policy Implementation Measures

b. The site is not sultable
tor intensive agriculture
due to sandy soils with an
agricul tural capabllity of
Class |1l or poorer, flood-
Ing, and/or other con-
straints,

€. The property has access to
a publicly maintalned road
adequate to serve the
development, and

d. The private recreation uses
and expansions of such uses
are allowed In the AE-20

Zone,

4. Private recreation uses which No further action necessary as all
existed at the time of +the these facilities are under exist-
adoption of +the Kings River Ing, active special use permits,
Plan are consistent with said
plan, Such exlisting uses Any expansion of these existing
Include Lindy's Landing, the facilities will be subject to com-
Kings River Golf and Country pliance with the criteria set forth
Club, Royal Oak Park, and the in policy 11-3,

Kingsburg Gun Club,

5% The Riverland Resort property Existing wan Recreation zonling
located in the southwest por- shall be maintained for +the area
tlion of the planning area along desigated on the plan as "Commer-
the east bank of the Kings cial=-Recreation." No expansion of
River shall be designated for such "O" zoning may be undertaken,
commercial-recreation use however, without first securing an
because the property has a appropriate amendment to this
history of such use, and plan,

because it has a high visibil-
Ity and access from State Route
99,
SUB=-AREA RN
GOAL 111

PROVIDE FOR DEVELOPMENT OF SUB-AREA "A" OF THE KINGS RIVER PLAN
RECREATION AND RESIDENTIAL NEEDS

Policy Implementation Measures
le The use of land within Sub-Area Existing exclusive agricultural
"A" shall be limited to public zoning shall be maintained for the
-28-




Policy
park, residential and private
recreation development in
conformance with the Kings

River Plan,

To help meet the public need
for park and recreation facill=
tles, Tulare County will maln-
tain a county park In Sub-Area
"A" of fthe Kings River Plan,
The park shall not be fewer
than ten acres.

I f a single-comprehensive
development project Is proposed
for the non-publlic park portion
of Sub-Area "A", it must be
under a planned unit develop-
ment in order to assure proper
separation of uses and compati-
bility with the county park.

EPRCUL AT

v

GOAL

Implementation Measures

areas within Sub-Area NAY for
"public park"™ and "private recrea=-
tion."

Following adoption of the Kings
River Plan, the county zoning map
will be amended to establish resi-
dential zoning for areas designated
as "Residential," subject to the
density criterion in policy I|-4,

As an alternative to the above
Implementation measures, the county
may consider establishing an appro=

priate Planned Development zone
over the entire property If appro=-
priate under policy 111=3,

Tulare County will prepare and

adopt a park Iimprovement plan for
that portion of Sub-Area "A" which

Is designated as a public park.

A commitment will be made by Tulare
County to use a portion of the
funds recelived from the sale of the
adjacent property for park Improve-
ments.,

If It appears that a single, com-

prehensive development will be pro=
posed In Sub-Area "A", the county
zoning map will be . amended to

designate an appropriate Planned
Development Zone on the property.

0N

PROMOTE EFFICIENT AND SAFE CIRCULATION OF MOTOR
VEHICLES WITHIN THE KINGS RIVER PLANNING AREA

Pollicy

Future roads or road extensions
in the planning area shall be
planned In accordance with the
Kings River Circulation Plan,
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Implementation Measures

Amend the County Select System Plan
In conformance with the Kings River
Plan.,




Policy Implementation Measures

Assure that rights-of-way and
street Iimprovements Iin conjunction
with private projects are In con-
formance with the plan through the
normal design review process,

2. Non-agricultural development Assure that the Fire Warden and
projects shall not be approved Sheriff's Department have Input in
unless adequate access for the design review process for pri-
emergency vehicles can be vate projects,

provided.

3. Except for emergency access Implement through the design review
routes, streets serving recrea- process,
tion areas of Sub-Area AN

shall not be directly connected

with streets serving adjacent
residential subdivisions.,

4. Segregate residential tfraffic Assure that access to recreation
from recreation-orliented areas |s discouraged from passing
traffic, through residential nelighborhoods

to minimize user conflicts.
WATEHR AND S EWER F-AC. I LT T LE S
GOAL V

ASSURE THAT WATER AND SEWER FACILITIES ARE CONSTRUCTED
IN A MANNER THAT ENHANCES THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY
AND PROTECTS GROUND AND/OR WATER QUALITY.

Pollicy Implementation Measures

l. No discretionary project in the Assure that the Water Quality Con-
Kings River Plan area shall be trol Board, Health Department and
approved until the declision Fire Warden have Input In the
making body finds that: (a) the design review process for private
proposed method of wastewater projects,
treatment and disposal Iis safe,
reliable, and will not degrade Require geological=hydrological
ground or surface water qual- reports to be submitted for all
ity; (b) a sanltary water projects 1In conformance with the
supply exists for domestic pur=- requirements of the Subdivision
poses and (c) county fire flow Ordinance,

standards are met,
Implement appropriate conditions
and speclfications through the
design review process,




Pollcy

The denslity of new reslidential
development shall not exceed
the ability of the site's solls
to absorb sewage effluent with-
out ground or surface water
contamination, This policy may
require a lower density stan-
dard than otherwise permitted
by the zoning or land use plan
designation of the slite,

New wastewater systems Iin the
Kings River Plan area shall
meet the standards of the
Reglonal Water Quality Control
Board and the Tulare County
Health Department.

Alternative methods of sewage
disposal, such as the use of
common leach flelds, shall be
encouraged providing the sys-
tems meet the per formance
standards of the Water Quallity
Control Board and the Tulare
County Health Department,

E 00D

Implementation Measures

Following review of the geological-
hydrological report, the County
Health Department shall determine
compliance with the policy and
submit appropriate recommendations
to the decision-making body.

Enforcement of: Section 5411 of the
State Health and Safety Code, Sec-
tions 7033-7034.2 of the Tulare

County Government Code, and the
Porter Cologne Act, and use of dis=-

cretionary project conditions of
approval .

Enforcement of: Section 5411 of

the State Health and Safety Code,
Sectjons 7033-7034,2 of the Tulare
County Government Code, and the
Poreter Cologne Act, and use of dis=-
cretionary project conditions of
approval .

I NG

GOAL VI

MINIMIZE KINGS RIVER FLOODING HAZARDS
THROUGH PROPER LAND USE PLANNING AND ZONING.

Pollicy

All areas within the State
Reclamation Board's Kings River
Designated Floodway shall be
zoned In accordance with the
county's Flood Plain Management
Program,

=3 1

Implementation Measures

Following adoption of the Kings
River Area Plan, the county zoning
map will be amended to designate as
F=1 (Primary Flood Plain Zone) all
areas within the designated flood~-
way.

The F-l Zone will not be appli=
cable, however, for any existing
buildings in the designated flood-
way. In such cases, the bullding
and a reasonable area around such a
building shall be placed In the F-2
(Secondary Flood Plain) Combining




Pollicy

Tulare County shall utilize the
Flood Hazard Boundary Maps of
the National Flood Insurance
Program and shall regulate con=-
struction or development within
the Special Flood Hazard Areas
shown on sald maps In accor-
dance with the requirements of
the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency,

Encroachments into the Kings
River Designated Floodway must
be approved by the State of
California Reclamation Board,

RECREAT

GOAL VI

Implementation Measures

Zone. The base zoning In combina-
tion with such F-2 combining zoning
shall be that which conforms to the
nearest land use designation out-
side the designated floodway.

Assure that the County Flood Con-
trol District Engineer has input in
the design review process for pri=
vate projects within such areas.

At such time as Flood Insurance
Rate Maps are certified by the
Federal Government for the Kings
River area, adopt and implement
additional flood protection regula-
tions as may be necessary,

Notify the State Reclamation Board
as a CEQA responsible agency during
the environmental consultation of
.the project review process for a
discretionary project,

Encourage compliance with Sections

8700 et. seq. of the State Water
Code.

O N

PROVIDE FOR THE RECREATION NEEDS OF COUNTY RESIDENTS CONSISTENT
WITH THE KINGS RIVER AREA RIPARIAN AND RESIDENTIAL ENV IRONMENT .

Policy

To help meet the needs for a
public park, Tulare County wi|
complete and maintain a county
park of not fewer than ten
acres in area, in Sub- Area "A"
of the Kings River Plan,

Private recreation facilities
shall also be encouraged to
meet the recreation needs of
the public that cannot be met
at the county park facility,

Implementation Measures

Same as necessary to Iimplement
Policy I111=2,

Same as necessary to Implement
Follcy Il ;. 3%




MOTOR

B QAT I NG

GOAL VIl

AVOID EXCESSIVE MOTOR BOATING ACTIVITIES
ON THE KINGS RIVER TO PROTECT PUBLIC SAFETY

Tulare County shall continue to
regulate boating activities and
motor boat nolse assoclated
with Kings River recreational
activities,

No more public motor boat
launching sltes shall be
allowed along the river In

Tulare County In addition to
the existing public launch
sites at Lindy's Landing, Royal
Oak Park and Riverland
Resort,

In the event that any existing
launch site Iis closed to the
public or abandoned, one of
comparable size may be develop-
ed as a replacement in an
approved Kings River recreation
area If It Is determined that
the river can safely handle the
expected traffic., Any proposal
to replace launch facilitlies
will have to be approved under
a speclal use permit.

K I NG S BRI N-ER

R 1

P AR I AN

Continue boat patrolling of the
Kings River waterway by the Tulare
County Sheriff's Department,

Continue enforcement of Part |V,
Chapter 3, Articles 7 and 8 of the
Tulare County Ordinance Code.

Implement through normal project
review process,
Implement fﬁrough normal project

review process.

K =A BT

GOAL

1 X

PRESERVE AS MUCH OF THE KINGS RIVER RIPARIAN HABITAT AS POSSIBLE.

Policles

Designated floodway regulations

shall be wused to protect the
major porftion of the remaining
riparian vegetation along

Tulare County's portion of the
Kings River.

Implementation Measures

Amend the Tulare County zoning map
by <classifying properties within
the Kings River Designated Floodway
in the F=l (Primary Flood Plain)
Zone or F-2 (Secondary Flood Plain)
Combining Zone,




3.

Policy

To the extent possible, valley
oaks shall be protected and
preserved 1in all Kings River
Plan area developments,

If riparian *trees or shrubs
exist on the site of a proposed
development project, such
projects shall be designed |n
such a manner that vegetation
and habitat is protected to the
extent possible,

As part of the maintenance of a
county park In the Sub-Area
"A", Tulare County shall In=-
clude measures to protect and
allow the regeneration of ripa=

rian vegetation (including
valley oaks) that may be on the

park site,

Il NTER=G O UNTY

Implementation Measures

Applicants for private projects
should be required to show the
locations of any valley oaks (of a
speciflc minimum size) on the pre-
liminary project plans,

During the project review process,
care wlll be taken to assure that
site development plans are adjusted
to avoid wunnecessary removal of
valley oaks.

Appllicants for private projects
should be required to show the
location of riparian vegetation on
the preliminary project plans.

During the project review process,
care will be taken to assure that
site development plans are adjusted
to avold wunnecessary removal of

riparlan vegetation and habltat,
The park Improvement plan will be

designed to avold unnecessary dls-
turbance fto natural vegetation,

€O DGR EROA T 100N

GOAL X

COORDINATE LAND USE AND CIRCULATION PLANNING

WITH NEIGHBORING KINGS AND FRESNO COUNTIES

Policy

Tulare County shall notify and
seek the recommendations of
Fresno and/or Kings Countles
regarding major Kings River
land use and circulation
decislions having Impacts beyond
Tulare County's boundarles,

Implementation Measures

All concerned agencies will|l be con-
tacted for recommendations whenever
a major discretionary project |Is
under consideration In the area,




Pollicy

Tulare County shall consider
the consistency of Its Kings
River land use and clirculation
decisions with the applicable
General Plans of Fresno and/or
Kings Counties prior to making
such decislions,

VECTO

PROTECT THE PUBLIC HEALTH

Pollicy

Appropriate vector abatement
requirements shall be consid-
ered In conjunction with any
discretionary project which has
the potential tfo create a
vector source or hinder vector
abatement.

Implementation Measures

All agency comments received during
the Planning Commission and/or
Board of Supervisors public hear-
Ings for discretionary projects
shall be considered before a deci-
slon Iis rendered on the project.

R A Bon T ELMOE NT

GOAL XI

BY FACILITATING ABATEMENT OF VECTORS

Implementation Measures

Assure that the Health Department
and fhe Delta Vector Control Dis=-
trict have Input In the design
review process for private
projects,

Implement appropriate conditions
and specifications during the pro-
Ject review process,

ARCHAEOLOGY

GOAL X111

ENCOURAGE PROTECTION OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
IN THE KINGS RIVER PLANNING AREA

Policy

During the project review phase

of a discretionary project,
Initial consultation requests
shall be referred to the Area
Archaeologlical Site Survey

Office If the project site Is
within one mile of the Kings
River, or the project site Is
on vacant ground or range land
that has not been graded or has
not been otherwise used In a
way that has altered the
landscape from Its. natural
conflguration,

-35-

Implementation Measures

Assure that the Area Archaeological
Site Survey Office has Input on the
design review process for private
projects located within the des~-
cribed area,




Policy Implementation Measures

This policy shall not apply to
projects when it is readlly
apparent that the project will
not have any measureable Iimpact
on archaeologlical resources,

If during the project review Implementation measures will be
phase it is discovered that an developed on a case-by-case basis
archaeological site wlill be following report and recomendations
disrupted by a proposed pro- by a quallfied archaeologist,
Ject, appropriate conditions of Examples of Iimplementation measures
project approval shal | be range from avoidance requirements
adopted fthat require archaeo- (open space easements) to full
logical surveys, studies and/or excavation of archaeological
protection measures, resources,
U s E 0 F P RIOR ENVIRONMENTA AL | MPACT

R B POSR T8 F OR RESIDENTI AL PROJECTS
GOAL X111

STREAMLINE THE ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS FOR RESIDENTIAL
PROJECTS PROPOSED IN THE KINGS RIVER PLAN AREA

Pollicy Implementation Measures
It is Intended that the Kings No future actlon necessary, Section
River Plan constitute a "Commu- 21083.3 will be applicable by oper-
nity Plan" within the meaning ation of law to all residential
and intent of Section 21083,.3 projects In conformance with the
of the Public Resources Code of plan, k

the State of California.

In addition to the special pro- If necessary, the county's CEQA
visions for residential pro- guldelines should be amended to
Jects contained in Section allow section 21083.3 to be appli=
21083.,3 of the Public Resources cable tfo non-residential projects
Code, the Kings River Plan if In conformance with the Kings
Environmental Impact Report River Plan,

shall be used as the environ-

mental document for all pro-

posed rezoning actions, sub=-
divisions and other proposed
projects consistent with the
Kings River Plan, The proce-
dures set forth in sald Section
21083,3 for residential pro-
Jects shall also be applicable
to non-residential projects.

=36~
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CHAPTER IV = BACKGROUND INFORMATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

AI

HISTORY

Evidence of human habitation In the southern San Joaquin Val ley dates back at least 8,000
years. When in 1772 Pedro Fages, a Spanlard, made the first recorded visit by a white man to

the southern San Joaquin Valley, he encountered an American Pndian tribe which later became
known as the Yokuts.Z

The Yokuts (fransliated: "people") were also encountered in the southern San Joaquin by later
Spanish explorers. One of these was Gabriel Moraga. In 1805 he became the first known white
man to see the Kings River which he named "Rio de los Santos Reys" (River of the Sainted
Klngs.)5 American explorers also visited the environs of the Kings River., These Included
Kit Carson (1829)4 and John C. Fremont (1840's),5

In 1850 the lower Kings River, including the Kings River Plan area, was occupled by four
Yokuts groups known as the Nutunutu, Wimilchi, Apyachi and the Wechihit. At that time It is
estimated there were 900 Yokuts living In the Lower Kings River area. The population may have
been greater in earlier times,5

Because of an abundance of food resources, the Kings River Indians were more affluent than

their non-river Indian neighbors. The Kings River Yokuts lived in permanent dwellings and
achlieved excel lence In the art of basketry. As another handicraft they made tule rafts for

travel on the r[vor.7

After the California Gold Rush, non-Indian Iimigrants began coming to the Tulare County area in
large numbers, The new settlers overran the Yokuts' lands.® In 1851 a treaty was signed

between the Kings River Yokuts and the new settlers under which the Indlans agreed to move to
reservations,?

From 1852, when Tulare County was organized, fo 1870, the county was almost entirely used for
grazing. Then In 1872, the same year the Central Pacific rallroad tracks (later Southern
Pacific) crossed the Kings River, the State legislature passed a law requiring cattlemen to
confine their herds., This began a period of grain growing in the ooun?y.“)

To Irrigate the grain, the Kings River's water was tapped. In the early 1880's the '76 Land
and Water Company was formed to use Kings River water to turn dry range Into farmland. The
Irrigation development included all the planning site east and south of the river. For a
short while, Traver, a community a I|ittle over 2-1/2 miles south of the planning area, became
one of the major grain shipping points in the nation,!!

2.

William J. Wal lace, "Southern Val ley Yokuts", In Handbook of North American Indians, Wil liam

Sturtevant and Robert F, Heizer, eds., VIIIl, pp. 449 and 459,
3. Annle R, Mitchell, The Way it Was, The Colorful History of Tulare County, p. |7.

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10,

California by Kathleen Edward Small, |, p. 310-312,

Annie R. Mifchell, King of the Tulares, p. 53.

F. F. Latta, Handbook of Yokuts Indians, pp. 28 and 29,

Wal lace, op. cit., p. 449,

Latta, op., cit., pp. 50, 80 and 174,

Wal lace, op, cit., p. 460,

Ibid.

A« E. Miot, "Livestock, Grain, Deciduous Frult and Cotton," in History of Tulare County

Mitchel |, The Way, pp. 43 and 41,
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The '76 Company's canals were eventually bought by the Alta Irrigation District (formed In
1888). About the same time as the formation of the Alta District, deciduous frult growing
started becoming Important In Tulare County, In the late I880's and 90's Muscat and Malaga
grapes were planted In the Dinuba area,!?

With irrigation water from the Alta Irrigation District and the Consolidated Irrigation Dis~
trict (formed In 1921), deciduous frult growing became the predominant land use of the Kings
River Plan area,!3 Today the region Is one of Tulare County's most productive grape grow-

Ing areas, Other deciduous fruits such as peaches are also important crops in this portlon of
the county. 14
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12, Miot, op, cit,, p. 319,
13. |blid., pp. 319=32|,
|14, See the "Summary Table of Major Kings River Plan Area Crops" In Chapter |V, Section H, 8 of

this text,
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B. GEOGRAPHY OF THE PLAN AREA:

The Kings River is one of four major rivers In Tulare County, As with the Kern, Tule, and
Kaweah river systems, Its sources are high in the Slerra Nevada Mountains bordering the east-
ern side of the San Joaquin Val ley. The majority of the river is in Fresno and Kings Counties
with a 6.56 mile meandering stretch passing through northwestern Tulare County,

The planning area, as well as other val ley portions of Tulare and Fresno Counties, is situated
in an area favored for agricultural uses. It Is part of the Central Valley region of Callfor-
nia, an area of extensive gently sloping alluvial soils superior for agriculture.!'5 In
addition the planning area Is located in a subtropical Interior semi-arid climate zone char-
acterized by mild winters and a long 260 day frost-free growing season, 6 Although the
average annual precipitation Is only ten Inches per year,!7 the planning area, as well as
other valley lands, is fortunate fo be situated downslope from a major water source, the
Slerra winter snow pack,

The Sierra Nevada Mountains bordering the east side of the Central Valley are well oriented
and high enough to capture winter precipitation from the prevailing Westerlies, Such molsture
Is convenlently stored as snow during the ralny months until the snowmelt is used for Irriga-
tion purposes on the val ley floor throughout the growing season,

Rivers such as the Kern, Tule, Kaweah and Kings fransport the snowmelt fo valley farmers. In
the days before these river systems were harnessed by dams, they also carried and deposited
alluvium enriching valley solls,

With such favorable and unique geographic and envirommental settings for agriculture, It is
not suprising that Fresno and Tulare Counties in recent years have been respectively first and
second In the nation In the value of agricultural crops producaﬂ.'8 A significant percen-
tage of Tulare County's crop value comes from grapes Including those harvested In the Kings
River planning area, !9

15, David W. Lantis, Rodney Steiner, and Arthur E., Karinen, California Land of Contrast, third
edition, pp. 427-429,

16, 1bld., pp. 409-416,

17. 1bld., p. 412,

18, County rankings from April 15, 1982 telephone interview with Clyde R. Churchill, Tulare
County Agricultural Commissioner,

19, See the "Summary Table of Major Kings River Plan Area Crops" in Chapter 1V, Section H,8 of

this text.




paopla.20 The estimated past and projected Kings Rliver planning area populations are
shown on the following graph:
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*Note: High projection has the same compound annual Medium projection for 1-1-02 is a simple average
percentage increase that was exhibited between of the high and low projection for that date,
4~01-80 and 4-23-82, (2,39472%) Projection of dates between 4-23-82 and 1-1-02
are by the compound annual percentage increase
Low projection is calculated by linear regression, calculated between 4-23-82 and 1-1-02,

C. DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE KINGS RIVER PLAN AREA:

The estimated population of the Kings River Planning area as of April 23, 1982 was 1,240

utilizing populations of four past dates (4~01-70 (1.08979%)

thru 4-23-82).
Prepared by Tulare County Planning Department,
June 1982,

20. This estimate was made by first determining the average household population of each 1980
U.S. Census enumeration district (ED) that extended Intfo the planning area., Then the number of
occupled households was determined for the Kings River Plan portions of each ED as of April 1982,
The average 1980 ED household populations were then multiplied by the April 1982 count of corres-
ponding ED occupied households (Kings River Plan area only). The rounded sum of these products was
1240 people.

2|, Based on data from the 1980 Census of Population, United States Bureau of the Census, |980;
the 1976 Special Census of the Tulare County Unlincorporated Area, Population Research Unlt, Depart-
ment of Finance, State of California, and a fleld count of houses in the Kings River Plan area com-
pleted April 23, 1982,
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The low projection may not be accurate because an upturn In the Kings River area population
occurred during the last two years, In addition the low projection does not take into account
the increased avallability of rural-residential land al lowed by the Kings River Plan,

The high projection, on the other hand, may also be inaccurate because it Is based solely on
population estimates made on two recent dates and because It Is an abrupt change from trends
established between 1970 and 1980,

The medium projection may be more Indicative of future Kings River area population. It recog-
nizes recent area growth tfrends and the Increased availability of rural-residential land

allowed by the Kings River Plan, Nevertheless, the medium projection Is tempered by past de-
clines In area population,

Based on these population projections, the total Kings River Plan area residential land demand
Is as follows:

High Projection: 355 acres
Medium Projection: 276 acres

Low Projection: 197 acres,22

22, The residential land demand acreages are also based on an average household population esti-

mate of 3,09 persons per household (the average population per household of 1980 Enumeration Dis-
trict Nos, 53 and 54), In addition residential land demand Is based on an average residential den-
sity of 1.8 dwelling units per acre (the average between one dwel ling unit per acre =- the minimum
area for property contalining both an on-site well and septic tank system -- and 2.6 units per acre

== the maximum density allowed under the R-A-12,5 Zone al lowing 25§ of the land for rights-of-
way),
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The following tables contain information regarding the schools that serve the planning area.
The attached map labeled "Kings River Area School Districts" delineates the school districts

within the planning area.

KINGS RIVER AREA SCHOOL DATA (June 1982)23

Number of | Number of | Plans for Expanslion of
Students | Students | Existing Schools or
Name of School Student | Below Over Addition of District
(Grades) Enrol Iment | Capacity | Capacity | Capacity | School Next 20 Years
CLAY JOINT DISTRICT
Clay Elem,
School (K-8) 87 100 13 - None
KINGSBURG JOINT
UNION DISTRICT
Washington
School (K-=2) 315 372 57 -— None
Lincoln
School
(K and 3-5) 457 527 70 - None
Roocsevelt No Iimmediate plans for
School (6-8) 369 532 163 = school expansion, but
there may be an addi-
tional junlor high
school within the next
20 years.
K I NGSBURG
JOINT UNION
H.S. DIST.
Kingsburg I f enrol Iment decline
High School changes it is possible
(9-12) 728 1028 300 - there will be an
expans lon of the
exlsting school
KINGS CANYON
UNIFIED DIST,
Washington
Elem, School
(K=6) 421 356 - 65 None
General Grant Jr.
High School (7-8) 367 480 113 - None
Reed ley High
School (9-12) 1557 1830 273 - None
KINGS RIVER
UNION DISTRICT
Kings River Elem,
School (K-8) 362 556 194 - None

23, Based on written and verbal correspondence with Terrl Hinojosa, Secretary, Clay School,
Gary J. Andrels, Superintendent, Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary School District, Alfonso
Silva, Disfrict Superintendent, Kingsburg Joint Unlon School District, Rober D. Freet, Dis-
trict Superintendent, Kings Canyon Unified School District, and T. C. Moshier, Superintendent,
Kings River Unlon School District,
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KINGS RIVER AREA SCHOOL DISTRICTS 24
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24, Source: 1981 School District Map of Tulare County
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ADDITIONAL STUDENT CAPACITYZ?

NUMBER OF ADDITIONAL STUDENTS THAT COULD BE HANDLED PER GRADE (June 1982)
Speci al
NAME OF sCHOOML ) NS | 2 3 4 5 6|748 9 10 |1 12 Ed.
CLAY JOINT DISTRICT
Clay Elem. School -3 2 3 9 of -5 1 6 - - - - 13
KINGSBURG JOINT UNION DISTRICT
Washington School 3] 31| 20 - - - - - - - - - -
Lincoln School 9 - - 15 29| 17 - - - - - - 6
Roosuvelt School - - - - - =] 32] 13 - - - - 5
KINGSBURG JOINT
UNION H.S. DISTRICT
Kingsburg High School - - - - - - - - 75 75 73 75 -
KINGS CANYON UNIFIED DISTRICT
Washington Elem, School =37|-14| =10 6| 1| -8] ~I - - - - - 0
General Grant Jr. High School| - - - - - - -| 109 - - - - 4
Reedley High School - - - - - - - - 28 50 64 | 131 0
KINGS RIVER UNION DISTRICT
Kings River Elem, School By 171 2 19| 34)| 34] 15 38 - - - - B
TOTALS =18| 36) 35 |49 | 62| 38| 47| 284 | 103) 125 | 139 | 206 31

Prepared by Tulare County Planning Department, July 1982,

D. EXISTING ZONING AND LAND USES:
Refer to the following four zoning maps to determine the distribution of zoning classiflca-
tions within the planning area.
Zone Acreage Existing Land Use
AE-20 6176 (includes vineyards, orchards, fleld crops, single-family residences,
all public horse ralsing, mobilehome park, gun club, golf course and
rights-of-way) country club, river-oriented recreation, unused park, vacant
land and poultry buildings.
AE=40 311 ac, grape vineyards, fleld crops, orchards, single=family
resldences and vacant land,
R=-A 53 ac, single-family residences and vacant land.
0 44 ac. motel, restaurant, cocktail lounge and recreation campground ,
R=A=12.,5 37 ac. single-family residences and vacant land.
A-1| 19 ac, single-family residences and vacant land.
Cc-2 | ac, grocery and sporting goods store and single-family residences.
25, 1bid.
26, Tulare County Zoning Ordinance, Section 3,
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E. ZONING ORDINANCE CHARACTERISTICS

The following Is a list of the general characteristics of existing zoning in the planning
area:

AE-40, AE-20, A-| - These zones allow agricultural land uses and limited non-agricultural
uses, The minimum new parcel areas are 40 acres (AE-40), 20 acres (AE-20), and 5 acres

(A-1). No subdivislons are permitted In these zones.

R-A, R-A-12,5 - These zones allow rural-residential uses (including subdivisions) and
Iimited agricultural uses, The minimum new parcel areas are 6000 square feet (R-A) and
12,500 square feet (R-A-12,5),

O - This zone al lows limited commercial uses primarily oriented foward recreation activi-

ties and limited agricultural activities, Multi=family, two-family and single-family
residential uses are also allowed,

C-2 - This zone allows general commercial uses., Multiple-family, two-family and single-
family residential uses are also permitted,27
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27. 1bid, Sections 4, 8,05, 9.6, 9.7, 10, 12, and 16,
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EXISTING ZONING
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Fe  CIRCULATION: I
Access Is provided fo properties in the study area by the following public rights-of-way with l
the following ultimate widths:28
Right of Way Ultimate Ultimate

Width Pavement Widths County Road l
Roads (Feet) (Feet) Classification
16 60 40 Class 3 l
20 60 40 3
24 60 40 3
28 60 40 3 '
32 60 40 -]
33 60 40 S
34 60 40 3
36 60 40 3 l
38 60 40 3
40 60 40 3
42 60 40 ~] l
Avenues 60 40 3
384 60 40 3
388 60 40 b
390 60 40 5 l
392 60 40 3
393 60 40 ]
396 60 40 3 .
398 60 40 3
404 60 40 3
408 60 ° 40 3 .
410 60 40 3
412 60 40 3
416 84 64 Select System Four Lane
420 60 40 Class 3 '
Other Streets
Bonander Avenue 56 36 Class |
Club Drive 60 40 il I
Cypress Avenue 56 36 [
Fairway Avenue 60 40 2
Finley Drive 56 36 | I
Fruitvale Circle 56 36 |
Gllbert Drive 60 40 3
Jasper Drive 60 40 3 l
Kings River Drive 60 40 2
Kings Road 56 36 |
Nelson Avenue 56 36 |
Orchard Drive 56 to 72 36 to 52 2 l
Ralinbow Circle 56 36 [
Ward Drive 60 40 3
State Routes I
99 156 to 166 (existing) - Select System Four Lane
201 (Ave, 400) 50 to |10 (existing) - Select System Two Lane
Access tTo Sub-Area "A" Is provided by Road 28, l
28, Source: Tulare County Public Works Departmnn;i




G.

29,
30.
3.
32.
33.

GENERAL PLAN ELEMENTS:

l. The 1964 Land Use Element designates a large area adjacent to the Kings River for park and
recreation development and the balance of the planning area for agricultural uses,Z2?

2. The 1975 Tulare County Rural Valley Lands Plan (RVLP), which supersedes the 1964 Plan,
presently applies fo the entire planning area,0 The zoning adopted fo Implement the
RVLP Indicates that the majority of the planning area including Sub-Area "A" |s appropri-
ate for agricultural uses. Properties previously determined to be unsultable for agricul-

tural zoning under the RVLP are recognized by the Kings River Plan as non-agricultural
31
areas,

3. The 1964 Circulation Element designates Avenue 416 as a "limited access county primary,"
Avenue 400 as a "primary" and Highway 99 as a "freeway-expressway with Inter-
ch,nge_.dz

4. The 1972 Environmental Resources Management Element (ERME) of the Tulare County General
Plan contains recommendations that cal|l for the avoidance of urban development on Class i,
I, and |1l solls outside of community spheres of influence. The Open Space Plan portion
of the ERME contains a generalized Open Space map that designates the Kings River Plan
area for intensive agriculture. The area along the Kings River s designated "Flood
Plain.," The policles and designations of the Kings River Plan have refined the soils
policies and the Open Space Map designations of the ERME.>3

5. The 1974 Urban Boundaries Element indicates that no portion of the planning area is within
a Tulare County urban boundary, A portion of the western boundary of the study area Is
the 1974 urban Improvement area boundary of Kingsburg.® The Kingsburg urban improve-
ment area (UIA) was not included In the Kings River Plan because the UIA will at a later
date be part of a plan specifically oriented” toward Kingsburg.

6. The 1975 Safety Element Indicates the entire planning area Is within a five mile road
perimeter of a Callfornia Division of Forestry Fire Station,3?

7. The 1975 Noise Element indicates that within the planning area there are at least four
land uses that could be critical ly affected by noise.’® These appear to be:

"Land Use Element" of the Tulare County General Plan.

"Rural Valley Lands Plan" of the Tulare County General Plan,

Tulare County Zoning Ordinance, Section 3,

"Circulation Element," Tulare County General Plan, 1964 Circulation Plan Map.

"Environmental Resources Management Element," Tulare County General Plan, Open Space Map,

Recreation Plan Map, and pp. 27-34, 151-155,

34,
35,
36.
scale

"Urban Boundaries Element," Tulare County General Plan, Fire Services Respons ibility Map.
"Safety Element." Tulare County General Plan, Fire Services Responsibllity Map.

The unit of noise measurement of the Tulare County Noise Element Is the decibel "A" welghted
(db(A)). By use of the "A" weighted scale in a sound meter, the noise frequency response of

the average human ear can be simulated,
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Riverland Resort,

The Kings River Golf Course and Country Club,
Royal Oak Park, and

Kings River School37

Principal noise generators within the planning area and their nolse levels are:
Hlighway 99 75 db(A)
Road 40 45-65 db(A) and

Avenue 416  65-75 db(A)38
Kings River motorboating

The Noise Element's recommendations for allowable ambient noise levels are as fol lows:

Land Use 7 a.m., to 10 p.m, 10 pem, to 7 a.m.
Passive recreation areas 45 db(A) 45 db(A)
Schools 45 db(A) 45 db(A)
Agriculture 50 db(A) 50 db(A)
Low-dens ity residences 50 db(A) 50 db(A)
Multiple-family residences 55 db(A) 50 db(A)
Nelghborhood commercial uses 55 db(A) 55 db(A)

Act ive recreation 70 db(A)39? 70 db(A)39

IT appears that the Riverland Resort (adjacent to Highway 99) and Kings River School
(ad jacent to Road 40) could be In areas where ambient noise exceeds recammended levels,

He  ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

I« Geologic Setting: The planning site is on the Kings River alluvial fan, a
delta-like feature consisting of eroded materials
deposited on the valley floor by the river. The Kings
River has meandered across the fan over time creating
the rolling tfopography of areas near the present river
channel ,

The three major historically active earthquake faults
nearest the planning area are the San Andreas Fault,
approximately 65 miles fo the west, the Owens Val ley
Fault, approximately 75 miles fo the east and the White
Wolf Fault, 95 miles fo the south. A potential ly active
fault known as the Foothll | or Melones/Bear Val ley Fault
extends to within 70 miles of the planning area,40

37. "Noise Element," Tulare County General Plan, Plate | Nolse Critical Facillities,

38| Mo

39. bid. p.37

40. Final Environmental Impact Report, Kings River Hydroelectric Project Unit | - Pine Flat
Power Plant, pp. Il 36-39,
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According fo the Tulare County Seismic Safety Element,
the planning area Is in a seismic zone characterized by
a relatively thin section of sedimentary rock overlying
a granitic basement, Amplification of shaking that
would affect low and medium rise structures is relative=~
ly high, but the distance to elther of the two ma jor
faults that are the expected sources of the shaking is

sufficiently great that +the effects should be
minimal 4!

EXHIBIT "A"

a, Fault Movement: See the discussion of faults in Chapter IV, Section H of
this document,

b. Liquification: No liquification is anticipated by the Tulare County
Bullding and Planning Department.

€. Landslides: It Is the opinion of the Tulare County Building and
Planning Department that no landslides will result due
to the Kings River Plan since the planning area and
residential development facilitated by the plan are
located on the relatively flat San Joaquin Val ley

floor,
d. Differential Compacation/ It Is the opinion of the Tulare County Building and
Seismic Settlement: Planning Department that no differential compaction or

selsmic settlement will occur.,

@, Ground Rupture and Shaking: See the discussion of faults In Chapter IV, Section H of
this document,

f. Tsunami: IT Is the opinion of Tulare County that no Tsunami dan-
ger exists since the Kings River planning area Is not
situated on an ocean,

g« Selches: It is the opinion of Tulare County that seiches would
not be a problem since no lakes are located in the plan-
ning area,

h. Flooding: See the discussion of flooding In Chapter V, Section D
of this document.

l. Fallure of Dam and Levees: IT is the opinion of Tulare County that the Kings River
Plan will not cause dam or levee fallures since there

are no dams In the planning area and since no non-agri-

cultural developments are proposed on any levees, |f
such developments did exist, levees could be protected
by discretionary project conditions of approval,

41. "Selsmic Safety Element." Tulare County General Plan, Summary and Policy Recommendations |1,
pPp. 3, 14 and |15 and map plate |,
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*‘) CALIFORNIA DIVISION OF | CDMG 4 ¢
LY MINES AND GEOLOG)Y NOTE

-

1416 Ninth Street, Hoom 1341, Sacramento CA 95814 Phone: 916-445-0514

GUIDELINES FOR GEOLOGIC/SEISMIC CONSIDERATIONS
IN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS

The following quidelines were prepared by the Division of Mines and Geology with the cooperalion of the
State Waler Resources Contral Board to assist those who prepare and review environmental impact reporis,

These guidelines will expedite the environmental review process by identifying the potantial geologic
probléms and by providing a recognition of data needed for design analysis and mitigaling measures. All
stalements should be documentcd by reference to material (including specitic page and chart numbers)
available to the public. Other statements should be consicered as opinions and so stated.

1. CHECKLIST OF GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS

Could the project or a geologic 1s this conciumon
GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS ovent cause environmental problems? documentod in
altachod roporis? | *
PROBLEM ACTIVI®Y CAUSING PROBLEM NO | YES | ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS NO YES
Faull Movement X X
Liquelaction X X
Lanasiides X X
Duttercntial Compactlion; X X
EARTHOUAKE' Sinsmic Settiement
DAMAGE Ground Huplure X X
Ground Shaking X X
Taurami X ; X
Seiches X : X
Flooding X_|Some sites flood-prone A
(Farlure ol Cams and Levees) X ¥
Loss ol Access X e
LOSS OF MINERAL Deposits Covered by Changed
RESOURCES Lang-lite Conditions X X
' Zoning Hesinictions X X
Chango in Groyngw ate Loval X X
w::y';fl'izos“' Disposal of Ewaviied Mateny' b X
Fercolation ol Wasie matenal A X
Landslides and Mudliows X X
SLOPE AND/OR FOUNDATION [Unstanie Cutl and Fill Sicpes X T X
INSTADILITY Collapsibie a3 Expinsive Soi X X
Tranch W ' Statiniy 014 Y
Erosion o! Grated Areas X X
LROSION, SEDIMENTATION, |ANetatan of Funot X X
FLOODING Ungratecied Qiaigge ¥ayvs X b
: Inereasad Imperiouy Sut ks KL New residences, steets RS
Esttactian of Groundwaler, (Gas X X
LAND SUDSIDENGE O Qosctvarmas Erigy
Hettoearpachon FPeyl Gaigation X X
; i X X
VOLCANIC HAZARDS s b L L : :
ket ¥ ogn A X
* Tor documentation see Exhibit "A"
STATE OF CALIFGRNIA THE RESOURCLS AGENCY DEPARTMENT OF CONYL KRYATION
Foi o lis) ol el o maps and reparty avaiiable fium the Calidarmia Divivion of Mines and Geuloqgy, write 19 the Califarnia Dy avien ul Mines and
L"’l'h']r, FLU e 80, Sacraments, CA 95812, ot visit gui Thistuct olfices in SACRAMENTO, Room 118, 1416 Ninth Stroet, SAN FRAMNLIY D, Roum
2022, Verry tuilang, (UGS ANGELES, Ruom 1065, 107 Seuth Wigadway,
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Il. CHECKLIST OF GEOLOGIC REPORT ELEMENTS

HEPORT ELEMENTS yos | no
A. Ganaral Elamaente Pronnt sl o
1. Descophon and map ol project
2. Dasznpon and map ol site X [-J.
3 Descoplon and map ol pominent ofl-sitn areas 0 m\
L3
B. Goologic Eloment (rofar lo checklist)
1. Are gl the gueologic problems menhioned? : N 0
2. Are all the geologic problerns adequatoly descnbed? by ] 0
€. Miligating Moasuras_
1. Aie miligating moasures nacessary? )m o]
2. Is sullicienl genlogw. infurmation provided lor tha }ﬁ O
proper design of miigaling measures?
3. Will tho failure of mitigating measures cause an . (| KX
irreversible enviranmental impact?
D. Allematives
1. Are allernalives necessary lo reduce or prevent the xm 0
irreversible enviranmental impact menliongd?
2. Is sutlicient geclogic informaticn provided lar the XIK] C]
proper consideralion ol alternatives? x@ 0
3. Are all tha passible alternatives adequalely descnbed?
E. Implomeniation ol the Project :
1. Is the geclogic repoun signea by a registered geologist?* el X
2. Does the repont provide the necessary regulations and WO
performance criena 1o implement the project?
*Required for intarprelive geologic information.
Ill. PUBLISHED REFERENCES (selected)
A. Calitornia Division of Mines and lor aelermining the maximum Calfornia, 1965-1965 Bulienin ol the
Goology Publications credible and the masmum pronable Seismological Society of America, v
earthquakes. 1975 €1. no &
1. Allars, JT et o 1973 Urban gunlogy 7 Note No 44, Recommended guigelings 3. Callornia Department of Wairt Rustue
masier plan lor Cablgimy Builetin lcr prepanng . engincening genlagic, ces, 18G4, Crustal siryin 1 'aglt
198 reporis, 1975 ’ movemen! investigition Builuhn MNu
2 Greensleldnr. AW . 1974, Manmum B Nolw No d45. Recommended guidelines 116.2.
credible rock arceleration liom for prepanng mine recl am ation plans, 4. Collman, JL and von Hike C A, ed,
earthquakes in Calilormy Map Sheel 1975, 1973, Earthquake Mislary ol Ine
23 ) ,United States US Departmuet ol
1. Jennings. C W, 1972, Prehminary faull 8. Othar Publications Commerce. Publication 41!
and qeologic map Preniminary : S ——- BU, 1974 Umitued States
Raport 13 1 Allen, CR, el al, 1965, Relaionship earthquakes, 1972 US. Duparinent
4 Oakeshott CH 1974, 540 Feininda oclween seisMicily  and  72010gIC ; ol Commerce
Calilornia. earthguake 21 9 Feoruary structure in thy southern Calilarmia 6. Hiteman, JA vl 3, 1973, Smsmuaty of
1971 Bullenin 154 region: Bulletin ol the Smsmoleqical Ing  southarn Cailarma wiun |
S Nute No 7 Juigenines 10 Sucialy ol Amenica, v 55 no 4 January 1932 to 3 Decemzar 1472
ganlogic wniuma wponts, 1923 ¢ Doll. BA. and Miller, RD. 1971, Califorma Inshitute of Turchnolu )y
G Nole Nn &y Raommanded guidelines Seismicily ol northern and ceniral Contnbution 2305
IV. PUBLIC AGENCIES WITH GEOLOGIC DATA
Dala Neadod
P Ground | a.irs
Source Soismicily | Geolagy | AN | Goils
Lioranes and Gealogy ine €nginenning Dup 4iiments ol Cahlarmia Universilies X ¥ X
Canlorma Ingtt gty ol lecnnology X
Caiturmy Dwvision ol Mines and Geolagy tSeramentio. San Franciscu, Los Angeles, CA) X X
Cahlorma Drpacmert of Water Resnurces (Sacramenio. CA) ‘ - n 3 X ‘
Catlorniy Ovgogrienant of Toansporiatien (Distict Othizes) ’ 4
County Sol & W ater Comservsiun Diglncts ' L
Cnurly Enguacer o 3 Cewanimenty ol Bwlding o Salety . X X of t
County Highw 1y O wiment ; X
Croarny Fiae g £ ree gl (Mg X
W% et ol Satery MMenig Pys A '
U Carpty al T ey antngt Envginae) X
W Flure sw et les g oan Heguun i Qe X
S S Cnseey vt Setaien Wl reonemt e L
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O.

Pe

Loss of Access to or Coverage of
Depos its of Mineral Resources:

Zoning Restrictions:

Waste Disposal Problems:

Landsl ides, Mudflows, and
Unstable Cut and Fill Slopes:

Col lapsible and Expansive Solls:

Trench-Wal | Stability:

Erosion of Graded Areas and
Alteration of Runoff:

It Is the opinion of the Tulare County Bullding and
Planning Department that no land use changes proposed by
the Kings River Plan would Interfere with access to or
cover known mineral resource areas.

According fo Sectlons 14,7, 14,8 and 16 of the Tulare
County Zoning Ordinance and Part VI|, Chapter 7 of the
Tulare County Ordlinance Code, mineral resources can be
extracted upon approval of a special use permit and
approval of a surface mining permit and reclamation plan
in all zones proposed to Implement the Kings River
Plan,

There are no present plans for sanitary land fllls In
the Kings River Plan area and none are specifically
cal led for by the Kings River Plan., Therefore, environ-
mental problems assoclated with such waste disposal
sites are not anticipated.

The Kings River planning area Is slituated on the San
Joaquin Val ley floor rather than on hillsides, It is
therefore the cpinion of the Tulare County Bullding and
Planning Department that the Kings River Plan will| not
encourage landslides or mudflows,

According to the United States Department of Agriculture
Solls Conservation Service Visalia area Soll Survey
dated January 1978, all Kings River Plan area soils
where land developments are proposed have a low shrink-
swel | potential. See Chapter IV, Sectlion H, 4 of this
text.

It is the opinion of the Tulare County Bullding and
Planning Department that the Kings River Plan will not

" encourage french-wall Instability.

It is the opinion of the Tulare County Bullding and
Planning Department that the Kings River Plan will not
encourage the ercsion of graded areas or problems asso-
clated with the alteration of runoff, The planning area
Is located on the San Joaquin Val ley floor where there
Is much less propensity for water-caused soll erosion
than on hillsides and where many natural runoff courses
have already been altered by agricultural uses. Wind
eros lon of solls assoclated with non-agricultural devel-
opments under the Kings Rlver Plan can be controlled by
discretionary project conditions of approval. Runoff
can be controlled on the valley floor by storm drainage
systems In residential areas. In agricultural areas,
runoff percolates Into the Kings River area's sandy
solls,
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Q.

Unprotected Dralnage Ways:

Increased Impervious Surfaces:

Land Subsidence Due fo the
Extractlon of Groundwater, Gas,
0il, Geothermal Energy and Due
to the Hydrocompaction and
Peat Oxlidation:

Volcanlc Hazards from Lava Flows
and Ash Falls:

2. Topographical Features:

3. Flooding Potentlal:

42,

It is the opinion of the Tulare County Building and
Planning Department that the Kings River Plan will nof
adversely af fect unprotected drainage ways. Such drain-
age ways can be protected by discretionary project con-
conditions of approval.

See the discussion of Iincreased impervious surfaces In
Chapter V, Section D, 12 of this text.

It is the opinion of the Tulare County Building and
Planning Department that adoption and Implementation of
the Kings River Plan will not cause such land subsi-
dence, Uses within the plan area may be subject to some
land subsidence if groundwater is depleted from subsur-
face aqulifers.

It is the oplinion of the Tulare County Bullding and
Planning Department that the Kings River planning area
Is not subject to lava flows or ash falls.

The most praminent topographical feature in the planning
area Is the Kings River, River banks are 20 to 30 feef
high in the middle to northern portions of the planning
area. Other portions of the planning area, including
Sub Area "A" are marked by Irregular topography caused
by the remnants of former river banks. Non-riverine
portions of the plan area are general ly flat and typical
of most Val ley areas, %2

The enclosed maps of Alternatives A, B and C on pages
114, 115 and 116 of the draft EIR show the approximate
boundaries of the State Reclamation Board's Kings River
Designated Floodway and the National Flood |nsurance
Program's "Special Flood Hazard Area". The special
flood hazard area Iincludes both the Kings River Desig-
nated Floodway (adjacent to and Including the river
channel ) and sheet flow flooding areas (portions of the
special flood hazard area outside the designated flood-
way). During a one-hundred year flood, sheet flow
flooding depths could be expected to range from two feet
(near the designated floodway) to less than an inch (at
the outer edge of the flood hazard area), 4>

United States Geological Survey Burris Park, Callifornia, Reedley, California, Selma,
Cal ifornia, and Traver, California Quadrangles.

43,

Conversation with Jack Carlsen, Tulare County Flood Confrol District, May 7, 1982.
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4. Soils:%4
Ag. Capabi- | Water- Organic | Septic Tank | Shrink-

Sol | ¥ of lity Classi< holding | Potential Matter | Absorption Swel |
Ser les Study Area | fication Capacity | Aq. Uses Content | Field Rating | Potential
Tujunga | 31% i fairiy | altalta, | ow slight low
sandy (208 ac,) good orchards and
loam vineyards
Dinuba 233 1 8 to 168 | grapes, low slight low
sandy (1530 ac,) peaches,
| cam melons,

altfalta,

cotton &

other tield

and fruck

crops
Delhi 15% Ll | ow vineyards, low slight low
| cam (966 ac.) melons,
sand sweat pota-

toes, and

peaches
Tujunga | 258 i low alfalfa and | very slight low
sand (1657 ac.) walnuts witf 1ittle

plenty of

water
Foster 0.25% 1 good altalfa, high slight low
| cam (16 ac,) cotton,

corn, and

other tleld

crops, and

fruits
River 6% - — = . = -
channel | (366 ac.)

Sub-Area "A" solls are classifled as Tujunga sand.
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44, Soil Survey The Visalla Area Californla, pp. 26-27, 50-51, 45-46, 31-34 and map, and
January 1978 update of the USDA Visalla Soll Survey Area.
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5. Biotic Condition: In Tulare County the Kings River is one of the few re-
maining well-preserved riparian (river) habitats., This
type of habitat historical ly has been cammon In Califor-
nia, but is becaning increasingly scarce as river areas
are developed with new uses. The growing scarclty of
California riparian habitats makes that of the Kings
River Increasingly unique. Sub-Area "A" contains some
of this habitat.4?

Typical non-game wildlife in a riparian habltat such as
that of the Kings River are: opossums, skunks, coyotes,
song birds, crows, raptors (such as hawks), and possibly
racoons, weasels, and 1‘(:»(65.46

Typical game animals are: quall, pheasants, wood ducks,
mal lards, cottontalil rabbi ts, Jackrabbl ts, and
dwes.”

Vegetation Includes: valley oaks and grassland, and
willow, cottonwood, and sycamore trees,

The most common fish species found in the Kings River In
Tulare County are:

largemouth bass Sacramento sucker
bluegil | Sacramento squawfish
green sunfish carp

redear sunflish hitch

white crapple threadfin shad

black crapple goldfish

white catfish golden shinner
channel catfish smal Imouth bass4?

brown bul Iheads

Away from the river much of the natural vegetative and
wildlife habitats have been replaced by intensive agri-
culture, rural-residential and recreation-oriented land
uses 0

45. Telephone conversation with Stanley J. Stevens, Fisheries Biologist, State of California
Department of Fish and Game, March 25, 1982,

46. Ibid.

47, 1bid.

48, 1bid,

49. \Written correspondence dated March 25, 1982, from Stanley J. Stevens, Fisheries Blolagist,
State of Callfornia Department of Fish and Game.

50. Fleld observations by the Tulare County Planning Department as of April 23, 1982,




According to the uwnadopted Tulare County Biological
Resources Element the entire planning area is within the
historical habitats of the Blunt-Nosed Leopard Lizard
(an endangered animal) and the Glant Garter Snake (a
rare animal),?!

6. Water Table: According to the United States Department of the Inter-
ior, depths fo ground water by years are as follows:
OVERALL PLAN AREA52
Years 1970 1975 1980
Depths 20 30 to 35| 30 to 40
feet feet feet
SUB-AREA "A" PLAN AREA%3
Years 1970 1975 1980
Depths 20 30 30
feet feet feet
7. Agricultural Preserves: 2,587 acres (or 39 percent) of the 6,641 acre site are

In confracted agricultural preserves, Sub-Area "A" is
not within an agricultural preserve,’4
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51,

Biological Resources ERME |1, Volume 3, map of "Habitat of Endangered Rare and Special

Concern Animals,"

52.

Lines of Equal Depth to Ground Water, Map Plate No. 3, 1980, Map Plate No. 2, 1975 and Map

Plate No. 3, 197I.

53-
54,

Ibid.
Tulare County Planning Department Agricultural Preserves, Map No, 4.
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Agriculture:

The following two tables provide data concerning the
agriculture of the Kings River Plan area, This portion
of northwest Tulare County is an area of Intensive
agriculture predominantly oriented foward the production
of deciduous fruit such as grapes. WIith the axception
of cotton, fleld crops are not represented on the
following tables since they are a relatively minor part
of the Plan area's agriculture,

SUMMARY TABLE OF MAJOR KINGS RIVER PLAN AREA CROPS*

Estimated

Tons Estimated

Harvested Value of

Bearing | Kings River | Kings River § of Total

Crops Acreage | Area Area Harvest | County Value
Raisin Variety = 1853 11,303 $2,791 ,841 16,5
dried
Nectar ines 464,.5 4,859 $2,278,871 7.0
Plums 339.3 1,822 $1,047,650 2.8
Frestone Peaches 256.0 2,286 $1,026,414 7.6
Raisin Variety -
Juice, crushed 205.9 1,256 $ 709,207 1.0
fresh
Cling Peaches 330.6 4,000 $ 684,000 26,5
Table Grapes 69,3 523 $ 401,528 0.3
Wine Grapes 104.5 991 $ 231,712 0.8
Avacados 112.6 454 $ 217,920 7.3
Cotton (lint) 155 8l $ 100,440 0.1
Walnuts 60,7 89 $ 89,534 0.2
Apricots 19.0 102 $ 61,200 11,2
Kiwi 147 13 $ 39,000 §.0
Pears Sel 19 $ 18,221 2.6
Almonds - Meats 9,5 6 $ 9,420 0.1
Pers immons |.4 9 $ 6,237 0.5
Naval Oranges l.l 16 $ 4,416 0.003

* See the accompanying table "Table of Major Kings River Plan Area
Crops" for additional crop information and table explanations and
assumptions amd data sources.

Prepared by: Tulare County Planning Department, June 1982,
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Table of Major Kings River Plan Area Crops
Prepared by the Tulare County Planning Department, June 198233

Kings County

Countywide | River Average Est. Tons Est. Value % of

% of Total | Area of Tons Harvested | 1981 County of Kings Total

Acreage Bearlng | Harvested In Kings Average River County
Crop Acraago57 Boarln;.]gl Acreage | Per acre®? | River Area | value per Ton | Harvest Value
Ralsin Variety
Grapes - Drled 2122,698 87.3 1853 6.10 11,303 1300 $2,791,84163 | 16,5
Nectar |nes 538.2 86.3 464,.5 10,46 4859 469 $2,278,87| 7.0
Plums 404.9 83,8 339.3 5.37 1822 575 $1,047,650 2.8
Freestone Peaches | 300.8 85,1 256,0 8,93 2286 449 $1,026,414 7.6
Ralsin Variety36
Grapes - Other 235,898 87.3 205,9 6.10 1256 - $ 709,207%4| 1.0
Cling Peaches 370.6 89.2 330.6 12,10 4000 171 $ 684,000 26,5
Table Grapes 82,0 84,5 69,3 7.54 523 - $ 401,528%% | 0,3
Wine Grapes50 124,6 83.9 104,5 9,48 991 - $ 231,712°0]| 0,8
Avacados 135,5 83.1 112.6 4,03 454 480 $ 217,920 T3
Cotton (lint) 155.0 - 155 0,5225 81 1240 $ 100,440 0.1
Walnuts 64,9 93.6 60.7 | .46 89 1006 $ 89,534 0.2
Apricots 28,1 67.5 19,0 5,36 102 600 $ 61,200 11,2
Kiwl 5.3 3.3 Il:7 9.10 15 2600 $ 39,000 1.0
Pears 1.7 713.9 el 3.41 19 959 $ 18,221 2.6
Almonds - Meats 12,1 78.4 9.5 0.68 6 1570 $ 9,420 0.1
Persimmons 2.0 70.3 | .4 6,53 9 693 $ 6,237 0.5
Naval Oranges el 97,3 el 14,21 16 276 $ 4,416 0,003

55. Source: Tulare County Agricultural Commisisoner's Office. Based on crop acreage information

for 1980 and 1982 and the Tulare County Agricultural Commissioner's Agricultural Crop Report 1981

Tulare County.
56.

canned,
Dty

Office.
58,

4% were sold fresh and
Commissloner's Office,
Statistics for crushed and fresh table grape varieties have been combined in this table,

Statistics for wine grape varieties sold crushed and for juice have been cambined in this

59,
60.
table.
61,

the percentage for the entire county.

62. It

Is assumed that

county-wide average.

63.

of the fresh weight.

64,

Ralsin varieties that were sold crushed, fresh or for julce,

It Is assumed that none were
Acreages are based on 1980 and 1982 data of the Tulare County Agricultural Commissioner's

Assumes that 90% of the raisin variety acreage produced ralsins, 4.5§ were made into julce,
|.5% were crushed.

Based on estimates of the Tulare County Agricultural

Assumes that the percentage of planted acres bearing fruit In the plan area Is the same as
in the plan area, the fons produced per acre were the same as the
Value Is based on the dried weight of the ralsins which Is approximately 81% less than that

Assumes that 4.5%, 4.0f and 1.5% of the 12,559 tons of the ralsin varieties harvested were

respectively sold for julce ($368 per ton In 1981), sold fresh ($919 per ton iIn 1981) and sold
crushed ($210 per fon In 1981),

65.

the same as the 1981 county-wide percentages.

Assumes that the 198] percentages of the table grape varieties sold crushed and fresh were
In other words, 21,58 of the 523 tons of table

varieties harvested were crushed ($168 per ton In 1981) and 78.5% were fresh ($932 per ton In

1981).
66.

the same as the

1981

county-wide percentages,

tons of

Assumes that the |98] percentages of wine grape varieties sold crushed and for juice were
In other words, 91,.1% of the 991

table

varieties harvested were crushed ($221 per ton in 1981) and 8.9% were sold for julce ($365 per ton

in 1981).
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9., Archaeology: According tfo the California Archaeological Inventory
Information Center, Bakersfield Col lege, major waterways
such as the Kings River are considered to be of medium
to high archaeological sensitivity, There Is one
recorded archaeological site within the planning area
(Tul. 18) and several others along the river outside the
project boundary.67

I« PLANNING HISTORY AND MISCELLANEOUS FACTS:

l. Planning History:

a. The land use plan for the study area prior fo the Kings River Plan was the Rural
Val ley Lands Plan (RVLP), adopted on December 2, 1975 (BOS Resolution No., 75-3444).
The RVLP was preceded by the 1964 Land Use Plan which des ignated most of the area near
the Kings River for park and recreation with the balance proposed for agriculture,

b. The circulation plan for the study area was adopted on May 26, 1964 (BOS Resolution
No, 64-968),

c. The present zoning of the study area became effective on the following dates as a
result of the following projects and ordinances:

Date Zoning
Zone Change Ordinance Became
Project No. No. Effective
- 494 March 27, 1952
- 1225 June 27, 1968
PZ 71-06 1448 July 15, 1971
PZ 71-18 1458 September 30, 197
PZ 73-9I| 1633 September |3, 1973
PZ 76-13 1950 August 19, 1976
PZ 75-61 1958 September 16, 1976
PZ 76-60(B) 1997 March 3, 1977
PZ 76-60(A) 2228 April 12, 1979
PZ 79-32 2323 May |, 1980
PZ 80-57 2418 June 4, (98I
PZ 81-13 Pending Pend ing

d. Use permits that have been approved In the study area are as follows:

Status
Project No. Project Description Location of Permit
$=-239 Kings River Community Chapel (1954) Ne side of Av, 400, Inactive

W. of Rd. 40

67. Written correspondence dated March 29, 1982, from Catherine Lewis, Assistant Coordinator,
California Archaeological Inventory Information Center,
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Project No,

Project Description

5-291

§-382

S-461

S-471

SU 62-9

SU 65-15

SU 65-33

SU 67-3

SU 67-25

Est. of Kings River Golf Course and
Country Club, 9 hole course,
BOS Reso, 55-942 (1955)

Recreation area (picnic area, motel,
restaurant, mobl lehome park, service
station, grocery store, cocktall
lounge, and boat ramps) (1958)

Expansion of the Kings River Golf
Course from 9 to 18 holes, BOS Reso,
60-531 (1960)

Est. of recreation facllities at

existing Kingsburg Gun Club, BOS
Reso, 60-1178 (1960)

Recreation area (swimming, boating,
plenic areas, barbeque pits, restroom
and parking area on the 5.5 acres of
a |5 acre site --- presently part of
Lindy's Landing) BOS Reso., 62-484
(1962)

Expansion of the Kings River Golf
Course, BOS Reso. 65-974 (1965)

Establ ishment of a park and recrea-
tlon area (presently known as "Royal
Oak Park") (BOS Reso. 65-2434 (1965)

Private alrstrip, approved by BOS
on 3/21/617

Mobl lehome park (25 travel trailer
and camper spaces and a restroam/
laundry building on 6 acres),

BOS Reso., 67-2387 (1967)

-67-

Location

Ave., 400 near
Rd, 32

SE corner of Hwy 99
and the Kings River

E. bank of Kings
Rive, btw. Avs, 393
and 408

End of Gilbert Dr.

Approx, 873' east
of the S.E. corner
of Ave. 420 and
Rd. 38

E. bank of Kings
Rive N & S sides of
Ave, 400

N. & W, banks of

Kings Riv,, end of
Rd. 28

N. side of Av. 408
btw. Rds. 36 and 40

So, side of SU 62-9

of Permit

Active and
amended by
S-461 and
SU=-65-15

Actlive and
amended by
SU 68-20 &
PSP 81-06
(ZA)

Active and
amended by
SU 65-15

Active

Act ive and
amended by
SU 67-25
and PSP
83-03 (ZA)

Act ive

Active and
amended by
PSP 71-06,
PSP 71-06
Amend. #1
and PSP

82-14 (ZA)

Inactive?

Active and
amended by
PSP 80-03
(ZA) .




existing mobilehome park, BOS Reso,

Addition of a recreational traller
park to an existing park and recrea-
tlon area (Royal Oak Park), BOS Reso,

Establ ishment of additional housing
on property in the AE-20 Zone, ZA

2,372 sq. ft. addition to an existing
building in the Royal Oak Park camp-
ground/recreation area established
under Special Use Permit 71-6 and

To update and expand an existing camp-
ground, Lindy's Landing, ZA Declslion

Dancing in an existing restaurant at
Riverland Resort, ZA Decislion 250

Project No. Project Description
SU 68-20 Improvement and expanslion of an
68-1388 (1968)
PSP 71-06
71=-2707 (1971)
PSP 79-36
(ZA)
Decision 131 (1979)
PSP 71-06
Amendment
No, |
65-33, ZA Decision 158 (1979)
PSP 80-03
(ZA)
181 (1980)
PSP 81-06
(ZA)
(1981)
PSP 82-02 Additional housing on 4,7 acres
(ZA) In the AE-20 Zone, ZA Declsion
339 (1982)
PSP 82-14

(ZA)

Addition of 20 recreation vehicle
spaces fo the Royal Oak Park recrea-
tlon area established under condit=
tional use permit SU 65-33, PSP 71-06,
and PSP 71-06 Amend, #|, ZA Decision
No. 354 (1982)
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Location

So. side of Hwy, 99
700' E. of center-
line of Kings River

N. Bank of Kings
River, S. end of
Rd. 28

N. side of Av. 408,
approx, 600" W of
Rd. 40

N. bank of the

Kings River,
S. end of Rd, 28

Approx, 873" east
of the SE corner
of Ave. 420 and
Rd, 38

SE corner Hwy, 99
and Kings River

North side of
Ave, 408, approx,
1/4 mile W, of
Rd. 40

N. bank of Kings
River, S, end of
Rd. 28

Status
of Permit

Active

Active and
amended by
PSP 71-06
Amend. No.
| and PSP
B82-14 (ZA)

Active

Active and

amended by
PSP 82-14
(ZA)

Active

Actlive

Act ive

Active




M-2 use permits that have been approved Iin the study area are as follows:

Project No.

]}[ﬂ"ﬂn‘ll I' I

=y ‘M ’ji‘ Ilfl‘h i

Project Description

M=106

o gy
WMMhHm“mi

'u*'thTJHE'WL"

Location

Concrete products manufacturing plant, Lot 54 of Windsor
granted by the BOS, Order No. 54-2070, Colony lying east

December 28, 1954

-69=-

of Alta Irrigation
Ditch and north of
Avenue 400,

J'IW“' | rqﬂlww [”"l”l‘lf T

Status of

Permit

Expired




f.

Project No,

Project Description

M=111

M=210

61-37

63-4

68-8

Establishment of a wrecking yard,
granfted by the BOS, Reso. No. 55-1690,
October 4, 1955

Continuation of a wrecking yard,
BOS Reso. No. 58-2421, Nov, 18, 1958

Continuation of a wrecking yard,
BOS Reso, No, 62-2, January 2, 1962

Establ ishment of a wrecking yard,
BOS Reso. No. 63-575, March 19, 1963

Establishment of a hog ranch on a
20 acre parcel, BOS Reso. 68-1880,

July 30, 1968 Ave, 408
Subdivisions in the study area are as fol lows:
Subdivision Name Date Recorder's
and/or Number Recorded Map Locat ion
1)  Windsor Colony - 4-13 Between Avenues 400 and 408,

Location

SE corner of Ave,
396 and Rd, |6

At the SE corner of

Av, 396 and Rd, 16,
approx, 550' S, of
Ave, 396

At the SE corner

of Ave, 396 and Rd,
16, approx. 550!
south of Ave. 396

West side of Rd,
40, 400 feet south
of Ave, 410,

W. side of Rd. 40,
660 feet So., of

(56 lots)

2) Kingsburg Colony

June 7, 1889 531

(48 lots)

3) Tract No, 326

January 5, 1961 22-95

(31 lots)

=70~

east of Road 40,

Between Avenues 408 and 412,
west of Road 32;

Status of
Permi t

Expired

Explred

Expired

Active?

Inact ive

south of

Ave, 408 between Road 28 and

the Kings River; between
Avenues 400 and 404 and
Roads 24 and 28; between

Aves, 396 and 400 and Rds.

|16 and 24, and

along the

west side of Rd, 20 between
Avenues 392 and 396.

West side of Road 32 between
Ave, 400 and Jasper Drive,
east side of Kings River
Golf Course, and along the
west side of Rd. 33 between
Avenues 398 and 396,




4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

Subdivision Name
and/or Number

Date

Recorded

Tract No. 512
No. | (10 lots)

Tract No. 569
(9 lots)

Tract No. 575
(16 lots)

Tract No. 585
(25 lots)

Kings River Estates
(Tract 606)
(41 lots)

December 9, 1970

March 16, 1977

Nov. 16, 1978

Nov, |, 1979

Dec. |1, 1980

Tentative Subdivision Pendlng

Tract No. 637 (Com-
stock and Taylor)
(27 lots proposed)

Prel iminary Subdivi-
slon Map for Corradl
(7 lots proposed)

Pending

SN

Recorder's
Map

Location

25-82

28-70

29-8I

30-58

31-16

At the Iintersection of Unit
Avenue 400 and Kings River
Drive,

SW corner of the Intersec-
tion of Ave. 400 and Kings
River Drive

Along both sides of Fairway
Avenue on the south side of
the Kings River Golf Course,
and north of Aenue 393,

Along the south half of
Kings River Drive, south of
the Iintersection of Avenue
400 and Kings River Drive,

On the south and west sides
of the Kings River School,
near the Intersection of
Avenue 400 and Road 40,

Between Fairway Avenue and
Avenue 393 on both sides of
Club Drive.

On the north side of Avenue
393 adjacent to and east of
Tract No, 575, on the south
side of the Kings River Golf
Course. Also, Iimmediately
east of the site of Tenta
tive Tract No. 637,




2. Miscel laneous Facts:

a. The Fresno County Kings River Reglonal Plan adopted on December |5, 1981, maintains
the Kings River portion of Fresno County as a predominantly agricultural area. It
prohibits both the establishment of new urban density residential areas and the expan-
sion of the existing residential developments. No areas are designated for commercial
use, but some commercial activitles related to agriculture and recreation are allowed.
The plan limits the establishment of new public uses but recognizes existing faclli=
ties, The Fresno County Plan also protects the Kings River's riparian habltat,
Fresno County areas adjacent to Tulare County's Kings River planning area are
designated "Agriculture," "Open Space" and "Designated Flczodm:w."ﬁ’8

b. There Is no Kings County land use plan specifically oriented tfoward the Kings River,
The county-wide Kings County General Plan designates the major portion of the Kings
River environs for agricultural use. Much of the river itself is designated "Resource
Consg;vaﬂon" which allows recreation uses, parkways, flood control measures,
efc.,

C. AT the present time there are three public boat launching sites along Tulare County's
portion of the Kings River., These are:

Name of Launch Area Location
Riverland Resort East bank of the Kings River south of Highway 99,
Royal Oak Park Across the Kings River from Sub-Area "A",
Lindy's Landing Between Road 38 and the Kings River south of Avenue
420,
J. PERMITS:

There are no permits required for the approval of a General Plan amendment. Subsequent

projects made possible by this amendment, however, may require one or more of the fol lowing
development permits,

Activity enc Permit
|. Discretionary land use Tulare County Planning Commission Special use permit

or Zoning Administrator

2, Encroachment within a county Tulare County Planning Commission Setback varlance
road setback

3. Land division Tulare County Site Plan Review Parcel map or sub-
Comm| ttee division map
approval

68, "Kings River Regional Plan," Fresno County General Plan,

69, "Environmental Resources Management Element, Phase |1, Policy Document," Kings County

General Plan - 1976, p. 34, and telephone Interview with Stephen R, Casey, Planner, Kings County
Planning Agency on June 4, 1982,
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4,

5.

6.

Activity

Exception to zoning regulations

Surface mining

Changes to non-conforming
bulldings or trees in an
alrport zone

Public well drilling

Private well drilling

Food establishments
(restaurants, grocery stores,

bars, bakerles, camps, etc,)

Public pools and food
establ Ishments

Operation of a public water
company

Encroachment within a county
public right-of-way

Construction of a structure,
swimming pool, septic tank
system, utilities for a
mobl lehome, electrical work,
building relocation, etc,

Construction, modiflcation, or
operation of a facility that
may emit air pollutants Into
the atmosphere from a
stationary source,

Encroachment on or across a
state highway

Activity within a designated
f loodway

Activities In streams and
channels and crossings

Agency

Tulare County Planning Commission

Tulare County Planning Commission

Tulare County Planning Commission

Tulare County Heal th Department

Tulare County Health Department

Tulare County Health Department

Tulare County Health Department

Tulare County Heal th Department

Tulare County Public Works Dept.

Tulare County Building and
Planning Department

Tulare County Alr Pol lution
Control District

CALTRANS

State Reclamation Board

State Dept. of Fish and Game

=75

Permit

Zoning variance
Permit to mine and
approval of a
reclamation plan
Alrport Zone permits
or varlances

Public well drilling

permit

Notice of intent to
drill a private well

Inspection permit

Plan check

Permit to operate a
public water company

Encroachment permit

Bullding permit

Authority to Con-
struct and Permit to
Operate

Encroachment permit

Encroachment permit

Notification form

and Stream or Lake
Alteration

Agreement




20.

21,

22,

23,

24,

25,

26,

27I

Activity

Encroachment, docks, and
crossings

Diversion of surface water
not previously appropriated

Construction or expansion
of mobilehome park, recrea-
tion trailer parks, and
campgrounds

Construction or enlargement
of a public utility system,
facility transmission line,
or pipeline, Applies to
utilities providing gas,
electricity, telephone,
telegraph, water, sewer, and
heat, Municipal utility
corporations are exempt,

Elimination of Wil llamson Act
cancel lation fee

Sale of lots in a subdivision

All activities involving dams
or reservoirs

Dredging

Dredging

Placement of dredged or fill
material in the Kings River
or dredglng

Agency

State Lands Commission

State Water Resources Control
Board, Division of Water Rights

State Dept. of Housing and
Commun Ity Devel opment .

State Public Utilities Commission

State Resources Agency

State Department of Real Estate

Department of Water Resources,
Division of Safety of Dams

State Dept. of Fish and Game

State Lands Commission

Army Corps of Engineers

-74~

Parmit

Land Use Lease

Permit to Appropri-
ate Water and
Statement of

Diversion and Use

Permit fo Construct

Certificate of
Public Convenience
and Necess |ty

Approval of the
Walver of Cancel-

lation Fee
Public Report

Approval of Plans

Standard for
Special Section
Dredging Permits

Dredging Permit

Permit Under Section
404 of the Clean
Water Act




la CORRESPONDENCE :

Agenclies Consul ted Date Replies Recelved

Tulare County General Services

Tulare County Sheriff's Department

Tulare County Fire Warden

Tulare County Public Works Department

Tulare County Health Department

Tulare County Flood Control Dist, 3/4/82
Tulare County Alr Pollution Control Dist,

Southern Paclfic Transportation Campany

Paclfic Gas and Electric Co,

Pacl fic Telephone Campany

CALTRANS

State Dept. of Boating and Waterways

Reglional Water Quality Control Board 3/4/82

State Health Department 3/8/82

State Reclamation Board 3/5/82

California Highway Patrol

State Department of Fish and Game 4/71/82

California Archaeological Site Survey 4/2/82

Excelsior Resource Conservation District

Fresno County Planning Department 2/24/82

Kings County Planning Department
City of Reedley Planning Department
City of Kingsburg Planning Department

Kingsburg Joint Unlon High School District 2/26/82, 3/16/82
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary School District 3/11/82

Kings Canyon Unifled School District

Clay Joint Elementary School District 3/12/82

Kings River Union Elementary School District 3/16/82

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Kings River Conservation District 3/9/82

Alta Irrigation District

Consollidated Irrigation District
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Tulare County Historical Society

Kings River Water Association

Kings River Gun Club

Kings River Golf Course

Delta Vector Control District 3/23/82
State Clearinghouse 3/1/82
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CASE NO. CGPA 82-01

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS CHECKLIST

Explanation and use of form:

The following checklist contains an extensive listing of the kinds of
environmental effects which result from development projects. In using

the checklist, the Planning Department is required to determine whether
any of the effects set forth in the checklist would apply to the proposal
and, 1f so, determine the magnitude of the effect., The point system which
is used to rate the magnitude of potential effects is described as follows:

Major (3 points): Means that the environmental effect is both adverse and
significant., Requires discussion in Sections VI and VII,

Moderate (2 points): Means that the environmental effect is indeterminent
and may or may not be significant, Requires discussion in Seetions VI
and VII.

Minor (1 point): Means that the environmental effect is present but is
clearly insignificant or is not adverse., Does not require discussion
in Sections VI and VII.

No Effect (do not mark): means no evidence exists to suggest such effect
would result from the proposal. :

In using the checklist, the project planner is required to answer the following

question: "Is it likely that the proposal will result in any of the following
effects and to what degree; Major, Moderate or Minor?"

ENVIRONMENTAL TMPACTS CHECKLIST

EARTH

Unstable earth conditions
b. covering

Changes in geologic substructure ———n—
: ¢, destruction
Changes in the condition of the soil -
by: . 6. Accelerated soil erosion on-site by:
a, disruption a. 'vind
b. displacement b. water
(5 compaction 7.  Accelerated soil erosion off-site by:
d, overcovering : a, wind’
e. pollution (e.g. salts, etc.) b, water
Chianges in topography or ground sur- 8. Modification of riparian areas, river
face relief features by: channéls or lakes by:
a, leveling or grading a. deposition

b, considerable earth moving or
surface excavation

b. erosion

¢, siltation
Changes in geologic or physical

features which are unique or are of
cultural value by:

SN

d. other

a. wodification
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9. Exposure of people or property to:

S 8., unstable earth conditions
b, earthquakes

= ¢, landslides (slumping)
o d. ground failure (e.g. subsidance or
e settlemant)
. e, liquefaction
- f. similar geological hazards
B, AIR "

1. Daterioration of ambient air quality by!
— a. -m:lulon' of pollutants

1 b. generation of dust (both during and

S aftor construction)
_— ¢, creation of objectionable odore

2, Regional alternation of:
— a, air movement
el b. moisture
Wil C. temperature
nidn d. climate

3, Local alteration of:
. a. air movement
. b. moisture
i c, temperature
o 5 d. climate

4, Exposure of people to:
i_ a, adverse air emissions
= b. objectionable odors J
3 ¢, exceasive dust
C: HATER

" 1, Changes in the character of surface

vater by:

a8, modification of course or direction

be. temperature modification

¢, change in the level of dissolved
oxygen

d. increased turbidity
e, addition of pollutants
£,  other

CASE NO. GPA 82-01 :

2, Changes in:
a. absorption or percolation rates
b. drainage patterns
Ell ¢, rate and amownt of surface runoff
L 3. Changes in the!
__2_ a, course and direction of floodwaters
b, intensity of flood flows
ES ¢, volume of the areca necessary to
—— pass floodflows
4, Changes in groundwater:
a, availability for public use (e.g.
e excessive withdrawals)
_3__ be. quality (pollutants)
wet ¢. subsurface movement
__2. d. recharge
5. Exposure of people and property to:
-:_3_ a, flooding
.. N b, wnudslides
¢, . demonstrated unsafe domestic water
S— supplies
D, PLANT LIFE
1. Reduction in number and diversity of
spacies of:
_3_ a. trees
3 b. shrubs
_i_ c. grass
e d. wildflowers
e. aquatic plants
LI f. unique plants
g+ rare plants
: h. endangered plants
i. other
_2. -Iutroduction of new spocies into an
— area
3. Interference with the normal replen-
— ishment of existing species
3 &, Dun;uction or deterioration of
i existing natural habitat
3 5. Reduction in acreage of agricultural

crops



B, ANIMAL LIFE
1. Reduction in number and diversity of
spacies of!
2 a, birds
2 b. land animals (including reptiles)
o c. fish
d.  benthic organisms
€. insects
f. unique animals
g+ rare animals
2 he endangered animals
i, other
2, Introduction of new or additional animal
— opacies into an area (including vectors)
3. Interference with migration or
movement
3 4. Destruction or deterioration of
—_— existing habitat
5. Displacement of existing habitat
¥ NOISE
1, Increased noise levels
2 2, Exposure of people to severe noise
et e levels
3. Exposure of critically impacted land
ey uses to severe nolse levels
G LIGHT AND GLARE
L New sources of light and glare
2, Increased intensity of light and
—— glare
He, ~LAND E_E
> I Subotantial changes from the present land
A uge of the area
3 2. Substantial changes from the planned land
el use of the area
1, NATURAL RESOURCES
1. Increased rate of use of any natural
eEel resource :
2, Substantial depletion of nonremewable
SR resources
3.  Conflict with future potential
for use or extraction of natural
resourcesn
3 4, Lose of unique or prime agricultural

land
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CASE NO,

RISK OF UPSET

Risk of accidental explosion or releasc
of hazardous substances!

a. oil or flammable liquids
b, pesticides or herbicides
Ce explosives

d. chemicals

e, radiation

f. other

Exposure of people to risk of

accidental explosion or release of
hazardous substances

HUMAN_POPULATION
8ignificant alteration oft
de location of population
b. population distribution
¢+ population density
de. growth rate
€. cultural characteristics
£. age distribution (elderly, children)
8+ other

HOUSING

Deterioration in conditilon of
existing housing

Deterioration in living
environment

Deterioration in arese planned
for future living environment

New demand for additional housing
Reduction in housing supply
Failure to meet demands of low and
moderate income households for
affordable housing

5 ATIO R 0

Substantial impact on existing trang-
portation (roads, rail and air)

Substantial additional vehicular
movement (trucks and autos)

Need for publ{c trangportation
Incroased traffic hazards tot

a, motoér vehicles




b. bicyclas

¢, pedeatrians (e.g., near schools)

5. Alteration of present pattern of
— circulation of people
6, Alteration of present pattern of
— circulstion of goods
7, Over use of existing parking facilities:
8. Demand for additional parking facilities
N, PUBLIC SERVICES )
l. Significant effect upon or need for
new or alterad governmental services
in any of the following areas:
3 a., fire protection
3 b, police protection
2 ¢, schools
2 d,  parks, recreational facilities
— and services
e, maintenance ;at public facilities
s (roads, etec.)
1 f. wmedical services
g others
2, Reduction in use or demand for govern-
wontal services (e.g., lowered school
enrollment, etc.)
0, ENERGY
2 1, Use of substantial amounts of fuel or
— energy
2, Substantial increase in demand on existing
o sources of enargy
3, Requirement for development of new
—_— energy sources
4., Block out or reduce amount of lmltsht
— on existing solar panels
£ UTILITIES
1, Result in a need for new system or sub-
stantial alteration of exieting system:
8, electricity
be natural gas
Ce communication
2, Result in need for new or additional
community water facilities such ast
2 a.  new wells
2 b. . repair on existing wells
2 €. new lines*
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d. repair on existing lines

e, larger lines
2 f. looping of system
2 g+ fire hydrants
he water quality treatment facilities
2 i, increased fire flow
J+ other
3,  Result in need for new or additional
community sewer facilities such as
‘a, mnew lines -
b. repair on existing lines
¢. larger lines
de new collection or outfall lines
e, new or expanded treai:ment
—— facilities
f, other
4, Result in need for new or additional
storm drainage facilities:
a. on-site
b. off-site
5. Result in need for new or additional
I solid waste collection and disposal
—_— services
6. Result in need for new or additional
S—— irrigation services
S A Result in need for other utility
—————" services
— HUMAN HEALTH
2 1, Creation of any health hazard
2, Creation of any potential health
e hazard (e,g., vectors from dairies)
2 3. Exposure of people to existing
— or potential health hazards,
R AESTIIETICS
1. Obstruction ofi
a. any scenic vista
b. views open to the public
2, Creation of an aesthetically offensive
building, use or activity readily open
to public view
3. Removal of:
a, street trees




CASE NO. GPA 82-01

b. trees of special commumity value U, MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Feles R (e.g., valley oak)
1. Does the project have the potential to
€. existing on-site landscaping degrade the quality of the environment,
P substantially reduce the habitat of a
d. other fish or wildlife ‘species, cause a fish
i or wildlife population to drop below
3 4. Loss of open space self sustaining levels, threaten to

eliminate a plant or animal community,

S, S0CI0-ECONOMIC reduce the number or reatrict the

range of a rare or endangered plant

ds Temporary effects upon: or animal or eliminate important ex-
v amples of the major periods of Cali-
a. income distribution —iEP fornia history or prehistory?
b. employment 2, Does the project have the potential to
=2 e achieve short-term, to the disadvantage .
Ce tax revenues of long-term, environmental goals? (A
2os i short=term impact on the environment
2, Permanent effects upon: is one which occurs in a relatively
brief, definitive period of time while
a. income distribution No long~term impacts will endure well
T —_— into the future.)
b. employment
S 3. Does the project have impacts which are
c. tax revenues individually limited, but cumulatively
R — 1 considerable? (A project may impact on
3. Changes in tax base and assessment for: two or more separate resources where
the imact on each resource is relatively
a. project site small, but where the effect of the total
— Yes of those impacts on the environment is
: b. surrounding area ——— significant.)
4.  Reduced employment opportunities for low 4. Does the project have environmental
L T and moderate income, Socio-economic groups effects which will cause substantial
Yes adverse effects on human beings, either
5. Impacts on social affiliation and neigh- e directly or indirectly?
S hood interaction

6. Impacts on privacy of surrounding area

T, ARCHAEOLOGICAL /HISTORICAL

1. Adverse effect on:
2 a. archaelogical sites

b. historical site, structure or

— neighborhood
Ce unique architectural on-site features
d. architectural character of surrounding
— buildings
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DISCUSS ION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS:

Checkl I st
Item

C=3=b
C~5-a

C~l-a
C~-4-b
(3]
Q=3

Polnt
Rn'l’lng_

Discusslion

LNN NNV ROE W

N W W

NN W W

It Is anticipated that developments ad Jacent to the Kings River wil|
destroy or at |east alter some of the river's riparian hablitat, Develop=
ment on the B5 acres owned by Tulare County at the Intersection of Road
28 and the allignment of Avenue 393 could contribute to this situation.
Such destruction or alteration would be a significant environmental
effect because of |ts adverse Impact on a habitat that Is becoming
Increasingly scarce In the southern San Joaquin Val ley,

As new residential developments occur under the Kings River Plan adjacent
to agricultural land, there could be confllicts between the two types of
land uses, The most common crops In the planning area are grapes and
decliduous frult frees which require spraying with pesticlides, etc. Such
spraying would be annoying and possibly hazardous to nearby residents.
Farmers could be forced fo modify their farming practices on crops
possibly established long before the residences were developed.

Adoption of the Kings Rlver Plan could lead to the Increased exposure of
people and property to the hazards of flooding, a significant environ-
mental effect, Such exposure to flooding could result because the plan
ui:y encourage the encroachment of recreation uses Into the State Reclama-
tlon Board's Kings Rlver Designated Floodway. Also, the plan could
unintentional ly encourage disturbances of river banks by residential and
recreation developments, leading to flooding, In addition this signifi-
cant effect could result because the plan will allow residential and
recreation uses in areas subject fo sheet flow flooding during a one
hundred year flood, Such a flood could be expected to occur once In one
hundred years on the average, although It could happen any year, Sheet
flow depths could range from two feet near the Kings River Designated
Floodway fo less than an Inch at the outer edges of the flood hazard

area, Flood water depths could be deeper If the flood were more severe
than a one hundred year flood,

Adoption of the Kings River Plan may increase the potential for ground
and surface water contamination by septic tank systems, a significant
environmental effect., Adoption of the proposed land use plan could al low
the total number of area residences to Increase an estimated 153 percent,
Septic tank effluent therefore would significantly Increase, Thls added
effluent would be discharged In leach flelds on sandy soils that have a
low water holding capacity over groundwater that was at an average of 20
feet below the ground surface In 1970, Twenty feet is the minimum
groundwater depth over which septic systems can oeprate safely., |In
addition effluent will be discharged by septic tank leach lines In areas
that are subject to sheet-flow flooding. Thus If the groundwater level
were to rise above 20 feet or If sheet-flow flooding were to occur,
ground or surface water could be contaminated by the additional septic
tank systems encouraged by the Kings River Plan,




Check| Ist
Item

C-4-2

D-5
H=2
-4

F=-2

N=1=-a

N=I=b

R-4

Polnt
Rating

Discussion

(¥

As new Kings River area residences and residential streets cover the
ground surface there will be some loss of groundwater recharge areas.
This will not be a significant effect because surrounding agricultural
lands with highly permeable solls and the Kings River will contlinue to
adequatel y recharge subsurface aqulfers,

IT Is estimated that adoption of the Kings River Plan (Alternative B)
could encourage the loss of 127 acres of productive or potential ly
productive agricultural land to nonagricultural uses. Such land
primarily will be converted to residential developments In areas
designated by the Kings River Plan for such uses, Because of the
relatively large amount of agricultural land involved, Its loss would be
a signlficant environmental effect,

If the Kings River Plan Is adopted, conflicts could arlse between
residential and recreational uses, The Kings River attracts recreational
activities. As more resl|dential uses are encouraged along the river by
this plan, there could be complaints by residents about recreation power
boat nolse. In addition automoblile traffic In and out of recreation
areas could travel through residentlal nelghborhoods adding to nolse and
fraffic hazards In residential areas. Such disturbances of residents
would be a significant environmental effect because of the recurring
nature of these problems In sensitive areas,

Depending upon the plan alternative that Is adopted, the Kings River Plan
could contribute to the cumulative effect of dlluting fire protection
services, Such dilution, when consldered with that of other development
projects county-wide, could be a significant environmental effect, As
residentlal and recreation uses Increase under the auspices of the plan,
It Is anticlpated that requests for fire protection services will also
Increase, but colnciding additions to fire protection personnel,
oquipment, and facilities may not occur,

Depending upon the plan alternative that Is adopted, the Kings River Plan
could contribute to the cumulative effect of diluting county police
protection services. Such dilution, when considered with that of other
development projects county-wide, could be a significant envirommental
effect. As residentlial and recreation uses Increase under the ausplices
of the plan, It Is anticipated that requests for police service will also
Increase, but the police force may not be correspondingly enlarged.

Adoption of Alternative B of the Kings River Plan wil| encourage the loss

of 74 acres of public open space to alternative land uses (residential,
and private recreation) In Sub-Area "A" of the Kings River Plan area,

Such loss of open space s a significant environmental effect because of
the relatively large amount of land Involved.
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Checkl | st
I Tem

0=I

T-l-a

K=1=b
K=l=c
K=l=-d
N=l=c

M=|

P=2-a
P=2-b
P=2-c
P-2-
P=2-g
P=2=|

Polnt
Rating

- NNN

NN NN

Discussion

The Kings River Plan will facli!l|tate residential growth outside an urban
area away from commerclal retall and service areas, Fuel consumption by
Kings River residents wil| be higher than those living In urban areas
where more services and a varlety of stores are avallable,

Even though nelghborhood convenlence-type goods are avallable within the
plan area, major shopping needs can only be fulfllled In urban areas,
This Impact of Increased fuel consumption may or may not be significant
depending on frequency of trips and the income of the residents., |t must
also be reallzed that those wishing to live In a rural area expect to
travel further to fulfill major shopping needs. Also with the Increase
of population there will be an Increased need and use of electricity and
natural gas which Is expected In any area proposed for additional

growth, For the reasons stated above this Impact Is conslidered
Insignificant,

Land development projects encouraged by the Kings River Plan could
disrupt archaeological sites, a significant environmental effect.
According to the Callfornia Archaeological Inventory, Bakersfleld
College, major waterways such as the Kings River are considered to be of
medlum to high archaeclogical sensitivity, There |s one recorded archae-
ologlical site (Tul=18) within the Kings River Plan area and several
others along the river outside the project boundary. Consequently dis~
ruption of archaeological sites by land development projects could occur
In the planning area, This particularly may be the case In relatively
undisturbed areas along the Kings River such as the 85 acres of land
owned by Tulare County at the Intersection of Road 28 and the al ignment
of Avenue 393 (Sub-Area "AM),

Adoption of the Kings River Plan wil| expand the avallabllity of residen=
tlal land, This may encourge an Increase In the population of the Kings
River area, Increased population may lead to the significant environ-
mental effects identifled above. No Immediate Impact on local schools Is
expected because the schools that serve the areas of greatest residential
growth have capacity for additional students,

Although a clrculation plan Is proposed for adoption, this should not
create any new significant environmental effects. Major clirculation
patterns (arterials, state routes and the Southern Paclfic Rallroad) have
already been established In the planning area, Lack of access will

cons frain nonagricultural development along some portions of the Kings
River ensuring that these areas will remain in agricultural uses.

New water systems wil| be required fo serve the new reslidential and
recreation developments established under the Kings River Plan, It Is
anticipated that these systems wil| be Instal led by private developers
and malntained by homeowners assocliations, Other development will obtain
water from Individual private wells. No signiflicant environmental
effects are expected to result from these systems.
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N=I-c

N-1-d

Q-3

Polnt
Rating

Discussion

As rural-residential areas are developed under the auspices of the Kings
River Plan, new students could be added to local school districts. The
plan's effect on local schools, however, Is not expected to be signifi-
cant. Increased enrollments will occur gradually. The two school dis-
tricts that could expect the most new students because of the plan (Kings
River Unlon District and Kingburg Jolnt Unlon High School District) have
been experlencing declining enrollments and presently have capacltlies for
additional students.

The Kings River Plan will encourage an Increased demand for recreation

In the Kings Rlver area. As the area's population Increases, so will the
need for recreation cutlets. This will not be a significant environ-
mental effect because of the availabllity of private recreation faclli-
tles In the area and because Tulare County Intends to maintaln a 10 fo 12
acre public park In Sub-Area "A".

The Kings River Plan could attract additional people to the Kings River
area. The area could be a habltat of malarla and encephalitis vectors as
wel | as other pest mosqulto species If preventive measures are not
continued. Consequently the plan could expose addltonal people to a
serious public health problem. This would not be a signlficant environ-
mental effect If new uses allowed under the proposed plan will not create
new vector habltats or hinder vector control. To assure that vector
abatement problems will not arise, Tulare County should adopt proposed
Kings River Plan Policy No« XI, |«
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MITIGATION OF SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS:

Use of the Primary and Secondary Flood Plain Zones and adoption of a
General Plan policy that protects Valley oaks and other rlparian

Reduction of residential areas and uses of buffers between agricultural
activities and residential areas,

Regulation of construction In the National Flood Insurance program's
Speclal Flood Hazard Area for the Kings River. Adoption of less
Intensive residential development along the river., Use of the Primary
and Secondary Flood Plain Zones In the Kings River Designated Floodway.
Protection of river banks by discretionary project conditions of approval
and State Reclamation Board Permits,

Reduction In the size of the residential designation, Adoption of Kings

River Plan policles regulating residential densities and/or assuring new
septic systems meet state and county standards,

Adoption of an alternative plan with a reduced area proposed for non-
agricultural uses,

Adoptlon of a Kings River Plan policy prohibiting more than three public

motor boat launching areas, Regulating Kings River boating activities by
the Tulare County Ordinance Code. Adoption of a circulation plan that

discourages direct access fo residentlal areas by recreation-oriented

Adoption of less Intensive residentlal uses. Adoption and Implementation
of the Kings River Circulation Plan., Provislon of adequate water flow,
Use of non-flammable bullding materials. Installation of fire alarms and
smoke detectors. Formation of a fire protection speclal district.

Checkl I st Polint

|tem Rafng_ Discussion
A-8-d 3

D=l~-a 3

D=l=b 3 vegetation,
D=l=c 2

D-4 3

E-l-a v

E~-l=b 2

D=1=h 2

E~4 3

B=4-a 3

B-4-b 3

B=4-c 3

F=2 2

C-3-b 2

C-5-a 3

C-l-e 3

C=4=b 3

Q=1 2

Q=3 2

D=5 3

H=2 3

|=-4 3

F=2 2
M=-2 2

tratfic,

N=1=-a 3
N=1=b 3

Adoption of less Intensive residential uses, Prohiblition of addltional
publlic motor boat launching sites, Formation of a police protection
speclal district,
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Checkl| st Polnt .

I tem Rating Discussion

R-4 3 Can be mitigated by the adoption of the "No Project" alternative for
Sub=Area "AW, :

0=1 2 Increased use of fuel Is considered Insignificant as residents wishing to

Iive In rural areas expect to drive further to fulflill their major
shopping needs, Increased energy can be mitigated by Implementation of

the energy conservation methods that are avallable,
T=l-a 2 Adoption of Kings River Plan policles requiring Archaeclogical Site

Survey notlification and protection of archaecloglical sites by
discretionary project conditions of approval.

M. DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect ocn the environ-
ment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the envi-
ronment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the
mitigation measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the
project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.

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

N.  CREDITS:

This staff Report/Environmental Assessment Initial Study was prepared by
Jack Ferguson .

Date June 30, 1982
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GPA 82-01K IR
Kings River Area of Tulare County,
Callifornia

w/refe Tule Cos B‘dgo & Plan. Dep'!'.
State Clearinghouse No. 82022557

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL |MPACT REPORT
TULARE COUNTY GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA 82-01
KINGS RIVER AREA OF TULARE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

Final Statement:

According to the guldelines for the CalifornliaEnvironmental Quallty Act of 1970, Title 14 of the Cal. Adm.
Code, Section 15146, "Contents of the Final Environmental Impact Report,™ the final environmental Impact
report shall consist of: 1) the draftEIR, 2) a sectlon |isting the organizations and persons consulted, 3)
the comments recelved through the consultation process (elther verbatim or in summary), and 4) the response
of the lead agency (Tulare County) to the significant environmental points ralsed in +he review and
consultation process. For this final E IR, Tulare County has chosen to summarize the comments recelved that
relate to environmental Issues. Each summarlzed comment Is followed by Tulare County's response to the
comment. The detalled comments recelved from the organizations and persons consulted about the draft E IR are
contained In the letters attached to this final E IR.

FERSONS AND AGENCIES CONSULTED:

Comments Recelved
Date of letter

Tulare County General Services

Tulare County Bullding Services and Parks Department 10/7/82
Tulare County Sherlff's Department

Tulare County Fire Warden 10/1/82
Tulare County Publlic Works Department

Tulare County Health Department 9/1/82
Tulare County Flood Control District

Tulare County Alr Pollution Control District 9/23/82

Southern Paclflic Transporation Company
Paclfic Gas and E lectric Company

CALTRANS

State Department of Boating and Waterways
Reglonal Water Quality Control Board
State Health Department

State Reclamation Board 9/7/82
California Hlghway Patrol 9/15/82
State Department of Flsh and Game 9/23/82

Callfornia Archaeological Site Survey

Excelslor Resource Conservation District

Fresno County Planning Department

Kings County Planning Department 9/1/82
City of Reedley Planning Department

City of Kingsburg Planning Department

Klingsburg Jolint Unlon High School District

Clay Joint E lementary School District

Kings Canyon Unifled School DIstrict
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Kings River Union Elementary School District

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 9/13/82
Kings River Conservatlion District

Alta Irrigation District

Consol Idated Irrigation District

Tulare County Audubon Society

Kings River Water Assoclation

Kings River Gun Club

Kings River Golf Course and Country Club

Delta Vector Control District

State Clearinghouse 10/6/82
Pacific Telephone Company

OOMMENTS RECEIVED, TULARE COUNTY BUILDING SERVICES AND PARKS DEPARTMENT :

1.

The 10 to 12 acre park In Sub-Area "A" should be developed and maintained in its present Sub-Area "A"
location. The Callifornia Department of Parks and Recreation and the United States Department of I|nterior
National Park Service In letters respectively dated August 25, 1982 and August 13, 1982 have concluded
that the county park must have river frontage.

RESPONSE :

The possiblility of retaining the Sub-Area "A" county park on river frontage and centered around
current park Improvements has been adequately evaluated by this EIR. Such a proposal Is discussed
as part of Alternative AA In the EIR.

Four new alternatives for Sub-Area "A" have been proposed since recelpt of the subject letter from
the Tulare County Bullding Services and Parks Department. These alternative plans are displayed on
pages 6, 7, B and 9 of this final EIR. Each such alternative Is a proposal for retaining the
county park on the Kings River. This EIR adequately discusses all the environmental effects and
necessary mitigation measures that might result should one of these new alternative plans be
adopted. The discussion of such environmental effects and mitigation measures can be found on
pages 90 and 96-100 of the draft EIR. The policles of the Kings River Plan are applicable to each
of these new alternatives. A discussion of each of the four new plans for Sub-Area "A" is as

fol lows:

Alternative EE

The various land use proposals for Alternative EE are shown on page 6 of this final EIR. The
purpose of this alternative Is to allow the development of the county park using existing park
Improvements. |In addition, a depressed area to the east of the park improvements that is unusable
for residences Is Included In the park area and made useful as open space.

Alternative FF

The various land use proposals of Alternative FF are shown on page 7 of this final EIR. The
purpose of this alternative Is to retain Important existing park improvements (the parking area and
the restrooms) within the park while locating the maJority of the park to the west of these
improvements where there Is a low area. The low area Is less usable for residences than portions
of Sub-Area "A" east of the Improvements. However, since the lower area would be usable as a park,
this alternative glves further consideration to topography In determining the best locations for
residential and park uses. The one disadvantage of this alternative Is that the park's restrooms
and parking lot would be adjacent to a residential area.
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Alternative GG

The varlous land use proposals of Alternative GG are shown on page 8 of this final EIR. The
purpose of this alternative Is to completely relocate the county park to a lower portion of
Sub-Area "A" that Is less usable for residences than presently Improved portions of the park. At
the same time, this alternative would malntaln park frontage on the Kings River. As with
Alternative FF, this plan further recognizes topography as a factor In the location of park and
residentlal uses. However, unlike Alternative FF, the park restroom and parking area could be
sltuated away from residential areas.

Alternative HH

This plan Is similar to Alternative EE except that the residential area would be expanded
northwestward to the Kings River. This would allow some residential frontage on the river, the
main purpose of this alternative. See page 9 of this final EIR.

2. The Planned Development Zone should be applied to the entire 85 acre Sub-Area "A" to allow flexiblility in
development of the property.

RESPONSE :

Use of the Plan Development Combining Zone on the Sub-Area "A" site Is discussed in Chapter 11| of
the Kings River Plan as a possible implementation measure of proposed Kings River Plan policy
I11=1. The approprlateness of such zoning should be further evaluated during the Kings River Area
Rezoning Project that will follow the adoption of the Kings Rlver Plan.

COMMENTS RECE IVED, TULARE COUNTY FIRE WARDEN:

Some of the exlIsting commercial and residential developments In the Kings River area have been allowed
without the installation of fire protection Improvements, l.e., water malns and fire hydrants. The lack of
such Improvements during a fire could cause a need for a greater amount of fire fighting equipment. As a
result, communities In surrounding areas could be left without fire protection for an extended period of
time. In addition, the lack of Improvements could lead fo greater flre damage and higher Insurance rates.

Flre equipment access to propertles In the Kings River Plan area Is another problem for the fire department.
North/south travel Is hindered by the Kings River. The result of hindered access would be an Increased fire
equipment response time.

The Tulare County Fire Department has no preference as to which alternative plan Is chosen for the Kings
River area. The exlsting fire facilitles can absorb the additional demand without any major modifications as
long as new developments are required to have appropriate fire protection Improvements.

RESPONSE :

The Kings River Plan will not cause additional subdivisions and commercial uses to be deve | oped
without adequate fire Improvements. Such Improvements can be required at the project review phase
of a parcel map, subdivision, speclal use permit, planned unit development, etc., In accordance
with the Subdivision, Zoning and Flre Protection Ordinances. Such Improvements can also be
required at the bullding permit stage of a development In accordance with the county's Flre
Protectlion Ordinance. The Kings River Plan may ald fire protection services since fire equlpment
access wil| be enhanced by the proposed circulation plan and policles.
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GPA B2-01kK IR
Page 4

COMMENTS RECE IVED, TULARE COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT :

Under Goal V on page 35 of the draft Kings River Plan, Implementation measures dealing with sewage disposal
should include a reference to enforcement of the Porter-Cologne Act and enforcement of Tulare County
Ordinance Code sections 7033-7034.2. In addition, the word, "unconventional," should be replaced by
"alternative" In policy V-4 on page 35 of the draft plan.

RE SPONEE :

The Implementation measures for proposed Kings River Plan policles V-3 and V-4 are hereby amended
to state that enforcement of Sections 7033-7034.2 of the Tulare County Ordinance Code and
enforcement of the Porter-Cologne Act are also Implementation measures for Kings River Plan
policies V=3 and 4. |In addition, the word "alternative" Is hereby substituted for "unconventional"
In proposed policy V, 4 of the Kings River Plan.

COMMENTS RECE IVED, STATE RECLAMAT ION BOARD:

The proposed Kings River Plan draft E IR addresses most of the Reclamation Board's concerns In a very
satisfactory manner. |t should be noted, however, that any encroachment Into the designated floodway must
sti1l be approved by the Reclamation Board prior to the start of construction, regardless of the local zoning
ordinance. The establlishment of Primary and Secondary Flood Plain zoning In the designated floodway should
be carefully considered.

The final E IR should discuss the effect of storm water drainage from residential uses on the flood carrying
capacity of the Kings River. |In addition, the final EIR should discuss possible difficulties and expenses of
effective storm water drainage In flood-prone areas. |f any drainage facilities are to be located within the
designated floodway, approval of plans for such facllitlies must first be secured from the Callfornia
Reclamation Board.

RE SPONSE :

Under Chapter |V, section J, Item 16 of the Kings River Plan, it Is stated that an encroachment
permit from the State Reclamation Board Is required for activity within the designated floodway.
Policy VI-3 and implementation measures are hereby added to the Kings River Plan to express the
same.

Zoning within the Kings River Deslgnated Floodway will be carefully evaluated to reduce the
potential hazards of flooding to lives and property. As a measure to Implement the Kings River
Plan, it Is proposed that only F=1 zoning or F=2 combining zoning be used within the Kings River
Designated Floodway. The boundaries of these zones will not extend beyond the designated floodway.
Consequently there should be no confusion on Tulare County Zoning Map as to where the designated
floodway Is situated.

It Is llkely that resldential subdivisions near the Kings River allowed by this plan will channel
storm drainage to the waterway. This could have a significant effect on the flood water carrying
capacity of the Kings River which may be difficult and expensive to mitigate.

This effect can be mitigated by requiring area subdivisions using the river as a drain to have
necessary faclllities to prevent the overloading of the flood carrying capacity of the Kings River
such as ponding or detention basins. f“uch basins would be used to temporarlily store storm dralnage
during times of potential flooding. In addition, the State Reclamation Board through Its
designated floodway permit requirements can control storm drainage facility encroachments into the
Kings River Designated Floodway. This could have the effect of Iimiting such facilitles,
minimizing storm dralnage Into the river.
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GPA 82-01/EIR
Page 5

COMMENTS RECEIVED, DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL:

The Kings River Plan will not adversely affect the statutory responsibilities of the Callfornia Highway
Patrol.

RESPONSE :
None

COMMENTS RECEIVED, CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME:

The Kings River Plan has adequately Identifled the amendment's environmental Impacts. The plan proposes
mitigation measures which should reduce any adverse Impacts below significant levels. The Callfornia
Department of Flish and Game concurs with the Kings River Plan as written and agrees that priority should be
glven to protecting the planning area's riparian habitat and valley oaks. The Department of Fish and Game
would object If the plan were to be considered without adopting the mitigation measures/policies |listed on
page 9 of the draft plan text.

RESPONSE 3
None

COMMENTS RECE|IVED, KINGS COUNTY PLANNING AGENCY:

The Kings River Plan will have a minimal Impact on Kings County. The Kings County Planning Agency concurs
with the findings of the draft EIR.

RESPONSE :
None

COMMENTS RECEIVED, U«.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS:

The draft EIR prepared for the Kings River Plan covers flood hazards In sufficlent detail. The Army Corps of
Englineers also notes that Corps' Federal regulatory permit requirements for the placement of dredged or fIl|
material In the Kings River has been recognlzed.

RESPONSE :

None

F INAL APPROVAL:

APPROVED BY:

NTAL ASSESSMENT OFF | CER

|4 -3

DATE
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BUILDING SERVICES
1209) 733 6616

CAPITAL PROJECTS
[209] 733-6614

PARKS
(209) 733-6612

MUSEUM
[209) 733-6613

October 7, 1982

Jack Ferguson
Project Planner
Planning Department
County Civic Center
Visalia, CA 93291

SUBJECT: KINGS RIVER PLAN

I have reviewed reviewed the draft of the Kings River Plan
and submit the following observations and recommendations:

1.

The County should develop and maintain a ten to twelve acre
park in its present location because of the requirement placed
upon us by the Department of Parks and Recreation. (See
attached letters)

That this department support the Planning Department's recommen-
dation of adopting Alternative BB with the exception of the
zoning, which could be established as Planned Development for

the entire 85 acres owned by the County. This would allow future
flexibility for that development. This alternative is also
mentioned in Goal III, Sub area "A", Page 33.

This Kings River Plan draft is a very concise evaluation. I would
like to commend the Planning Staff for its thoroughness.

ey

Bob Wilburn
Building Services and Parks Superintendent

BW: ja
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l SEOE LT CALIFGRNIA  THE RESQUPCES AGENCY Ehear o

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION L.
Fr o BCA 2390 '\.‘ﬁ}
CATRANENTS F580 0

(916) 322-9596
August 25, 1942

e Duane Lasiurygon
Director
Bul lding Services and
Parks Depar tinent
County of Tulare
Agricultural Services Bullding
Civic Center
Visalia, CA 93291

Dear Mr. LaMunyon:

ings River Park Developuent
LWCF Project Numbor 06-00334C

Thic is in response to your letter of July 14, 1982, requesting this Department's
approval to relocate the existing ten acre Kings River Regional Park to one of
two alternative sites nearby. ‘The cost of relocating the improvements to the new
site would be borne by the County of Tulare.

After reviewing the Kings River plan and maps of the alternative sites and alter
dizcussions with the National Park sScrvice, it is this Department's opinion that
the relocation of the ten acre site, including improvements, can be approved as
long as the new site has river [rontage.

e reasons for these requivements are as follows:

- when Kings River Regional Park project was [irst selected for fundinu under
the federal Land and Water Conservation Fund program in 1973, it was selected
for its regional location and its access to the Kings River. The river access
was seen as a prime attraction by the County and State in providing numerous
recreation opportunities to the general public.

- The Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCT) requirements state that when
nropertics acquired or developed with IWCF monies are converted fron outdoor
recreation use, replacement land and facilities must be provided. The re-
placement properties and facilities must be of "reasonably equivalent usefulness
and location." This mecans some river access must be provided.

It would seem after studying the maps of the proposed land use for the 85 acre

parcel, that a ten acre park site could be located closer to the river so as to

provide access to it.

Until an alternative site is proposed that meets the above conditicn and is sub-
mitted for this Department's review and approval, approval on the relocation can-
not be given. i

i copy of the National Park Service's letter on this matter is enclosed for your
information.
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Mr. Duane !oun,on

.E‘J.'x' e 2

Aunjast 25y 192

[{ the County ceck s clarilication on the above isgues or 1F 1 can e of assicbotwe,

nlease do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

oty -

N

Park” and Recreat ion Special st

fnclosure
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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE Dicectags Office
WFSTERN REGION 8% Q
450 GOILDEN GATE AVENUE, BOXN 36063 A 1 8 g

£ REPLY PFFER TO: SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102

06-00334C(WR-PRG)

DEPT. PARKS & FECREAYION Y
August 13, 1982

Mr. Pete Dangermond, Jr.

Director

Department of Parks and Recreation
P.0. Box 2390

Sacramento, California 95811

Dear Mr. Dangermond:

We have reviewed your letter of June 28, 1982 concerning the relocation of
a portion of the Kings River Park which was developed with assistance from
Land and Water Conservation Fund Project Number 06-00334C.

It was our understanding, as the result of the joint meeting with the
County of Tulare last year, that the County requested permission to sell

the 85-acre park because of the isolated location and maintenance of the
park has become financially infeasible. The proposed alternative, as agreed
by all representatives at the meeting, was to acquire 10 acres of "like"
river front property located closer to population and near other County
parks for oreater maintenance efficiency. It has been determined that only
10 acres of the 85-acre park are subject to the 6(f)(3) restrictions.

We concur with your conclusion that the replacement parcel should have river
frontage so as to provide lands that are of "reasonably equivalent use-
fulness and location" as specified in the Land and Water Conservation Fund
Act.

Sincerely,

ﬁohn D. Cherry
VAssociate Regional Director
Resources Management
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FIRE WARDEN of the COUNTY of TULARE

1968 South Lovers Lane — Phone (209) 732-5954
VISALIA, CALIFORNIA 93277

October 1, 1982

Tulare County Building and Planning Department
County Civic Center

Courthouse, Room 111

Visalia, CA 93291

Attention: Jack Ferguson, Project Planner

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

Ref. GPA 82-01/Kings River Plan
Draft Environmental Impact Report

The Fire Warden's office offers the following comments regarding this project.

The entire area of the Kings River plan is served by Tulare County Fire
Station #2 (Kings River) located near the intersection of Avenue 400 and
Road 36. Response times within the area would vary from 2 to 15 minutes,
depending on the time of day and weather conditions.

One of our concerns is in regards to existing commercial and residential
development in the area. The majority of this development was allowed to
occur without the installation of fire protection improvements; i.e., water
mains and fire hydrants. All the residential development on the golf course
falls into this category. The homes along the golf course are typically very
large; some are two story. Fires which occur in areas not served by community water
gsystems cause a much greater response of fire equipment in an attempt to get
enough water to the scene to suppress the fire. As a result, communities in
surrounding areas are left unprotected for extended periods of time. It
appears that there are still many building sites available on the golf course
which could be developed with residential units which will serve to compound
the existing fire protection problem in the area. Most commercial development
in the plan area is of a relatively small scale. The exceptions to this are
the two recreational campgrounds and the Riverland Resort. The campgrounds,
Lindy's Landing and Royal Oak Park have each recently amended their existing
use permits and as a result have (or soon will be) upgrading their fire
protection facilities to the Fire Warden's recommendations. Riverland Resort
is the largest commercial complex in the plan area. Because it is the largest,
it also presents the largest potential fire problem. Should a major fire
occur at the resort, our only water source would be the river. The effective-
ness of fire forces would be dependent on whether or not we could get close
enough to the river to draft water to suppress the fire. Even if we were able
to do so, a substantial amount of time would be involved to set up drafting
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Tulare County Building and Planning Department
Page 2
October 1, 1982

operations, lay the necessary hose lines, and begin pumping water on the

fire. Because of this time lapse, it would most likely involve a ma jor
fire loss at the resort.

To our knowledge, there are two small community water systems in the plan
area. Both were developed to serve recent subdivisions. These are the
Kings River Estates, and Fairway Mutual Water Systems. In addition to the
protection these systems provide, the residents living within the boundaries
of these systems enjoy a much lower fire insurance rate than those residents

not served by a community system. This translates into a substantial dollar
savings in insurance costs,

Access for fire equipment is another problem for the Fire Department, which
doesn't look as though it will improve much within the plan period. North/
south travel through the area is difficult due to the river. Within the
plan boundaries, there are 3 crossings, one at Highway 99, one at Avenue 400,
and one at Avenue 416. Fire equipment response times will often be affected
by having to go 2 to 3 miles out of their way to cross the river.

In regards to the alternatives listed in the plan, the Fire Department has no
preferance for one alternative over another. We feel that existing fire
facilities can absorb the additional demand for service (as described in the
plan) without any major modifications as long as any new development is
required to install appropriate fire protection improvements as per the
subdivision ordinance and other fire protection/prevention ordinances.

If you have any questions, please contact William G. Trowbridge at 732-5954,

Sincerely,

EVAN D, LONG
FIRE WARDEN

" [l & %M

am G. Trowbridge 3
Fire Protection Planning Officer

WGT:tc

=101 =




Tomas F. Gonda, M.D., M.P.H.
N Bl o n DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH PEALDL RIS
733-6441 COUNTY OF TULARE Porar e

County Civic Center Cabe G

Visalia, California
93277

DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

1 September 1982

Jack Ferguson, Project Planner

Tulare County Building & Planning Department
County Civic Center

Visalia, Ca. 93291

Re: GPA 82-01 (Kings River Plan & DEIR)
Dear Sir:

We have reviewed GPA 82-01 (Kings River Plan & DEIR) and would like to make the
following comments:

Under Goal V (Page 35), Implementation Measures, it would probably
be more clear to show a comprehensive authority over sewage disposal
system design, installation and review by including County Ordinance
Sections 7033-7034.2 and also the Porter-Cologne Act.

Under item 4 of Goal V, the word "unconventional" should be replaced
by the word "alternative", it should be pointed out that there are
limitations to the unconventionality of "Unconventional methods of
sewage disposal". Good design, adequate and acceptable soils, and
water information are basic tenets of the systems, or any departure
from the conventional systems.

Sincerely,

Tomas F. Gonda, M.D., M.P.H.
Director of Health Services

(R Wanssenlesr A5,

A. R. Maniscalco, R.S.
Environmental Health Specialist
Division of Environmental Health

ARM:s1
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State of California

The Resources Agency
Memorandum
l- A-38
To James W. Burns pate : SEP 71982
Assistant Secretary for Resources
The Resources Agency File No.:
2. Mr. Jack Ferguson Subject: Draft Kings River
Tulare County Planning Department Plan and Draft Environ-
Tulare Courthouse, Room 111 mental Impact Report (DEIR)
Visalia, CA 93291 E@ E 1V E (SCH 82022557)
From : THE RECLAMATION BOARD

Department of Water Resources SEP 29 1982

ate Clearinghouse
The propoaed Kings River Plan DEIR addresses most of The Reclama-
tion Board's concerns in a very satisfactory manner. The mitigation
measures suggesting that the designated floodway be zoned as pri-
mary and secondary flood plain, that bullding standards be in com-
pllance with the National Flood Insurance Program's regulations,
and that the Kings River Area General Plan policies that call for
the protectlion of riparian vegetation be adopted and used in con-
Junction with the Board's Riparian Vegetation Management Policy,

should be important elements of the future flood plain management
in the subject area.

The project proponent should be made aware, however, that plans
for any encroachments in the designated floodway must still be
approved by the Board before start of construction regardless of
local zoning ordinances. Therefore, it 1s important that the
primary flood plain zoning coincides with the designated floodway
in order to avold confusing the public about existing flood
hazards. When determining what constitutes the reasonable area
around exlsting developments in the designated floodway that is
to be zoned as secondary flood plain, effects on flooding should
be carefully considered.

Dralnage from the proposed residential areas will increase with
full development. Whether this increase will be large enough to
have an effect on the flood-carrying capacity of the Kings River,
which will presumably receive the runoff, is not discussed in
the DEIR. In addition, drainage 1is generally more difficult and
expensive to accomplish in flood-prone areas where pumping to
remove excess runoff 1s often necessary. The final EIR should
discuss these issues. Should the area need a storm drain system
with pumps and/or outfall structures in the designated floodway,
approval of plans from the Board will be necessary.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on‘'this DEIR.

Ly £ Sk’

ELDON E. RINEHART
General Manager
(916) L445-9454
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS AND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

5025 West Noble Avenue
Post Office Box 470
Visalia, California 93279
Telephone: (209) 734-6767

September 15, 1982

Building and Planning Department

County Civic Center - Rooms 105 - 111

Visalia, California 93291

Attention: Project Planner, Mr. Jack Ferguson

REFERENCE: Case No. GPA 82-01 ((SCH 82022557)

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

We have reviewed your consultation notice # 2, in the above referenced
case and do not see any adverse impact on any of our Agency's statutory
responsibilities.

We thank you for the opportunity to review your proposal and trust that
our answer is sufficient for your needs.

Very truly yours,

§ Kt
0. E. RUBEY, Captain

Commander
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State of California The Resources Agency

Memorandum

To

From

Subiec':

Jim Burns, Projects Coordinator Date : September 23, 1982
Resources Agency

Jack Ferguson

Tulare County Planning Department
Room 111, Tulare Courthouse
Visalia, CA 93291

Department of Fish and Game
Draft Kings River Plan and Draft EIR

We have reviewed subject document, regarding a proposed amendment to the
Land Use and Circulation Elements of the Tulare County General Plan. It
affects a planning area located along the Kings River between the cities
of Reedley and Kingsburg.

We believe the document has adequately identified potential impacts of the
Plan and its implementation upon the fish, wildlife and habitat resources
of the area. The Plan proposes mitigation measures which we agree should
reduce any adverse impacts below significant levels. We concur with
adoption of the Plan as written.

We agree that a priority should be placed upon protection of riparian
habitat and valley oaks which occur throughout the planning area. We would
object if the Plan were to be considered for adoption without inclusion

of the mitigation measures/policies as stated on page 9.

Our staff is available to answer any specific questions regarding the
above comments, potent1a1 project impacts or mitigation measures. Please
direct any inquiries to Dale Mitchell or Rod Goss at the address below:

California Department of Fish and Game
1234 East Shaw Avenue

Fresno, CA 93710

Phone: (209) 222-3761

2o St

Director
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Kings County Planning Agency

PLANNING COMMISSION - BUILDING INSPECTION - ADVISORY AGENCY
ZONING ADMINISTRATION - ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

MAILING ADDRESS: . KINGS COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER “ HANFORD, CA 93230
OFFICES AT: ENGINEERING BUILDING, GOVERNMENT CENTER, HANFORD  (209) 682-3211, EXT. 2670

September 1, 1982

Tulare Counly Building
and Planning Department
Kooms 105-11, Courthouse
County Civie Center

Visalia, CA 93291
ATTHH: Mr. bugene E. Smith, Director

Re: Drafl Environmental I[mpact Report
for the Kings iver Plan

Dear Mr. Smiths

In response to your request that we review the scope danc contenl of the environ-
mental information contained in the draft Kings River Plan, we have the following
comment s

1. The Kings River Plan presents minimal impact to the Kings County environment,
since the focus of the Plan is on areas of Tulare County,

2. We concur with the findings of the Draft Environmen! al Impacl Report.

We apprecidate Lhe opportunity Lo have reviewed your plan,
Very truly yours,

KINGS COUNTY PLANN NG AGENCY
p i / * )
; / >

—

/ /
’” y i -
y ‘\‘_(_ :- O ; 5 ety j\ "y

L Vool L e M .Qé“_‘r,:':’,f_.:.«
Charles Gardner, D rector

UL /4b
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OFFICIAL PUSINESS ¢ ‘E,/ LA
PENALTY FOR PKVATE USE, $300 AL s$i9et |
SPRED-V
Mr. Jack Ferguson, Project Planner
Valley Planning Division
Tulare County Planning Department
County Civic Center, Rooms 105-111 -
Visalia, CA 93291 ‘
v
"’I/-
FROMt Sec retum address ca roverde, l DATZ 1350{15-‘:

WRITER'S NAMU/ TELEPHONE N2,

B. DOYLE, (916) 440-3522

L—"T‘, Yous [ CUR COMMUNICATION (Kind, refercace aymbol. date, sublect, or ¢ ther identilization)
Letter dated 16 August 1982 requesting comments on the draft
EIR for the Tulare Co. General Plan Amend (GPA-82-01) for the
P_l_(_iﬂgs River Plan

ACTION TAKEN OR REQUESTED

i_) HEPLY WILL 8E FURNISHED CN OR ALOUT K7 receiPT AckiOWLERGED
(o] REQUEST DATE WHEN REPLY MAY 1E EXPECTED [ For irecT REPLY
[TIWE HAVE TENT YOUR COMMUNICATION YC (See belch) ] To uaTAIN INFOTMATION

We have reviewed the Kings River &.]:1.1 and note that the DEIR
covers {lood hazards to the areas in sutf icicnt decail. We als
nots that our Tedoral v wnl'ttcrr permit requirements «*m*r*c‘ninfv

I"J*}]"""{Ly‘}v'{‘g’?" f dredped or £ill ﬂd_,:eL lalan Lh_c;__!,,_,n‘, River has heh
(3 \

O T KR (4 FCRMA TION (73 supsues oa [j AEQUESTED
T ﬂcb NA_MIE GRADS TITLE SIGHATUHRE
GEORGE B, Wl Ao b 7 ?
e Chief, Erginesring Divisioa _Dz.z.. ( ..La Loz ;
DA FORM 203, 1 Jan 70 RiA n i) il Y DELAY, REFERRAL, OR FOLLOW-UP NOTICE
“"l‘j‘g_ ? (AR 1+0-15) aiz—18--B20s1:-1  &ro
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AR QUALITY COMTROL SECIION

P DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH HEALTI! CENTER:
= i COUNTY OF TULARE Wi

. " i Cutlor-Oroum
Ciounly Civie Cenler

Visalia, Calilornia
93277
September 23, 1982

Lugene 1. Smilh, birector

Tulare Counly Building and Planning Department
CounbLy Civic Center

Visalia, Califlfornia 9329]

Attention: Jack Ferguson

Re: Case No. GPA 82-01 (SCH 82022557)

Dear Mr. Smith:

We have no comment on this proposal.
Sincerely,
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State Clearinghouse No, 82022557

CHAPTER V
ENV IRONMENTAL DOCUMENT
DRAFT ENV IRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT GPA 82-01
KINGS RIVER PLAN
Ae INTRODUCT ION:

B.

Because the adoption and amendment of local general plans and elements thereof are "projects" under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), local governments must prepare elther a negative
declaration or an environmental Impact report (EIR) prior to the final adoption of such general plan
publications. Tulare County has prepared an EIR for the Kings River Plan. The EIR Is included In the
text of the Kings River Plan because certalin required sections of the draft EIR - "Description of the
Project" and "Description of the Environmental Setting" - are also outlined in the Plan text,

This EIR contalns a discussion of the environmental consequences of the Kings River Plan, including the
ramifications of the Plan's application to an 85 acre parcel of county-owned land called Sub-Area "A" by
this document, Because the Kings River Plan meets the criteria of a "community plan" under Section
21083,3 of the State of Callfornia Publlc Resources Code, this EIR may be used as an environmental
document for proposed subdivisions and other proposed residential projects In areas designated
"rural-residential"™ by the Kings River Plan,

SUMMARY :
|« Proposal:

The proposed Kings River Plan would amend the Land Use, Circulation and Environmental Resources
Management (ERME) Elements of the Tulare County General Plan and the Rural Valley Lands Plan map.
The purpose of the plan Is to mlitigate potential confllcts that could arise between varlous land
uses In the Kings River area, The plan will also be used to minimize confllcts between land
development projects and the Kings River area's riverine/agricultural environment., Proposed Kings
River Plan policles and land use and circulation designations will amend the pollicies and
designations of the 1964 Tulare County Land Use and Circulation Elements and the 1975 Rural Val ley
Lands Plan as they apply to the Kings River area, The Open Space and Recreation Plan Maps of the
ERME will also be modified by the Kings River Plan, The most significant change to the RVLP will be
the addition of a Pollcy which will eliminate the RVLP point evaluation for permitted land uses in
the areas designated "Resldential.”

2. Slgnificant Environmental Impacts:

The following Is a Iisting of potential significant Impacts Identified by the Initial study which
may result from the Implementation of this Kings River Plan,

a, Loss of agricultural land,

b. Agricultural/non-agricultural land use conflcits,
c. Water contamination by septic tank systems,

d, Loss of riparlian habltat,

e, Flooding,

fe Need for police protection,

Qe Need for fire protection,

h. Potential disruption of Archaeclogical Sites, and
i. Recreation/Residential land use conflicts.
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Al ternative Land Use Schemes for the Kings River Plan:

Aside from the "No Project" Alternative the following Is a summarized description of each of the
three al ternative land use schemes developed for the Kings River Plan Area. Graphic Il lustrations

of each alternative can be found on Page 112 for Altfernative A, Page 113 for Alternative B and Page
114 for Alternative C.

ALTERNATIVE A

Of the three alternatives, this one proposes the most intense degree of development, especially with

regard fo the acreage allocated to the "residentlal" land use, The following land uses are proposed
to be Incorporated info the planning area for this alternative:

PROPOSED LAND USE APPROX IMATE ACREAGE

Agricultural =T,A6+ 5,446
Residential (Max, 4 Unlts/Acre) 605 551
Designated F |oodway 382 376
Commerclal/Recreation 49 49
Kings River Golf Course 445 15
Public 25 15
Neighborhood Commercl al s . §

TOTAL PLAN AREA 6,64 acres 6,556 acres

The predominant land use of this alternative Is agriculture, comprising approximately 82 percent of
the plan area.

The next predominant land use is residential at a maximum density of 4 units per acre. The
residential land use designation lies generally east of the river and along the north side of Avenue
400 (State Route 201), east and west of Road 40 north of Its intersection with Avenue 400, and west
of Roads 34 and 33. A small area of Commercial/Recreation is designated in the southwest corner of
the Plan area reflecting the existing use of Riverland - a motel, restaurant and recreation area.
This alternative also Incorporates a "Rural Resldential/Recreation Opportuni ty Area" which extends
approximately 1500 feet on both sides from the center of the river channel. Development In this
area will have 1o meet certaln residential and recreation development standards as set forth Iin the
Plan.

ALTERNATIVE B - THE PROPOSED PLAN

Of the three alternatives, this one represents a moderate approach, meaning the amount of acreage
allocated to residential uses would fall between Alternatives A (maximum development) and C (minimum
development). The following land uses are proposed to be Incorporated into the planning area for
this alternative:

PROPOSED LAND USE APPROX IMATE ACREAGE

Agricultural Lo ler s 5,760
Residentlal (Max. 4 Units/Acre) 22 237
Deslgnated F |oodway 382 376
Commercial /Recreation 49- 49
Kings River Golf Course 445 115
Public 25 15
Nelghborhood Commercial 4 4

TOTAL PLAN AREA 6,64 |--acres- 6,556 acres
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4.

The predominant land use of this alternative Is also agriculture, however less land than In
Alternative A is designated for residential use. The density of 4 units/acre as a maximum remalins
the same, as does the general location of the areas designated for residential land use. The most
significant reduction of residential land use occurs In the area north of Avenue 400 and east of the
river. The Commercial/Recreation land use designation southwest of State Highway 99 remains the
same as Alternative A, as does the Rural Residentlal/Recreation Opportunity Area Corridor,

ALTERNATIVE C

This alternative provides for the smallest amount of residential development, agriculture belng

still the predominant land use designation. The following land uses are proposed for this
alternative:

PROPOSED LAND USE APPROX IMATE ACREAGE

Agricultural 559 5,872
Resldential (Max. 4 Units/Acre) 187 125
Deslganted F |oodway 382 376
Commerclal /Recreation 49 49
Kings River Golf Course 5 115
Public 23 15
Nelghborhood Commercial % R

TOTAL PLAN AREA =& FA L SHF s 6,556 acres

In this alternative the residentlal land use designation has been reduced to "nodes" of

development potential. These nodes general ly occur In seven locations: |) west side of Road 32
north of Avenue 400, 2) the east and west sides of Road 36 at the northerly Intersections with
Avenue 400, 3) at the northwest Intersection of Road 40 with Avenue 400, 4) the area southwest of
the Kings River Unlon School at the southwest Intersection of Road 40 and Avenue 400, 5) an area
west of Road 33 between Avenues 396 and 398, 6) the area north of Avenue 393 between Road 32 and the
Kings River Golf Course and the County-owned park (shown as Sub-Area "A" on the Plan maps), and 7)
the area known as Royal Qak Park along the west side of the Kings River, south of Avenue 400, The
Commerclal/Recreation land use designation and the Rural Residential/Recreation Opportunity Area
corridor remaln the same as Alternatives A and B,

Circulation:
All three alternative plans (A, B, and C) contaln the same proposals for circulation.

ROAD PORT ION PROPOSED DES IGNAT ION

a. Road 34 from Avenue 388 north to Avenue 396, Col lector
westerly to Road 33 and northerly fo Avenue
400 (State Route 201).

b. Road 40 from Avenue 388 north to Avenue 416, Col lector

Ce Avenue 416 from Road 42 west to the Tulare Arterial
County/Fresno County line,
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5.

Mitigation Measures:

The following Is a brief summary of the measures found through the draft EIR analysis which can
mitigate to a level of Insignificance the significant Impacts which were identified by the initial

study.

Only one potential Impact - Increased energy consumption - was found by the draft EIR to not

be significant, and therefore no mitigation measures are deemed necessary for this effect.

be

Ce

de

g

Effect

Loss of Agricultural Land

Agricultural vs. Non-
agricultural Land Use
Contlicts

Water Contamination by
Septic Tank Systems

Loss of Riparlian Habltat

Flooding

Need for Pollce Protection

Need for Flre Protection

Mi 'I'Iia* lon Measures

Can be mitigated by adoption of Policlies |-, 2 and 3 and |I-I,
2 and 3, which regulate the balance between the need for
residential development and the need to protect agricultural
resources,

Can be mlitigated by adoption of policies which place a limlt
on the amount of rural-residential areas and requires buffers
between agricultural activities and residential areas,

Can be mitigated by adoption of proposed Policles V=1, 2 and 3
which regulate residential densities and control new septic
system standards,

Can be mitigated by use of the Primary (F-1) and Secondary
(F=2) Flood Plain Zones and adoption of proposed Pollicles IX=I,

2, 3 and 4 which protect Val ley oaks and other riparian
vegetation supportive of the Kings River rlparian habitat,

Can be mitigated by the regulation of construction in the
Natlonal Flood Insurance Program's Special Flood Hazard Area
for the Kings River; adoption of proposed policles Vi=-l and 2
which regulate development In flood-prone areas; use of Primary
(F=1) and Secondary (F-2) Flood Plain Zones In the Kings River
Deslgnated Floodway; and protection of river banks with
discretionary project approvals and State Reclamation Board
permits,

Can be mitigated by adoption of a plan alternative with reduced
residentlal development; by prohibiting additional public motor
boat launching sites; and by formation of a police protection
speclal district,

Can be mitigated by adoption of a plan alternative with reduced
residential development; by adoption and Implementation of the
proposed Kings River Circulation Plan; provision of adequate
fire flow by adoption of proposed Policy V=l; by requiring use
of least flammable bullding materials; by requiring

Instal lation of fire alarms and smoke detectors; by formation
of a fire protection speclal district; and by application of
the Uniform Bullding Code's most stringent fire class rating
for construction of resldential bulldings.
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C.

D.

E.

he Potentlal Disruption of Can be mitigated by the adoption of proposed Polliclies Xll-l and
Archaeologlical Sites 2 which require notification of 1 proposed project be given to

the Callfornla Archaeclogical Site Survey and by protection of

known archaeological sites by di scretionary project approvals,

bis Recreational vs. Residential Can be mitigated by the adoption of proposed Pollcies VII|=-2
Confllicts and 3 which prohibit new public motor boat launches; by
adoption of proposed Pollicles 1V-3 and 4 which dlscourage
conflicts between residential areas and recreation-orlented
traftfic, and by adoption of a plan alternative with reduced

res |dential development,
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

|« Proposal:

The Kings River Plan proposal Is described In thls text in Chapter |, Section A, INTRODUCTION and In
Chapter |1,

2. Llocation:

The Kings River Plan applies to an area described in this text in Chapter |, Section B, LOCATION.

DESCRIPTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

The environmental setting of the Kings River Plan area Including Sub-Area "A" |s described in this text
In Chapter IV, Sectlion H, ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING.

SIGNIF ICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES:

For the purposes of this EIR, the plan alternatives Identifled In this document as Alternatives B and BB
shal | be referred to as the "proposed plan,"

The following significant environmental effects could result from adoption of the proposed Kings River
Plan,

I« Lloss of Agricultural Land: It is estimated that adoption of the proposed Kings River Plan wil |
encourage a |loss of 326 acres or more of productive or potentially productive agricultural land to

non-agricultural uses. Such land primarily will be converted to resldential developments in areas
designated by the Kings River Plan for such residential uses,

Mitigation Measures: The loss of agricultural land can be mitigated by adoption of an alternative
land use plan (such as Alternatives B or C) that would have a reduced non-agricultural acreage.

2, Confllicts Between Agricultural And Non-AgrlcuHural Uses: As new residential developments occur
adjacent to agricultural propertles, conflicts could arise between the two types of land uses, The
most common crops In the planning area are grapes and decliduous frult trees which require spraying
with pesticides, etc, Such spraying would be annoying and possibly hazardous to nearby resldents.
Farming noise and dust might also Irritate ad Jacent resldents, Farmers could be forced fo mod | fy

thelr farming practices on crops possibly established long before the rural-residences were
developed,
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3.

4,

5.

Mitigation Measure: This significant effect can be mitigated by adoption of an alternative Kings

River land use plan with a reduced area designated for reslidential uses, This effect could also be
mitigated by concentrating residentlial areas where they will be buffered from agricultural
activities by the river, by streets and/or by less productive agricultural land,

Potentlal Sepfic Tank Contamination of Water: Adoption of the proposed Kings River Plan may

Increase the potential for ground and surface water contamination by septic tank systems, a signifi-
cant environmental effect, The proposed plan could allow the fotal area reslidences to Increase an
estimated |53 percent (from 421 dwelling units as g_f 4/23/82 to 1,066 dwellings), Septic tank
effluent, therefore, would be significantly Increased. This added effluent would be discharged In
leach flelds on sandy solls that have a low water holding capacity over groundwater that was at an
average of 20 feet below the ground surface In 1970, Twenty feet is the minimum ground water depth
over which septic systems can operate safely, In addition effluent will be discharged by septic
tank leach lines In areas that are subject to sheet-flow flooding. Thus If the groundwater level
were to rise above 20 feet or if sheet-flow flooding were to occur, water could be contaminated by
the additional septic tank systems encouraged by the Kings River Plan,

Mitigation Measure: Potentlial water contamination can be mitigated by adoption of the following: a)

a land use plan alternative with a reduced area designated for rural-residential uses, b) a Kings
River Plan policy regulating the densities of residences based on the septic tank system capacities
of solls, and/or c) a Kings River Plan policy that requires new waste water disposal systems to

conform fo the standards of the Reglonal Water Quality Control Board and the Tulare County Health
Department.

Loss of Riparian Habitat: It Is anticipated that future developments adjacent to the Kings River

encouraged by the proposed plan will destroy or at least alter some of the river's rlparlan habltat,
Developments on the 85 acres owned by Tulare County at the Intersection of Road 28 and the al Ignment
of Avenue 393 (Sub-Area "A") could contribute to this situation, Such destruction or alternation
would be a significant environmental effect because of Its Impact on a type of habltat that Is
becoming Increasingly scarce In the southern San Joaquin Valley,

Mitigation Measures: This significant environmental effect can be mitigated by Implementing the

Designated Floodway designation of the Kings River Plan with the restrictive F-1 (Primary Flood
Plain) and F-2 (Secondary Flood Plain) Zones, Since the major portion of the riparian vegetation Is
within the designated floodway, such flood plain zoning could offer a significant amount of habitat

protection. Also adoption of the Kings River Area General Plan policies that call for the
protection of the planning area riparian vegetation, including Val ley oaks would help mitigate this
significant effect,

Flooding: Adoption of the proposed Kings River Plan could lead to the Increased exposure of people

and property to the hazards of flooding, a significant environmental effect. Such exposure to
flooding could result because the plan may encourage the encroachment of recreation uses Info the
State Reclamation Board's Kings River Designated Floodway. Also, the plan could encourage
disturbances of river banks by residential and recreation developments, leading to flooding. In
additlon this significant effect could result because the proposal will allow residential and
recreation uses In areas subject to sheet flow flooding during a one hundred year flood. A one
hundred year flood would be a flood expected to occur once in every one hundred years on the
average, although It could happen any year, Sheet flow depths could range from two feet near the
Kings River Designated Floodway to less than an Inch at the outer edges of the flood hazard area.
Flood water depths could be deeper If the flood were more severe than a one hundred year flood,
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6.

7.

Mitigation Measures: This effect can be mitigated by:

a) Adoption of a General Plan policy that states that Tulare County shal | regulate construction in
accordance with the requirements of the Federal Emergency Management Agency when bullding
actlivities take place In the Kings River Speclal Flood Hazard Area ldentifled on Flood Hazard
Boundary Map No. 065066 0009 A of the Natlonal Flood Insurance Program;

b) Adoption of a Kings River Plan alternative that proposes less Intensive residential development
along the Kings River;

c) Placement of the designated floodway In the restrictive F=I (Primary Flood Plain) and F-2
(Secondary Flood Plain) Zones, a part of the Kings River Plan's proposed zoning Implementation

strategy; and

d) Use of discretionary project conditions of approval and State Reclamation Board permits to
protect the river banks,

Dilutlon of Pollce Protection Services: Depending upon the plan alternative that Is adopted, the

Kings River Plan could contribute fo the cumulative effect of diluting county police protection
services, Such dilution when conslidered with that of other development projects county-wide could
be a significant environmental effect, As residential and recreation uses Increase under the
ausplces of the plan, It is anticipated that requests for police service will also Increase, but the
pollce force may not be correspondingly enlarged,

Mitigation Measures: This significant environmental effect can be mitigated by adoption of a plan

alternative that calls for less Intensive residential use of the Kings River area, This effect can
also be mitigated by adoption of a General Plan policy that dlscourages additional motor boats on
the Kings River by prohlbiting additional public motor boat launching sites. This could reduce the
need for addlitlional river patrol personnel., The dllution of police protectlion services can also be
mitigated by the development of a pollice protection speclal district In the Kings River area.

Dilution of Fire Protection Services: Depending upon the plan alternative that is adopted, the Kings

River Plan could contribute fto the cumulative effect of diluting fire protection services. Such
dilution when considered with that of other development projects county-wide could be a signlficant
environmental effect, As residential and recreation uses Increase under the ausplices of the Plan,
It Is anticipated that requests for fire protection services will also Increase, but colnclding
additions to fire protection personnel, equipment, and faclilitles may not occur,

Mitigation Measures: This potentially significant environmental effect can be mitigated by adoption

of a plan alternative that calls for less Intensive residential use of the Kings River area, Dilu-
tion of fire protection services can also be mitigated by adoption and Implementation of the Kings
River Clrculation Plan to help assure good fire equipment access., The provision of an adequate
water flow, use of non-flammable bullding materials and the Instal lation of fire alarms and smoke
detectors will also mitigate this effect, An additlonal mitigation measure would be the formation
of a fire protection special district in the Kings River area, This would help to finance expanded
fire protection services, minimlizing the dilution of such services.

Potentlal Disruption of Archaeclogical Sites: Land development projects encouraged by the Kings

River Plan could disrupt archaeclogical sites, a significant environmental effect., According to the
Callfornla Archaeclogical Inventory, Bakersfield College, major waterways such as the Kings River
are consldered to be of medium to high archaeological sensitivity. There Is one recorded archaeo-
loglcal site (Tul-18) within the Kings River Plan area and several others along the river outside
the project boundary. Consequently disruption of archaeclogical sites by land development projects
Could occur In the planning area, This particularly may be the case In relatively undisturbed areas
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G.

along the Kings River such as the 85 acres of land owned by Tulare County at the Intersection of
Road 28 and the alignment of Avenue 393 (Sub-Area "A"),

Mitigation Measures: The potential disruption of archaecloglical sites can be mitigated by the
adoption of General Plan polices: a) that require the notification of the Archaeclogical Site Survey
Offlce at Bakersfield College for Kings River projects In archaeclogically sensitive areas, and b)
that require discretionary project conditlons of approval to minimize the project Impacts on
archaeologlically sensitive sites,

9. Recreation vs, Resldential Confllicts: I|f the proposed plan |s adopted, confllicts could arise
between reslidentlal and recreatlonal uses., The Kings River attracts recreational activites, As
more residential developments are encouraged along the river by this plan, residents of these
developments could complain about recreation power boat nolise. In addition, automobile traffic to
and from recreational areas could travel through reslidential areas adding to neighborhood nolse and
trafflic hazards., Such disturbances to residents would be a significant environmental effect because
of the recurring nature of these problems In sensitive areas. Furthermore shooting activities at
the Kingburg Gun Club could disturb residents In Sub-Area "A",

Mitigation Measures: Confllcts between recreation and reslidential uses can be mitigated by the
adoption of a Kings River Plan pollcy that discourages the development of new public motor boat
launching sites In addition fo existing sites (at Riverland Resort, Royal Oak Park, and Lindy's
Landing). This might help to |imit power boat usage of the river. Another mitigation measure Is
the regulation by Tulare County of boating activities on the river pursuant to Part |V, Chapter 3,
Articles 7 and 8 of the Tulare County Ordinance Code, Part |V contalns regulations on rafting and
water skiing which prohiblts such activities when the water release from Pine Flat Dam exceeds 800
cublc feet per second. It also contains speed |imit regulations and violatlions, The problems
assoclated with recreation-oriented motor vehicle traffic In Kings River residential areas can be
mitigated by adoption of a Circulation Plan alternative that discourages direct access of such

vehicles to residential areas, Conflicts between activities at the Kingsburg Gun Club and Sub-Area
"A" residents can be eliminated by adoption of the "no project" alternative for Sub-Area "A",

ANY SIGNIF ICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED IF THE PROPOSAL IS IMPLEMENTED:

ls The loss of agricultural land can be reduced but not totally avoided.

2, There will be some unavolidable loss of riparian habitat along the Kings River, but proposed General
Plan policles will minimize the potentlal for this effect,

3. Dilution of fire and police protection to some extent Is unavoidable unless a special protection
district Is established for the Kings River area., |f supportable by local residents, it will help
fund additional facllities and personnel to provide the needed service. Home protection devices are
also encouraged such as smoke detectors, fire extinguishers, burglar alarms and other preventive
measures, Although probably not feasible at this time, additional personnel (fire and police) may
be needed fo provide the necessary services within the next twenty years as the population
Increases.

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION:

In addition fo the "no project" alternative there are two other alternatives fo the proposed Kings River
Plan (Alternative B) and the three alternatives to the proposed Sub-Area "A" Plan (Alternative BB),
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I+ Alternatives to the Proposed Kings River Plan (Alternative B):

a.

Ce

No Project. No project means the present Tulare County General Plan, which Is the Rural Valley
Lands Plan, would remain in effect In the Kings River area. If the no project alternative were
chosen, there might be less agricultural land converted to non-agricultural uses than under the
proposed plan, However, with the no project alternative there would be no designation of
flood-prone areas and no specific Kings River flooding policles., In addition there would be no
county policles adopted especially for the protection of the Kings River riparian habltat and
archaeologlcal resources,

Alternative A: Alternative A contains the Identical policles as Alternative B and C. Alterha=
tive B Is different fram the other plan cholces mainly because it allows for more residential
expansion., Alternative A allows for 605 acres of residential whille Alternative B al lows for
272 and Alternatalve C allows for |87 acres,

Alternative C: Alternative C is simllar to the no project proposal because Its land use desig-
nations recognize only existing land uses and lot sizes, It Is also similar to the proposed
plan (Alternative B) since It contains policies to reduce flooding hazards, to conserve the
Kings River rlparlian habitat, to protect archaeological resources, etc, Under Alternative C
approximately 187 acres would be designated for residentlal use. As with the proposed plan,
however, Alternative C would have policles |isting the criterla rural-residentlal developments
must meet, If agricultural lands are to be converted to rural reslidential uses.

The reduction of the proposed rural-residential acreages resulting from the adoption of the no
project, Alternative B or Alternative C cholces could help to mitigate the fol lowing signifi-
cant environmental effects Identified in Section E of this EIR: |) loss of agricultural land,

2) resldential /agricultural confllcts, 3) water contamination, 4) recreation/residential con-
flicts, 5) dilution of fire protection services, and 6) dilution of police protection services.
The extent of this mitigation measure Is difficult to estimate, however, since under each
alternative, Including "no project," there Is the possiblility of some rural-residential expans lon
in the "opportunity" areas besides those areas that are specifically designated for residential
use as long as rural-residential development meets the criteria set forth in the plan.

The following Is an acreage comparison of the land use deslignations of Alternatives A and C
with the proposed plan (Alternative B):

ACREAGE COMPARISONS OF PLAN ALTERNATIVES

DESIGNAT ION ALTERNATIVE A| ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C

i E (Proposed Plan)
Resldential 665 551 272 2317 87 125
Commercial Recreation 49 49 49
Kings River Golf Course 115 (A5 115
Public 25 15 25 15 =25 15
Nelghborhood Commercial qne qun Sl
Designated F loodway | 382 376 382 376 —382- 376
Agricultural G546 PR 5, 446449 5004FFF 5 760440 5,870%% 5 gowkk
JovaL |64t 6,556 6;64t—~ 6,556 | 6,641 6,556

¥ Fhe--acreage —of-Sub~Area- A" -outs Hie— the- destgnarted- floodway-+s -excuded—from
“these—comparisons - —Fhe -acreages —H sted--+r-thts ~tabte-are yenerat—as -are -the-
maps-of ~the—tand —use—pran—aHternmatives,

*¥% Maximum of 4 acres permitted,

*%¥¥Includes rights-of-way.
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The following Is an estimate of the additional population which could result from each of the
varlous alternative plans A, B, and C and the alternatives for Sub-Area "A",

ADDITIONAL POPULAT ION*

ALTERNATIVE A| ALTERNATIVE B ALTERNATIVE C

Existing Population 1,240 1,240 1,240
Additional Population 25400~ 1,900 220 820 840- 450
TOTAL 3540 3,140 2466 2,060 2,080 1,690

* Additlonal population Is based only on those areas designated specifically
for residentlal use. These estimates do not include potential population

which might occur from residential projects within the "opportunity" area,

the Kings River Golf Course, or Sub-Area "A", Estimates were based on a
household size of 3 persons per household.

ADDITIONAL POPULAT I ON¥*

ALTERNAT IVES
Additional Population AA BB CcC DD
Conventional Development 249 411 975 435
Planned Unit Development 348 552 852 582

* These population estimates are based on maximum development and a household
slze of 3 persons per household, Reallstically the estimated population
would be less due to physical constraints on the property |Iimiting the number
of homes that could be constructed.

2. Alternatives to the Proposed Plan (BB) for Sub-Area "A":

No Project: The no project alternative involves leaving the 85 acre Sub-Area "A" as is, although
appraximately 12 acres of Sub-Area "A" might be designated "Designated Floodway." This means the
property probably would be left vacant with the exception of some unused park facilities (a
fenced-In restroom, two plicnic arbors and a parking lot) on |0 acres in the northeast portion of
the property. Possibly some time In the future the park facilities would be reactivated and
expanded, but this would depend upon the acquisition by Tulare County of park malntenance and
expansion funds not avallable at this time or In the near future. No signlficant environmental
effects can be predicted fo result from the no project alternative since much of the site would
probably remaln vacant or used for grazing. Policles of the overall Kings River Plan adopted
would still be applicable to the property. By choosing the no project alternative, Tulare
County could retain Sub-Area "A" for development of a reglonal park. Such development might not
take place for many years until the demand and funds for a riverine regional park are avallable.
The long term advantages of avallable park property may outwelgh the short-term gains of selling
much of Sub-Area "A" to private developers.
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d.

The cholce of no project may also maintain a buffer between area residences and the Kingsburg
Gun Club shooting activities, Consequently, the potentlal for confllict between recreation and
residential uses would be reduced,

Alternative AA: Alternative AA Is shown on the map labeled, "Alternative AA, GPA 82-01", The
approximate acreages of the varlious designations shown on the map are as follows:

1) Ten acres deélgnafed "Public" for a public park to be located in a grove of Valley caks In
the southwest portion of the site away from the Kings River (a sometimes heavlily used
waterway for motor boating);

2)  Twenty-six acres, designated "Reslidential," are located on the generally higher portions
of the site.

3) Forty-three acres, designated "Private Recreation," are located on the general ly lower
more flood-prone western half of the site which might be used for private recreation uses
which will require a speclal use permlt; and

4) SlIx acres of "Deslgnated Floodway" dellineating that portion of the site within the State
Reclamation Board's Kings River Deslignated Floodway,

Alternative AA Is similar to the proposed plan (Alternative BB), However, under the proposed
plan, the county park would be moved from Its present location to the southwest corner of Sub-
Area "A", This Is advantageous because the present park site Is on higher ground which means
It Is a good location for residential uses., Residentlal usage, though Is not the only reason
for relocating the park,

Alternatives BB, CC and DD call for locating the park In the southwest portion of Sub=Area "A®
in a grove of oaks, This would be a more aesthetic and shady setting for the park than the
present park site adjacent to the river. It would also, however, be away from the Kings River
which at times Is heavily used by motor boats, a potential hazard to swimmers.

Alternative CC: Alternative CC is shown on the map labeled "Alternative CC, GPA 82-0I", The

approximate acreages of the varlous deslignations shown are as follows:

1) Sixty-five acres for residential use (at a maximum density of up to four dwelling units
per acre),

2) Fourteen acres for a public park In a grove of Valley oaks In the southwest portlien of the
site away from the Kings River (a sometimes heavily used waterway for motor boating); and

3) Six acres of "Designated Floodway" delineating the portion of the site within the State
Reclamation Board's Kings River Designated Floodway,

Of all the alternative land use plans for Sub-Area "A", Alternative CC of fers the least
protection from flooding to people and property, Development of the site under this
alternative would be expensive because It Is llkely that extensive grading and filling would be
necessary for rural residential development at a maximum density of four units per acre.

Alternative DD: Alternative DD Is shown on the map labeled "Alternative DD, GPA 82-01", The

approximate acreages of the various designations shown on the map are as follows:
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1) Thirty-five acres for residential use (at a maximum density of four dwelling units per
acre) ;

2) Thirty acres for rural-residential use (one dwelling unit per 2-1/2 acres meximum) In the

lower lying western portion of Sub-Area "A" where there are fewer desirable bullldng sites
than on other portions of the property;

3) Fourteen acres for a public park In an oak grove In the southwest portion of the site away
from the Kings River (a sometimes heavlly used waterway for motor boating); and

4) Six acres of "Designated Floodway" delineating the portion of the site within the State
Reclamation Board's Kings River Deslgnated Floodway.

Alternative DD recognizes the building site constralints (Irregular topography and low-1ylng
terraln) of the western portion of Sub-Area "A" with a low Intensity rural-residential designa-
tlon, |If residences In this area have a low density, there will be fewer residential uses

exposed to flooding than under Alternative CC, There also will be a reduced need for extensive
grading and filling on the land,

The following table compares land use designation acreages of the proposed plan (BB) with the
acreages of Alternatives AA, CC, and DD:

ACREAGE COMPARISONS (OF SUB~AREA A¥

ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE | ALTERNATIVE | ALTERNATIVE

DES IGNAT ION AA  (ACRES) | BB (ACRES) CC (ACRES) DD (ACRES)
Residential (4 Unlits/Ac, Max.) 26 43 65 35
Rural -Res Ident lal
(1 Unit/2-1/2 Acs, Max,) 0 0 0 30
Private Recreation 43 25 0 0
Public 10 11 14 14
Deslignated Floodway 6 6 6 6

Total 85 85 85 85

*These land use designation acreages are general as are the maps of land use plan alternatives,
None of the circulation proposals of the plan alternatives, including the proposed project,

Include provisions for direct access between residential areas and non-residential Sub-Area "A"
land uses,
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SUB-AREA "A"
ALTERNATIVE AA

Residential-Four Dwelling
Units Per Acre Maximum

o BE s

R )

el

rD,28

0 400

A Bof L1 19

scale teat

-124-




e
o -
= < "
H -
="
QL >
2g 2
—
> 1] facd o
- o &) = -
S A O s
o L O o
@ ®w o =1
oo 0 -
I u = L
— < (3]
=, & %
2 Q -~
— o Q o
@D a = o
- wn o o -
A » g —
U e ol wvi =l
QL C M @ =
(= < ] By o o o
: <
| 3
2 -
¢ oK, L2
b, =
-
]
2]
87 '@ =
]

KINGS RIVER PLAN GPA 82-01

SUB-AREA "A"
ALTERNATIVE BB
(PROPOSED PLAN)




KINGS RIVER PLAN GPA 82-01
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THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SHORT-TERM USES OF MAN'S ENVIRONMENT AND THE MAINTENANCE OF LONG-TERM
PRODUCTIVITY:

The two adverse environmental effects that could result from this project that are both cumulative and
long-term and that narrow the range of beneficlal uses of the environment are: 1) loss of agricultural
land and 2) loss of riparlan habltat,

Because the proposed plan (Alternative B) could cause a greater loss of agricultural land than &l ther
Alternative A or the no project alternative, consideration of these alternative plans may be Justified.

Any of the alternative plans (including the proposed plan) Is better than no project alternative for the
protection of the Kings River riparian habitat, Each alternative and the proposed plan contain pollicies

specl fical ly for the protection of this habltat, There would be no such pollicies with the no project
alternative,

ANY SIGNIFICANT IRREVERS IBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES WHICH WOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE PROPOSED ACTION SHOULD

IT BE IMPLEMENTED:

l. Uses of Non-Renewable Resources: The two non-renewable resources that would be used as a result of
this plan are the Kings River area agricultural solls and rlparian habltat ,

2, Primary and Secondary Impacts That Commit Future Generations To Certaln Land Uses: The proposed
land use and clrculation plans will be the blueprints for land uses In the Kings River area during
the next twenty years. Beyond this time area land uses may be an extension of existing develop~
ments., Thus land uses and clrculation patterns established because of this plan may Influence the
conf iguration of Kings River land developments for many years to come. The Kings River Plan may

commit future generations to certain patterns of land use In the plan area beyond the 20 year |ife
of the plan,

3. Evaluation of Irretrievable Commltments of Resources:

Over the years, the proposed plan will discourage haphazard developments In the planning area. Such

developments have been occurring In the absence of a comprehensive land use plan and must be
regulated to provide for efficlent use of area resources. In the long run the plan will help

preserve the better agricultural lands and the riparian habltat of the Kings River area and protect
people and property from flooding,

THE GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACT OF THE PROPOSED ACTION:

Adoption of the proposed plan will encourage population growth In the Kings River area because approxi-
mately 272 acres will be made avallable for residentlal developments. Such growth could tax police and
tire protection services In the area, For a discussion of these and other significant environmental
effects that could result from this plan's encouragement of population growth, please refer to Sectlion E
of this EIR,

EFFECTS NOT FOUND TO BE SIGNIF ICANT:

The only effects not found fo be significant is Increased fossil fuel consumption,

ENERGY CONS IDERAT |ON:

Electricity Is the principal source of energy for the Kings River area, Methods of energy conservation

could Include:
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a) |Insulating walls and cellings of structures above the minimum standard of the New Residentlial
Bullding Standard Energy Conservation Manual, Climatic Zone I3.

b) Installing solar systems for hot water and interior heating needs.

c) Observing heating and coollng conservation practices,

d) Requiring passive solar design on future residential development,

M.  WATER QUALITY ASPECT:

Adoption of the proposed General Plan amendment should not result In the addition of cohntaminants to
surface or underground water., Mitigation measures are proposed In Section E, 3 of this EIR that will be

used to prevent such water contamination,

N.  FINAL STATEMENT:

Further statements from public and private agencies that have been or wil| be notified are to be

attached upon completion of this project,

These statements, verbatim, will reflect the opinion of

persons and agencies consulted In reference to this document. Responses to the significant environ=
mental points ralsed In the review and consultation process will be addressed In the form of an attach-

ment to the final environmental Impact report.

O. PERSONS AND AGENCIES CONSULTED:

Tulare County General Services

Tulare County Sheriff's Department
Tulare County Fire Warden

Tulare County Public Works Department
Tulare County Health Department

Tulare County Flood Control Dist,
Tulare County Alr Pollution Control Dist,
Southern Pacliflc Transportation Company
Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Pacific Telephone Company

CALTRANS

State Dept. of Boating and Waterways
Reglonal Water Quallty Control Board
State Health Department

State Reclamation Board

California Highway Patrol

State Department of Fish and Game
Callf. Archaeclogical Site Survey
Excelslor Resource Conservation Dist,

Respectfully submitted,

TULARE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Eugene E. Smith, Planning Director

acé FMC

Jack Ferguson, Planner ||
Valley Planning Divislon

bl

Fresno County Planning Department

Kings County Planning Department

City of Reedley Planning Department

City of Kingsburg Planning Department
Kingsburg Joint Union High School Dist.
Kingsburg Joint Union Elementary School Dist,
Clay Jolint Elementary School District
Kings Canyon Unifled School District
Kings River Unlon Elementary School Dist.
UsS. Army Corps of Englneers

Kings River Conservation District

Alta Irrigation District

Consolldated Irrigation District

Tulare County Audubon Soclety

Kings River Water Assoclation

Kings River Gun Club

Kings River Golf Course and Country Club
Delta Vector Control District

State Clearinghouse

APPROVED
EUGENE E, SMITH
ENV IROI TAL ASSESSMENT OFF ICER

BY f?/(_/t f i~ @/‘M’ﬁ/{
DATE ("77’ SO~ 4L
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L B AUGUSTSON
PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR

NOUGLAS C. WILSON
AHSISTANT PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
HOADS & BRIDGES

GEORGE R MILLER
A5SI5TANT PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
PUBLIC SERVICES

March 3, 1982

Planning Department
Room 107, Courthouse
Visalia, California 93277

Attention: Jack Ferguson
Reference: GPA 82-01
Gentlemen:

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

TULARE COUNTY
Room 10, Counry Civic CENTER
VISALIA, CALIFORNIA 93277

We have no comment on this proposal.

TeELEPHONE (200) 733.6291

OPERATING DEPARTMENTS
ROADS A BRIDGES
SUHVEYOR
REF USF DISPOSAL
FLOOD CONTROL

X The following is submitted for your consideration.

FIA Maps indicate that the subject property is within a special

flood hazard area.

JLC:ns

Yours very truly,

L. B. AUGUSTSON

Public Works Director

b AL Gt}

ack L. Carlsen
Flood Control Engineer

=130~




STATE OF CALIFORNIA EDMUND G. BROWN IJR., Governor

CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
CENTRAL VALLEY REGION

SAN JOAQUIN WATERSHED BRANCH OFFICE:
3374 EAST SHIELDS AVENUE, ROOM 18
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 93726

PHONE: (209) 445-5116

1 March 1981

Mr. Eugene E. Smith

Planning Director

Tulare County Planning Department
County Civic Center

Visalia, CA 93277

NOTICE OF INTENT TO PREPARE A DRAFT EIR FOR KINGS RIVER AREA LAND USE AND
CIRCULATION PLAN, TULARE COUNTY, GPA 81-01

We have received the subject notice requesting comments as to the effects
the proposed General Plan Amendment would have upon the concerns of our
office.

Our concerns relate to the potential effects of a project on the quantity or
quality of the State's waters. Specific areas include potential impacts on
existing or future sewerage systems, water supply, solid waste generation and
disposal, and drainage control plans. Mitigation measures,which will eliminate
or minimize adverse water quality impacts related to these matters, should
therefore be discussed in the EIR.

In the outline of the proposed General Plan Amendment, the "potential for
septic system contamination of ground and surface waters" is listed as a
probable environmental effect. This potential should be thoroughly inves-
tigated and discussed in the EIR.

We appreciate being given the opportunity to provide comments on the subject
environmental impact report. If you have any questions, please contact
Nora Kataoka at this office.

F. SCOTT NEVINS
Senior Engineer
NHK : hmm

cc: State Department of Health Services
Tulare County Health Department
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY L 7 EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES @
2151 BERKELEY WAY

BERKELEY, CA 94704

415/540-2665

March 5, 1982

Mr. Jack Ferguson

TULARE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Courthouse, Room 111

County Civic Center

Visalia, California 93277

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation for Kings River Area
Land Use and Circulation Plan - GPA 82-01

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

With respect to your Notice of EIR Preparation, I am enclosing two
documents prepared by the Office of Noise Control, entitled "Guidelines
for the Preparation and Content of Noise Elements of the General Plan"
and "Suggested Contents of an Environmental Noise Study Report ...%
which provides some general guidelines as to what this office considers
important in Environmental Impact Reports.

Your EIR should show that land use and circulation plan changes
are consistent with the Noise Element of the General Plan.

If you have any questions, please contact Dr. Jerome S. Lukas,
Office of Noise Control, 2151 Berkeley Way, Rm 516, Berkeley, CA 94704,
415/540-2665.

(:5‘%E‘E%FJLF\J~jEJ

A. E. Lowe, Chief
OFFICE OF NOISE CONTROL

Enclosures
cc: Environmental Health Division

State Clearinghouse
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
THE RECLAMATION BOARD

1416 - 9th Street, Room 335:18
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 445.9454

MAR 21982

Mr. Eugene E. Smith, Planning Director
Tulare County Planning Department
Rooms 107-111, County Civic Center
Visalia, CA 93277

Attentlon: Mr. Jack Ferguson, Project Planner
Dear Mr. Smith:

The staff for The Reclamation Board has reviewed the Notice of
Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Kings River Area Land Use and Circulation Plan (GPA 82-01) and

I am pleased to note that The Reclamation Board's designated
floodway on the Tule River has been considered during the planning
phase of thls proposal and 1s clearly shown on the accompanying map.

In general, the Board 1s concerned with conditions that affect

the flood-carrying capacity of designated floodways, such as in-
creased runoff from new developments, encroachments within the
floodway areas and changes in riparian vegetatlion. To the extent
that any of these conditions may be a consequence of the imple-
mentation of the Kings River Plan, they should be addressed in the
Draft EIR.

The staff for The Reclamation Board will be available for consul-
tations during the planning of future, specific projects adjacent
to the floodway. I have enclosed for your information and use
copies of the Riparian Policy and Guide to Vegetation on Project
Levees adopted by the Board in 1981. The guide may be useful to
you in thinking about the use of vegetation as an aid in flood
management .

Thank you for the opportunity to review this Negative Declaration.

Sincerely,

e £ Nornnkios”

ELDON E. RINEHART cc: Ms. Terry Roberts

General Manager State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street

Enclosures Sacramento, CA 95814




THE RECLAMATION BOARD
RIPARIAN VEGETATION MANAGEMENT POLICY*

A. Intent and Objective. It is the intent of The Reclamation Board to protect floodways of the
Central Valley from damage caused by inappropriate changes in riparian vegetation within the
floodways. The objective of The Reclamation Board is to reduce the likelihood of changes in
channel location or changes in the direction or velocity of flows.

B. Background. The Board has statutory responsibility for preservation of all floodways in the
Central Valley. In carrying out this responsibility, the Board controls encroachments within
project floodways and designated floodways. The Board's jurisdictional limits in project
floodways are defined by federally constructed levees or overflow areas otherwise delineated
as part of congressionally authorized flood control projects. Designated floodways generally
are found outside of project floodways and are formally adopted plans of flood control which
delimit the Board's floodway jurisdictional area.

Until about twenty years ago, the Board's principal concern with vegetation in floodways was
that the riparian forests restricted the flood-carmrying capacity of channels in the Central
Valley and required periodic clearing. During the last twenty years, many factors have caused
landowners to convert riparian forests to agricultural and other uses. There have been a
number of instances where the removal of vegetation has caused a change in the flood-carrying
characteristics of a stream channel--esulting in increased erosion and ‘or sedimentation and
threatening to change the location of the stream channel itself, Removal of riparian vegetation
is a form of encroachment that can adversely change a floodway. In other cases, retention of
riparian vegetation can adversely influence a floodway. Because of its statutory responsibility
to preserve floodways in the Central Valley, The Reclamation Board must control the removal
of riparian vegetation,

C. Policy. It is the policy of the Board that removal of riparian vegetation in project floodways
and designated floodways shall require a permit from the Board before any work starts. Permits
will not be required for the removal of vegetation that is done by authorized agencies for the
purpose of maintaining the flood-carrying capacity or characteristics of stream channels--
provided the work conforms to flood control regulations administered by the Board. The Board
has idenrified areas where riparian vegetation is a significant factor in preserving the inte-
grity of floodways, and may identify similar areas in the future. Those areas shall henceforth
be known as “‘areas of special concern’’. The Board will work with each owner within such
areas to develop a plan for the management of riparian vegetation within the area. Depending
on how the riparian vegetation affects the floodway, such plans may involve retention, removal,
or other appropriate treatment. Work done in accordance with the plan will not require permits.
In other than areas of special concern, the landowners also may enter into riparian vegetation
management plans and eliminate the permit requirement, In granting permits and approving
plans involving removal of riparian vegetation, the Board will give favorable consideration to
those proposals which have no significant effect on flood control characteristics of the flood-
way subject to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

In carrying out this policy, the staff of The Reclamation Board will be guided by a document
entitled, “‘Implementation of The Reclamation Board's Riparian Vegetation Management
Policy'*. That document, including possible future amendments, shall be parr of this policy.

*Adopted by The Reclamation Board on February 20, 1981 and amended March 20, 1981.
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TRUSTEES : CHARLES HERTZLER

Business Manager
Raymond A. Ewy, President

Lyle C. Young, Clerk

so Foar Kiugs Cauyou Unijied School Distnict 5o,

Ray L. Phariss, Jr. Personnel & Curriculum

; :.L. l::h:lm Fresno and Tulare Counties
rank R. Pritz
P.O. Box 552 Reedley, California 93654 DAREL . SORENSEN. E4.D.
ministrative Assistan’
ROGER D. FREET Telephone (209) 638-6976 Educational Services

District Superintendent

April 8, 1982
JOHN J. ROGALSKY
Assistan! Superintendent

Tulare County Planning Commission

Mr. Eugene E. Smith, Planning Director
Rooms 107-111, County Civic Center
Visalia, CA 93277

Dear Mr. Smith:

This correspondence is related to the proposed land use and circulation
plan (GPA 82-01) for the Tulare County Kings River area.

1. The names of our district's schools that would be affected by
residential developments in the plan area shown on the attached map.
Answer: Washington Elementary School, grades Kindergarten thru six;
General Grant Junior High, grades seven and eight:; Reedley High School,
grades nine thru twelve.

The average daily attendance of the affected schools.
Answer: Washington Elementary 398 ADA; General Grant Junior High
350 ADA: Reedley High School 1500-5 ADA.

3. The student capacity of the affected schools.
Answer: Washington Elementary 350 ADA; General Grant 480 ADA; Reedley
High School 1800 ADA.

4. Plans for expansion of the schools that serve the Kings River Plan area.
Answer: There are no immediate plans for expansion at the schools listed.

5. Plans for the addition of schools to serve the Kings River Plan area
shown on the attached map.

Answer: There are no plans for additions at the schools to serve the
Kings River Plan, even though Washington Elementary is now operating
beyond its capacity.

6. The average number of elementary and high school students per household
in our school district.

Answer: The average number of elementary and high school students per
household is .73333.

If you desire further information, we will be happy to provide the data.
Sincerely,

/’fﬁ 7 it 2 (“/’7;’4’5/

\ﬁbger D. Freet
RDF: ey =135 District Superintendent
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
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KINGS RIVER UNION ELEMENTARY SCHOO._ DISTRICI

1961 Avenue 400

Kingsburg, California 936131
March 12, 1982

Jack Ferguson, Project Director
Tulare County Planning Department
Rooms 107-111, County Civiec Center
Visalia, CA 93277

Dear Mr. Ferguson,

The Kings River School District presents the following information in response
to your letter of February 19, 1982 relating to a proposed EIR report on the Kings
River Area Land Use and Circulation Plan - GPA 82-01.

The Kings River School District Governing Board has taken a position that some
additional residential development on the east side of Kings River, within the
study area, would have a positive effect upon Kings River School District as we
have had a decline from a high enrollment of 530 in 1970 to approximately 370 in
1982. (The Kingsburg High School which serves this area has also experienced a
significant drop in enrollment during this same period.)

The Kings River Governing Board has taken the position that additional resi-
dences could act to provide security against theft and vandalism that often occur
in sparsely settled rural areas. For example: the Kings River Home Owners
Association is an active organization made up of approximately 50 home owners
living adjacent to or in close proximity to the Kings River Golf and Country
Club. This group is now working to form a neighborhood crime watch. It has coop-
eratively installed some security night lighting and other security devices that
could act to lessen the incidence of burglary and vandalism.

The Tulare County Kings River Fire Station is located within the Kings River
study area. Additional residences within this area will increase the need for
and the likelihood that this facility will remain in this neighborhood.

Some of the land to the west and north of Kings River School is not prime
agricultural land. The Kings River School Board has taken a position that some
planned residential development could act to improve, beautify, and put to useful
purpose this land which has not proven to be very profitable for farming.

The territory on and fronting the Kings River Golf Course has been very
desirable for residential purposes. The quality of the development that has
taken place surrounding that facility would appear to support the position of

the Kings River Governing Board, favoring some residential development in this
area.

The following information is provided in response to your follow-up letter
of March 5, 1982:

1. The Kings River School is the only school in the district, so it is the
only school affected.
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The average daily attendance is approximately 355.

The highest enrollment ever at Kings River School was 530. That enroll-
ment was accomodated with the present facility. The school plant can
accomodate 500 students without overcrowding.

There is no projected need for expansion so nothing is planned. There are
15 acres in the school site, so there is room for expansion to house an
enrollment of 700.

Nothing is presently needed or planned for addition of schools.

There are an estimated 600 homes in the Kings River School District with

an average of .63 elementary school age children per home.

Respectfully submitted,

LS e
T. C. Moshier, Superintendent
Kings River Union School District
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Kings River Conservation District

48B4 E. Jensen Avenue o Fresno, California 93725
Telephone: (209) 237-5567

File: 300.181

March 8, 1982

Tulare County Planning Department
Rooms 107-111

County Civic Center

Visalia, California 93277

Attention: Mr. Jack Ferguson

Gentlemen :

The staff of the Kings River Conservation District has
reviewed Tulare County's proposal for amending its land use
and circulation plan for the Kings River area. While it ap-
pears from your study area map that residential use will not
encroach on the Kings River Designated Floodway, we feel
that the County's final amended plan should indicate that
residential development is excluded from, and that commercial
and recreational development is controlled within the limits
of the Kings River Designated Floodway, by the State Reclamation
Board's Encroachment Standards for designated floodways.

Sincerely yours,

££;5;2&~u-é7;/94;hﬂu4(
James L. Howard

Assistant Manager
Planning & Administration

JLH;tlg
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Delta Vector Control District

TULARE COUNTY

1737 Wes! Houston Avenue -:- Visalia, California 93291
Telephone (209) 732-8606

March 23, 1982

Mr. Jack Ferguson
Tulare County Planning Department
County Civic Center
Visalia, California 93291
Re: GPA 82-01
Dear Mr. Ferguson:

Several species of mosquitoes of public health importance are historically
associated with the area of the Kings River being considered for development.

The Delta Vector Control District has had to conduct surveillance and control
activities along this natural water course for many years. It is an important focus
for the encephalitis vector, a malaria vector and several pest mosquito species.

Any use of the properties along the river which would hinder our control efforts
by blocking access or creating new habitats should not be permitted.

Since the District cannot at this time and may be unable in the future to main-
tain its physical control program along the river, and bhecause of reductions in

both staff and equipment, any new habitats might pose a serious public health prob-
lem.

If reasonable measures to avoid the creation of mosquito breeding environments
are taken, however, the Delta district would have no objections to the proposal.

For your convenience, a map has been enclosed which shows areas in which we have
had a problem in recent years.

Sincerely,

Grotie

John C. Combs
Manager

JCC/eqg
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

DIVISION OF MINES AND GEOLOGY
DIVISION OF OIlL AND GAS

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
1416 Ninth Street

April 6, 1982

Mr. Jack Ferguson
Tulare County Planning Department
County Civic Center, Room 107-111
Visalia, CA 93277

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report for Kings River Area Land Use and
Circulation Plan GPA, Tulare County,

SCH No. 82022557

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

The Department of Conservation has reviewed the above
referenced Notice of Preparation. We request that in the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) Tulare County address both
the geologic and agricultural land use issues relevant to the
GPA project proposal.

The geologic section of the DEIR should include an assessment
of geolagic constraints (including active faulting) and the
potential for soil erosion, as well as identify any mineral
resource deposits in the project area. The Division of Mines
and Geology's Note 46 (attached) is a useful reference for
identifying probable areas of concern during preparation of the
DEIR.

We are also interested in the effects of the proposed GPA on
agricultural lands. As this Department administers the
California Land Conservation Act (Williamson Act) and is
mandated to monitor statewide agricultural land conversion, we
are concerned with projects displacing farmlands. The Kings
River project area is designated Agriculture or Rural
Residential in the current General Plan. Although not
specified in the Notice of Preparation, the property appears to
be of sufficient size that the loss of its agricultural
potential would be a significant impact. We therefore request
that the DEIR include the following information and impact
analysis:
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Mr. Jack Ferguson 2

o Types of crops grown and acreages, both current and
past, in the project area.

o Gross value of crops grown on the property.

o Percentage of the County total for each commodity grown
on the property.

o Adjacent agricultural areas and the project's worst-case
impacts on their continued or potential productivity.

o A list of soil types with acreages for each and Soil
Conservation Service classifications.

o A list of any grazing acreages on the property, with
capacities expressed in Animal Unit Months (AUM).

o A discussion of Tulare County agricultural land
preservation policies and efforts, and how this project
proposal relates to them.

o A discussion of possible actions to mitigate for the
loss of agricultural lands, including transfer of
development rights and/or trading of General Plan
designations.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Notice of
Preparation. If we can be of any further help to you, please
feel free to call at (916) 322-5873.

Sincerely,

C:iﬁdjﬁf.b’é}jjatdf‘b/

Esther Maser
Environmental Program Coordinator

Attachment
cc: OPR State Clearinghouse
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\ CALIFORNIA DIVISION OF CDMG 46
( +2l MINES AND GEOLOGY NOTE
2

1416 Ninth Street, Room 1341, Sacramento CA 95814 Phone: 916-445-0514

GUIDELINES FOR GEOLOGIC/SEISMIC CONSIDERATIONS
IN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS

The following guidelines were prepared by the Division of Mines and Geology with the cooperation of the
State Water Resources Control Board to assist those who prepare and review environmental impact reports.

These guidelines will expedite the environmental review process by identifying the potential geologic
problems and by providing a recognition of data needed for design analysis and mitigating measures. All
statements should be documented by reference to material (including specific page and chart numbers)
available to the public. Other statements should be considered as opinions and so stated.

1. CHECKLIST OF GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS

Could the project or a geologic Is this conclusion
GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS evenl cause environmental problems? documented In
attached reports?
PROBLEM ACTIVITY CAUSING PROBLEM NO | YES | ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS NO YES

Fault Movement
Liquafaction
Landshdes

Ditlerential Compaction/
Saismic Settlement

EARTHQUAKE
DAMAGE Ground Rupture

Ground Shaking

Tsunami

Seiches

Flooding

(Failure of Dams and Levees)

Loss ol Access

LOSS OF MINERAL Deposits Covered by Changed
RESOURCES Land:Use: Congitions

Zoning Hestrictions

Change n Groundwaler Level

WASTE DISPOSAL Oisposal ol Excavated Matenial
PROBLEMS

Percolation of wWaste Material

Landslides and Mudflows

SLOPE AND/OR FOUNDATION | Unstable Cut and Fill Siopes
INSTABILITY Caollapsible and Expansive 501l

Tranch-Wall Stability

Erosion ol Graded Areas
Altaration ot Runofl

EROSION, SEDIMENTATION,
FLOODING Unprotected Dranage Ways

Increased impervious Surfices

Fatraction of Groundwatler. Gas,
LAND SUBSIDENCE O Geolharmal Energy
Hydrocampacton Paal Oundation

Lava Flow

VOLCANIC HAZARDS

Ash F il
STATE OF CALIV CRNIA THE RESOURCES AGENCY DEPARTMENT OF CONLUI RVATION

For a list ab e 1o mops and reparts avaiiable fram the Califarnia Division of Mines and Tealagy, write to the Califormia Divisien of M nes and
Sonlagy, P U v O, tneramenta, CA 95512, ar visit gui Listniet olfices in SACRAMENTO, Room 118, 1416 Ninth Siresr, SAN FRANC! 1 D, Room
2022, Faerry tu 'I'I.J t'J ANGELES, Ruom 1065, 107 South Broadway,
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Il. CHECKLIST OF GEOLOGIC REPORT ELEMENTS

REPORT ELEMENTS

-
@
-
2
-]

A. General Elements Presant
1. Descnption and map of project
2. Descrption and map of sile
3 Descrnption and map ol pertinent oll-site areas.

B. Geologic Eloment (refer to checklist)
1. Are all the geologic problems mentioned?
2. Are all the geologic problems adequately described?

C. Mitigating Moasures
1. Are miligaling measures necessary?
2. Is sulficient geologic information provided for the
proper design of mitigating measures?
3. Will the failure of miigating measures cause an
irreversible environmental impact?

OO0 (00 [Ooo0
OO0 |00 |oo0o

D. Altemalives :
1. Are allernalives necessary to reduce or prevent the
irreversible environmental impact mentioned?
2. Is sufficient geologic information provided lor the
proper consideration of alternatives?
3. Are all the possible alternatives adequately described?

E. Implementation of the Project
1. Is the geologic report signed by a regislered geologist?*
2. Does the report provide the necessary regulations and
performance cnteria to implement the project?

o0 |0D00
0os | 000

*Required for interpretive geologic information.

Il. PUBLISHED REFERENCES (selected)

A. Calitornia Division of Mines and for determining the maximum California, 1965-1969 Bulletin of the
Geology Publications credible and the maximum probable Seismological Society of America, v
earthquakes. 1975 61. no 6
1 Altors, JT . et al 1973 Urban geology 7 Note No 44, Recommended guidelines 3. Cahfornia Department of Waler Resour-
master plan for Califorma Bulletin lor preparing . engineernng geologic ces, 1964, Crustal strain ana twlt
198 reports. 1975 movemenl investigation Bulletin No
Greenslelder, RW , 1974, Maximum 8 Note No 45 Recommended guidelines 116-2
credible rock acceleration trom lor prepaning mine reciamation plans 4 Coftman, JL and von Hake C A . ed
earthquakes in Cahfornia Map Sheet 1975 1973, Earlthquake history o' the
23 United States US Departimert of
3. Jennings, C W, 1973, Preliminary taull B. Other Publications Commerce, Publication a1.t
and geologic map Preliminary - R . ed., 1974, Uniten Slales
Report 13 1. Allen. CR, et al 1965 Relationship earthquakes. 1972 US Deparimend
4 Oakeshott, G B, 1974, San Fernango, belween seismicily and geologic ol Commerce
Califormia, earthquake of 9 February structure in the southern California 6. Hileman J A _ et al 1973, Seismicity of
1971 Bulleun 196 reqion Bulletin of the Seismological the southern Califormia region. 1
5 Note No 37. Guidelines lo Society ol America. v 55 no 4 January 1932 10 31 Decemper 1972
geologic-seismic reports, 1973 2 Bolt, BA and Miller, RD ., 1971, Calformia Instilute of Technology.
. 6 Note No 13 Racommended guidelines Seismicity of northern and central Contribution 2385

IV. PUBLIC AGENCIES WITH GEOLOGIC DATA

Data Neaded
Source Seismicity | Geology GJI“’.‘:::’ Soils

Lioranies and Geclogy and Engineering Departments of Califorma Universities X X X X
Caltormia Institute of Technology X

Cantarmia Division ol Mines and Geology (Sacramento. San Francisco. Los Angeles, CA) X |

California Depirtment af Water Resources (Sacramento CA) X X
Caliloreia Departmeat of Transportation (Distnct Otices) X
County Sl A Water Conservation Disincis x
County Enqinest g Depiatments of Building and Salety X X ’
County Hughw iy Deparimant X
County Flaur Cuntral Distnel “
US Geological Survey (Menlo Puk, CAj A

WS Corps of Ergimeers (Distrct Engineer) x

US Bure s ! e dprmgton (Regaos gl Ot ey X

UGS Sond Cenget, g ot Sanyog g Forest Setvice X
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G BROWN JR., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

Wr, Jack Ierpuson March 30, # 922
Talare County Planning Depa ~tmen'

Room 111

County Court Houze,

Visalia, Talifornia 93291

ean l!.’v;'"t{:'
In resvonse to our telephone conversation the other day, i

have listed the most common fish species found in the Kings
fiver in Tulare County., There may be other species preser:;
in lower numbers,

targemouth bass threadfin shad
bluegill goldfish

ereen sunfish golden shinner
redear sunfish smallmouth bass

white crappie

Llarck crappie

while catfish
channel catfisgh
‘rown bullheads
wacramento sucker
sjacramen to squawfish
carp

}'13 tch

If T can be of further assistance, please give me a call.

M

Stanl
Fisherifs Biologist
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California U@ﬁ@{fm@{tn@m Fresno Bakersfield College

Kern 1801 Panorama Drive

Arohamatagios! =3 @@ﬁ]ﬁ@[? ogs Bakersfield, CA 93305
inventory | Tt (805) 395-4391

RE:Kings River Area Land Use and Circulation Plan - GPA 82-01

An examination of our files and USGS Quad (s) Burris Park 7.5',Selma 7.5'
for the subject property reveals: Reedley 7.5' Tulare County

XX 1. recorded archaeological site(s) numbered: Tul-18 within
project boundary
none 2. previous archaeological investigations:

3. no recorded site(s) or investigations but archaeological
sensitivity for the presence of prehistoric cultural resources
exists  does not exist for the following reasons:

The following actions are recommended:

1. no further action unless archaeological resources are discovered
during tuture planning, development or construction

XX 2. whether or not an EIR is required, a field survey should be
conducted to determine if any archaeological reources are
present,

3. a qualified historian should be contacted to evaluate the
potential existence of significant historic sites, structures
or fteatures.

Additional comments: Major waterways are considered to be of medium
to high archaeological sensitivity. There is one recorded arch.
site within the project boundary and several others along the
river outside the project boundary. A survey for archaeological
resources should be conducted prior to development of this area.

Let us know if we may be ot further assistance.

l’f - ) N
Robert A. Schiffman By ,L{ (7 Y & ¢ Ay

il e
L

Coordinator Catherine Lewig 3/29/82
Agsistant Coordinator

Fee $ NC
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County of

Planning Department

R. Ann Siracusa, Director

February 24, 1982

Mr. Jack Ferguson, Project Planner
Tulare County Planning Department
County Civic Center, Room 107
Mooney Boulevard

Visalia, CA 93277

Dear Mr. Ferguson:
Subject: Notice of Intent - General Plan Amendment No. 82-01

I have reviewed the "Project Facts" for the Kings River Area Land Use
and Circulation Plan and submit the following observations:

1. There is no apparent conflict between this proposal and Fresno
County Tand use policies and plans.

2. Fresno County Board of Supervisors recently adopted a land use
plan for the Kings River area in Fresno County after a lengthy
and controversial hearing process. Copies of the adopted plan,
the Environmental Impact Report, and an addendum to the EIR are
enclosed,

If you have any questions regarding these comments or the attached
material, please call.

Sincerely,
!J{;nn (\ giskﬂJh;LQﬂ\/

Jim P. Bearden
Staff Analyst III

JPB:eh

Enclosures

-146~-

4499 East Kings Canyon Road/Fresno, California 93702/(209) 4533842
Equal Employment Opportunity — Affirmative Action —Handicap Employer




BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Lowell E Carlson, President
Thome s W. Hicks. Clerk
Danald ). Stalker, Membet

KINGSBURG JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL Ausners Vo, Marbir

ADMINISTRATION

1900 18TH AVENUE — PHONE 897-5156 Altonso Silva. District Superintendent
Don A. Wizansky, Principal
KINGSBU RG, CALIFORNIA 93631 Elmo Hays, Assistant Principal

Ned C Polenz, Director of Guidance
Joseph O'Donnell, Director of Student Activities

February 25, 1982

Mr. Jack Ferguson, Planning Director
TULARE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Room 107-111 County Civic Center
Visalia, CA 93277

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

Subject: Kings River Plan
Study Area GPA 82-01

The Kingsburg Joint Union High School District has reviewed
the project facts concerning the Kings River Plan. It is our
opinion that any additional student in our school district
would not create any hardship since we have had a declining
enrollment for the last seven years.

We don't feel that we can make any comments on other items
under #4 for the lack of more detailed information.

Thank you for keeping us informed.

Sincerely yours, é 2

Alfons lva
District Superintendent

AS: 1k
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BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Levwer IHE Carlson, Pres lem
Thome, WV Hues, Cler
ool § Stalker, Mer Ler

KINGSBURG JOINT UNION HIGH SCHOOL kbt g

ADMINISIRA |ON

1900 18TH AVENUE PHONE 397-5‘56 Altorsa Sdvo. Disitnict & perintenden:
Don A W itzansky, Pan ipal
KlNGSBURG, CALIFORNIA ¢ 3631 Eime Hays, Assistant Pr ncipal
Ned C Palenz. Directo of Guidance
loseph L) Donnell, D cror of Student Activities

March 12, 1982

Mr. Jack Ferguson, Planner II
Tulare County Planning Department
Rooms 107-111 County Civic Center
Visalia, CA 93277
Dear Mr. Ferguson:
Subject: Kings River Plan, Study Area, G.P.A. 82-0]

The following is the information requested per your letter
of March 5, 1982.

1. Name of District - Kingsburg Joint Union High School [ist.

2. A.D.A. - 752

3. Capacity of School - 1200 students

4. Plans for Expansion - None

5. Plans for addition of school - None

6. Average number of High School - 14
Students per household

Sincerely yours,
X
2z
- '}1;46/ 0
ATfonsit? Tva
Distri uperintendent

AS: 1k
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Clay Joint Elementary School District

12449 S. SMITH PHONE 897-2701
KINGSBURG, CALIFORNIA 93731

BOARD OF TRUSTEES GARY JOHNSON
Ronald Bergman Principal and
Douglas Lindgren March 12, 1982 Acting Superintendent

Darryl Magnuson

Tulare County Planning Dept.
Rooms 107-111 County Civic Center
Civic Center

Visalia, California 93277

Attention: Jack Ferguson

In your letter of March 5, you asked for the following

information:

1. Clay Joint Elementary
2. 80 A.D.A.
100 - Student capacity

w
B

4. None

Diie None

|
|
!
|

6. Not sure, guess would be 1.5 students per house-

hold.

Sincerely,

K%’./},?( -//(/‘z s, cf/dﬂ/

Secretary, Clay $chool
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APPENDIX A
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APPENDIX B

BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF TULARE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE MATTER OF GPA 82-01, )
THE KINGS RIVER PLAN, AN AMENDMENT ) RESOLUTION NO. 82-2030
TO THE TULARE COUNTY GENERAL FPLAN )

Upon the motion of Supervisor Swiney, seconded by Supervisor
Conway, the following resolution was made, passed and adopted:

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 5864, the Tulare County Planning
Commission recommended that the Tulare County Board of Supervisors approve
GPA 82-01, the Kings River Plan, an amendment to the Land Use, Circulation,
and Environmental Resources Management Elements and Rural Valley Lands Plan
of the Tulare County General Plan; and

WHEREAS, said matter was set for hearing and notice was duly
published; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing for GPA 82-01 was held on December 14,
1982, but no one present offered any public testimony.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, AS FOLLOWS:

1. This Board hereby certifies that it has reviewed and
considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact
Report for General Plan Amendment No. GPA 82-0l and finds said report to be
in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 and the
State Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act, prior to adopting the proposed amendment.

1. This Board hereby adopts all of the conclusions and findings
of fact set forth in Resolution No. 5864 of the Tulare County Planning
Commission, a copy of which is attached hereto and by reference incorporated
herein, as to the reasons for approving GPA 82-01,

3. This Board hereby finds that the proposed amendment to the
Land Use, Circulation and Environmental Resources Management Elements and
the Rural Valley Lands Plan of the Tulare County General Plan for the Kings
River area will not have a significant impact on the environment for the
reasons set forth in Resolution No. 5864 of the Tulare County Planning

Cocmission,
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AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that:

GPA 82-01, the Kings River Plan, an amendment to the Tulare County
General Plan, including all Kings River Plan goals and policies, is hereby
sdopted in the form of Alternatives B and GG as recommended by Resolution No.
5864 of the Tulare County Planning Commission.

The foregoing resolution was adopted at a regular meeting of the
Board of Supervisors held December 14, 1982, by the following vote:

Ayes: Supervisors Conway, Gould, Mangine, Muller and Swiney

Noes: None

Abstain: None

Absent: Naone

ATTEST:
Georgia Souza, Clerk
Board of Supervisors

W Oetta
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION

COUNTY OF TULARE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE MATTER OF GPA 82-01, THE KINGS )
RIVER PLAN, AN AMENDMENT TO THE ; RESOLUTION NO. 5864
TULARE COUNTY GENERAL PLAN

Resolution of the Planning Commission of the county of Tulare recommending
approval of the Kings River Plan, an amendment to the Land Use, Circulation, and
Environmental Resources Management Elements and Rural Valley Lands Plan of the Tulare County
General Plan,

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the county of Tulare initiated General Plan
Amendment Case No. GPA 82-01, the Kings River Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Tulare County Planning Commission has given notice of General Plan
Amendment GPA 82-01 as provided in Section 65351 of the Government Code of the State of
California; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on August 11, 1982 and continued to November
10, 1982, during which time, public testimony, both oral and documentary, was received; and

WHEREAS, during said public hearing, the Building and Planning Department staff of
the county of Tulare presented written reports regarding said General Plan amendment which
included analysis of the various Kings River Plan alternatives;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Planning Commission hereby adopts the
following findings regarding said General Plan amendment:

1. Adoption of the Kings River Plan will amend the Land Use, Circulation and
Environmental Resources Management Elements and the Rural Valley Lands Plan
of the Tulare County General Plan. The purpose of the Kings River Plan is to
provide a long term development guide that will minimize conflicts between
land development projects and the riverine/agricultural environment of the
Kings River area.

2. An environmental impact report (EIR) has been prepared for this General Plan
amendment which addresses the following significant environmental effects and
mitigation measures:

a. Potential loss of agricultural land -- will be mitigated by adoption of
Kings River Plan policies I-1, 2 and 3 and II-1, 2 and 3 which establish
a balance between the need for residential development and the need to
protect agricultural resources.

b. Potential agricultural/non-agricultural land use conflicts -- will be
mitigated by concentrating residential areas where they will be buffered
from agricultural activities by the Kings River, by streets and/or by
less productive agricultural land; and will be mitigated by adoption of
Kings River Plan policies i-1, 2 and 3 and II-1, 2 and 3 which limit the
amount of new residential land within Kings River Plan agricultural
areas.
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Resolution No. 5864
Planning Commission
Page 2

Potential water contamination by septic tank systems -- will be mitigated
by adoption of Kings River Plan policies V-1 and 2 which regulate
residential densities and by policy V-3 which requires new wastewater
disposal systems to meet state and Tulare County standards,

Potential loss of riparian habitat -- will be mitigated by adoption of
Kings River Plan policies IX-1, 2, 3 and 4 which protect valley oaks and
other riparian vegetation supportive of the Kings River riparian
habitat.

Potential flooding hazards -- will be mitigated by adoption of Kings
River Plan policies VI-1 and 3 which help to regulate land uses in the
Kings River Designated Floodway and by policy VI-2 which regulates land
uses in the National Flood Insurance Program's special flood hazard
areas.

Dilution of police protection services -- will be mitigated by adoption
of policies I-1, 2 and 3 and II-1 and 3 which limit the amount of Kings
River area residential and private recreation growth, by adoption of
Kings River Plan policies VIII-2 and 3 which discourage additional
motorboating on the Kings River and by adoption of Kings River Plan
policies IV-1, 2 and 3 which encourage adequate emergency access.

Dilution of fire protection services -- will be mitigated by adoption of
the Kings River Circulation Plan and circulation policies IV-1, 2 and 3
which encourage adequate emergency vehicle access; by adoption of policy
V-1 which helps to assure that county fire flow standards will be met in
the development of discretionary projects; by adoption of policies I-1, 2
and 3 and II-1 and 3 which 1imit further residential growth in the Kings
River area; and by requiring: fire and smoke alarms, sprinkler systems,
non-flammable building materials and/or adherence to the Uniform Building
Code's most stringent fire class ratings when deemed appropriate as
discretionary project conditions of approval.

Potential disruption of archaeological sites -- will be mitigated by
adoption of Kings River Plan policy XII-1 which requires notification of
the California Archaeological Site Survey regarding discretionary
projects in archaeologically sensitive areas and by adoption of policy
XII-2 which requires studies and/or protection of known archaeological
sites that could be disrupted by discretionary projects.

Potential conflicts between residential and recreational land uses --
will be mitigated by adoption of Kings River Plan policies VIII-2 and 3
which prohibit additional public motorboat launches on the Kings River,
by adoption of policies IV-3 and 4 which discourage recreational traffic
in residential areas and by adoption of policy VIII-1 which will help
discourage excessive motorboat ergine noise by promoting enforcement of
waterway speed limits.

Potential residential storm drainage impact on the flood carrying
capacity of the Kings River -- will be mitigated through the control of
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Resolution No. 5864
Planning Commission
Page 3

drainage facility encroachments into the Kings River Designated Floodway
by adoption of Kings River policy VI-3; and will be mitigated by
requiring subdivisions that drain storm runoff into the Kings River to be
developed with the necessary facilities (such as retention basins) to
prevent the overloading of the flood carrying capacity of the Kings
River.

A1l the significant environmental effects that could result from adoption of
the Kings River Plan, Tulare County General Plan Amendment GPA 82-01, will be
reduced to an insignificant level by the mitigation measures noted in the
above findings. Therefore, adoption of Tulare County General Plan Amendment
GPA 82-01 will not have a significant effect on the environment.

The environmental impact report prepared for the Kings River Plan identifies
four alternative plans for the Kings River area excluding Sub-Area "A". Said
alternatives are summarized as follows:

a. No Project

The present county General Plan remains in effect in the Kings River
planning area.

b. Alternative A

Of the four alternatives, Alternative A allows the most residential
development. Two growth areas centered around the Kings River Golf
Course and around the Kings River School would be tied together.

c. Alternative B

This alternative allows a moderate expansion of existing residential
development centered around two growth nodes: the Kings River Golf
Course and the Kings River School at the southwest corner of Avenue 400
and Road 40.

d. Alternative C

Except for the expanded residential area along Road 40 north of Avenue
400, this alternative essentially recognizes existing developments in the
Kings River area.

The environmental impact report prepared for the Kings River Plan identifies

nine alternative plans for the 85 acres of Tulare county-owned land centered

on the intersection of the alignments of Road 28 and Avenue 393 and referred

to ?s ?ub-Area “A" by the Kings River Plan. Said alternatives are summarized
as follows:

a. No Project

The present county General Plan remains in effect in Sub-Area A"
prohibiting proper recognition of the county park by the Land Use Element
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and by the Recreation Plan of the Environmental Resources Management
Element.

Alternative AA

The county park is maintained in the northeast portion of Sub-Area "A"
where developed park facilities are already situated. The park in this
location has Kings River frontage. Residential uses at a density of four
dwelling units per acre are proposed south of the park and private
recreation in the western half of the site. Areas along the Kings River
are shown as designated floodway.

Alternative BB

This is a plan for Sub-Area "A" in which the county park is relocated
away from the Kings River in an oak grove in the southwest portion of the
Sub-Area "A". Residential uses at a density of four dwelling units per
acre are proposed in the eastern half of the site which generally
contains the highest ground. Private recreation areas are suggested
north of the park in the western half of the site and areas along the
Kings River are shown as designated floodway. The following
specifications are applicable to Alternative BB:

Approximate Estimated Maximum
Gross Acreage Approximate Usable  Number of Dwelling
of the Residential Residential Units at a Density
Designation Acreage of 4 Dwelling Units/Acre
With Con- With Planned
44 acres 20 acres ventional Unit Develop-
Subdivision ment
64 80

Alternative CC

The county park is proposed for relocation to the same oak grove as
described for Alternative BB. The park likewise does not have any river
frontage. There is no private recreation and except for the park and the
designated floodway areas along the Kings River, the entire site is
proposed for residential development at four dwelling units per acre
maximum. This plan provides for more residential development than any of
the other Sub-Area "A" alternatives.

Alternative DD

The park location is the same as that proposed for Alternatives BB and
CC. The area along the Kings River is shown as designated floodway. The
remainder of the site is residential, but unlike Alternative CC, the
western and generally lower half of the property is proposed for low
density residential development at one dwelling unit per 2-1/2 acres.
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The eastern half is shown for residential use at the same four dwelling
units per acre density as Alternatives AA, BB and CC.

Alternative EE

This alternative is the same as Alternative AA except that the county
park is expanded to include a depressed area to the east of the existing
park improvements. As with Alternative AA, this alternative allows
already developed improvements to be retained within park boundaries. In
addition, the depressed area to the east of these improvements is made
useful as open space.

Alternative FF

This alternative divides Sub-Area "A" into four sections: Kings River
Designated Floodway along the Kings River, private recreation in the west
half of the property, residential-four dwelling units per acre in the
eastern, higher portion of the site, and public along the designated
floodway between the private recreation and residential areas.
Alternative FF retains important existing park improvements (the parking
area and the restrooms) within the park while locating the majority of
the park to the west of these improvements where there is a low area.

The low area is less usable for residences than portions of Sub-Area "A"
east of the improvements. However, since the lower area would be usable
as a park, this alternative gives further consideration to topography in
determining the best locations for residential and park uses. The one
disadvantage of this alternative is that the park's restrooms and parking
lot would be adjacent to a residential area.

Alternative GG

Alternative GG divides the site into the same four designations as
Alternative FF. Also, these designations are distributed in roughly the
same locations as Alternative FF except the public designation is
completely relocated to the west of presently existing park improvements
in a low river frontage area more suitable for a park than residences.
Existing park improvements on higher ground can be replaced by
residential uses. As with Alternative FF, this plan recognizes
topography as a factor in the location of park and residential uses.
However, unlike Alternative FF, the park restrooms and parking area would
be situated away from residential areas. The following specifications
are applicable to Alternative GG:

Estimated Maximum Number

Approximate Gross of Dwelling Units at a
Acreage of Residen- Approximate Usable Density of 4 Dwelling
tial Designation Residential Acreage Units/Acre
Conventional Planned Unit
35 acres 18 acres Subdivision Development
57 72
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i. Alternative HH

This plan’ is similar to Alternative EI except that the residential area
would be expanded northwestward to the Kings River. This would allow
some residential frontage on the river, the main purpose of this
alternative.

AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT based on the above findings, the Planning
ommission hereby makes the following conclusions:

1. That Alternative B of the Kings River Plan is the most suitable alternative
for the Kings River planning area (excluding Sub-Area "A") because:

a. Alternative B best achieves the purposes of the Kings River Plan while
allowing for limited expansion of residential uses in the planning area.

b. Alternative B most closely conforms to the goals and policies of Kings
River Plan by promoting a workable balance between agricultural and
non-agricultural uses in an environmentally sensitive area.

c. All significant environmental effects that could result from adoption of
Alternative B will be mitigated to the point of insignificance.

2. . That if the State and Federal Governments allow Tulare County to relocate
its public park away from Kings River frontage, Alternative BB is the most
appropriate alternative plan for the Sub-Area “A" portion of the Kings River
Plan for the following reasons:

a. Alternative BB allows establishment of the Tulare County public park in
the most appropriate park setting, a grove of valley oaks in a lower area
which is less suitable for residential use. The site is away from the
Kings River and its dangerous motorboat traffic.

b. Under Alternative BB, the location of the public designation does not
interfere with the location of residential areas on the higher, less
flood-prone portions of Sub-Area "A".

c. Alternative BB most closely conforms to the purpose, goals and policies
of the Kings River Plan by limiting potential conflicts between area land
uses and by minimizing potential land use conflicts within the Sub-Area
"A" environment.

d. All significant environmental effects that could result from adoption of
Alternative BB will be mitigated to the point of insignificance.

3. That if the State and Federal Governments do not allow Tulare County to
relocate its public park away from Kings River frontage, Alternative GG is
the most appropriate alternative plan for the Sub-Area "A" portion of the
Kings River Plan for the following reasons:

a. Alternative GG allows establishment of the Tulare County public park in a
lower portion of Sub-Area "A" where a park would be appropriate and hence
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the public designation will not interfere with the location of
residential uses on the higher, less flood-prone portions of this area.

b. Of the five Sub-Area "A" alternative plans that allow public park
frontage on the Kinas River, Alternative GG most closely conforms to the
purpose, goals and policies of the Kings River Plan by limiting potential
conflicts between area land uses and by recognizing the environmental
constraints of the Sub-Area "A" property.

¢c. A1l significant environmental effects that could result from adoption of
Alternative GG will be mitigated to the point of insignificance.

AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED as follows:

1. This Planning Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors of
the county of Tulare certify the adequacy of the environmental impact report prepared for
Tulare County General Plan Amendment GPA 82-01; and

2. This Planning Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors amend
the Tulare County General Plan by adopting the Kings River Plan, General Plan Amendment GPA
82-01, in the form of:

a. Alternative B, and

b. Alternative BB if Tulare County is allowed to relocate the public park in
Sub-Area "A" away from Kings River frontage or Alternative GG if said park
must have such river frontage.

The foregoing resolution of the Planning Commission of the county of Tulare was
adopted upon a motion of Commissioner Keeffe, seconded by Commissioner Shields, at a regular
meeting of the Planning Commission of the county of Tulare on the 10th day of November,
1982, by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Brogan, Chute, Jensen, Keeffe, Shields, Tracy
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Crain
TULARE COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
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