





from the public, federal, state, and local governmental agencies; and
potentially affected Indian tribes.

This ROD announces the Secretary’s Determination that a gaming
establishment at the Airpark Site would 1) be in the best interest of the Tribe
and its members, and, 2) would not be detrimental to the surrounding
community. See 25 U.S.C. § 2719 (b)(1)(A). A decision whether to accept the
40-acre Airpark Site in trust pursuant to the Indian Reorganization Act, 25
U.S.C. § 5108, and its implementing regulations at 25 C.F.R. Part 151 will be
made at a later date.

For Further Information Contact:

Mr. Chad A. Broussard

Environmental Protection Specialist, Division of Environmental, Cultural
Resources Management and Safety

Bureau of Indian Affairs

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2820

Sacramento, CA 95825
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Dated: May 17, 2019.
Tara Sweeney,
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2019-11382 Filed 5-30-19; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4337-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Indian Affairs

[192D0102DR/DS5A300000/
DR.5A311.1A000118]

Final Environmental Impact Statement
for the Tule River Tribe’s Proposed
Fee-to-Trust and Eagle Mountain
Casino Relocation Project, Tulare
County, California

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public
that the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA),
as lead agency, with the Tule River
Indian Tribe (Tribe), City of Porterville
(City), Tulare County (County),
California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans), and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) serving as
cooperating agencies, intends to file a
Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS) with the EPA in connection with
the Tribe’s application for transfer into
trust by the United States of
approximately 40 acres for gaming and
other purposes in the City of Porterville,
Tulare County, California.

DATES: The BIA will issue a Record of
Decision for the proposed action on or
after 30 days after the date the EPA
publishes its Notice of Availability in
the Federal Register. The BIA must
receive any comments on the FEIS
before that date.

ADDRESSES: You may mail or hand-
deliver written comments to Amy
Dutschke, Regional Director, Bureau of
Indian Affairs, Pacific Region, 2800
Cottage Way, Sacramento, CA 95825.
Please include your name, return
address, and the caption “FEIS
Comments, Tule River Tribe Casino
Relocation Project” on the first page of
your written comments. You may also
submit comments through email to
Chad Broussard, Environmental
Protection Specialist, Bureau of Indian
Affairs, at chad.broussard@bia.gov. If
emailing comments, please use “FEIS
Comments, Tule River Tribe Casino
Relocation Project” as the subject of
your email.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chad Broussard, Environmental
Protection Specialist, Bureau of Indian
Affairs, Pacific Regional Office, 2800

Cottage Way, Room W-2820,
Sacramento, California 95825;
telephone: (916) 978-6165; email:
chad.broussard@bia.gov. Information is
also available online at
www.tulerivereis.com.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Tribe
proposes to construct a casino resort on
the approximately 40-acre trust property
in Tulare County, California. The BIA
published a Notice of Intent (NOI) to
prepare an EIS in the Federal Register
on December 30, 2016 (81 FR 96477),
and in the Porterville Recorder, and held
a public scoping meeting on January 23,
2017, at the Veterans Memorial
Building, in Porterville, California. The
BIA published the Notice of Availability
(NOA) of the Draft EIS in the Federal
Register on September 21, 2018 (83 FR
47935), and held a public hearing on
October 15, 2018, at the Veterans
Memorial Building in Porterville,
California.

Background: The Tribe’s proposed
project consists of the following
components: (1) The Department’s
transfer of approximately 40 acres from
fee to trust status; (2) issuance of a
determination by the Secretary of the
Interior pursuant to Section 20 of the
Indian Gaming Regulatory Act, 25
U.S.C. 2719; and (3) the development of
the trust parcel and the off-site
improvement areas. The proposed
casino-hotel resort would include a
hotel, convention center, multipurpose
event space, several restaurant facilities,
parking facilities and water reclamation
infrastructure. The new facility would
replace the Tribe’s existing casino, and
the existing casino buildings would be
converted to Tribal government or
service uses.

The following alternatives are
considered in the FEIS: (1) Proposed
Project; (2) Proposed Project with On-
Site Water and Wastewater Systems; (3)
Reduced Intensity Hotel and Casino; (4)
Non-Gaming Hotel and Conference
Center; (5) Expansion of Existing Eagle
Mountain Casino; and (6) No Action
Alternative. The BIA identified
Alternative 1 as the Preferred
Alternative as discussed in the FEIS.

The information and analysis
contained in the FEIS, as well as its
evaluation and assessment of the
Preferred Alternative, will assist the
Department of the Interior (Department)
in its review of the issues presented in
the fee-to-trust application. The
Preferred Alternative does not reflect
the Department’s final decision because
the Department must further evaluate all
of the criteria listed in 25 CFR part 151
and 25 CFR part 292. The Department’s
consideration and analysis of the

applicable regulations may lead to a
final decision that selects an alternative
other than the Preferred Alternative,
including no action, or a variant of the
Preferred or another of the alternatives
analyzed in the FEIS.

Environmental issues addressed in
the FEIS include geology and soils,
water resources, air quality, biological
resources, cultural and paleontological
resources, socioeconomic conditions
(including environmental justice),
transportation and circulation, land use,
public services, noise, hazardous
materials, aesthetics, cumulative effects,
and indirect and growth inducing
effects.

Locations Where the FEIS is Available
for Review: The FEIS is available for
review during regular business hours at
the BIA Pacific Regional Office at the
address noted above in the ADDRESSES
section of this notice, and the Porterville
Public Library at 41 West Thurman
Avenue in Porterville, California. The
FEIS is also available online at
www.tulerivereis.com. To obtain a
compact disc copy of the FEIS, please
provide your name and address in
writing or by phone to Chad Broussard,
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific
Regional Office. Contact information is
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section of this notice.
Individual paper copies of the FEIS will
be provided upon payment of applicable
printing expenses by the requestor for
the number of copies requested.

Public Comment Availability:
Comments, including names and
addresses of respondents, will be
available for public review at the BIA
address shown in the ADDRESSES
section, during regular business hours, 8
a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except holidays. Before
including your address, telephone
number, email address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may
be made publicly available at any time.
While you can ask in your comment that
your personal identifying information
be withheld from public review, the BIA
cannot guarantee that this will occur.

Authority: This notice is published
pursuant to Sec. 1503.1 of the Council
of Environmental Quality Regulations
(40 CFR parts 1500 through 1508) and
Sec. 46.305 of the Department of the
Interior Regulations (43 CFR part 46),
implementing the procedural
requirements of the NEPA of 1969, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 4371, et seq.), and
is in the exercise of authority delegated
to the Assistant Secretary—Indian
Affairs by 209 DM 8.
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Dated: May 20, 2019.
John Tahsuda,
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary—Indian
Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2019-11383 Filed 5-30-19; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4337-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[LLOR930000.L16100000.DS0000.
LXSS072H0000.19X.HAG 19-0013]

Notice of Availability of the Draft
Southeastern Oregon Resource
Management Plan Amendment and
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for the Malheur Field Office, Vale
District, Oregon

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Availability.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (NEPA), as amended, and the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976 (FLPMA), as amended, the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has
prepared a Draft Southeastern Oregon
Resource Management Plan (RMP)
Amendment and Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the Malheur
Field Office of the Vale District and, by
this notice, is announcing the opening
of the comment period.

DATES: To ensure that comments will be
considered, the BLM must receive
written comments on the Draft
Southeastern Oregon RMP Amendment
and Draft EIS within 90 days following
the date the Environmental Protection
Agency publishes its notice of
availability of the Draft Southeastern
Oregon RMP Amendment and Draft EIS
in the Federal Register. The BLM will
announce future meetings or hearings
and any other public participation
activities at least 15 days in advance
through public notices, media releases,
and/or mailings.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
related to the Draft Southeastern Oregon
RMP Amendment and Draft EIS by any
of the following methods:

o Website: https://go.usa.gov/xnsQx.

e Email: BLM_OR VI, SEORMP@
blm.gov.

e Fax:541-473-6213.

e Mail: SEORMPA, c/o Vale District
BLM, 100 Oregon Street, Vale, OR
97918.

The Draft Southeastern Oregon RMP
Amendment and Draft EIS and
accompanying background documents
are available at the website: https://
go.usa.gov/xnsQx.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Renee Straub, Assistant Field Manager,
541-473-6289; 100 Oregon Street, Vale,
OR 97918; BLM_OR_VL_Mail@blm.gov.
Contact Ms. Straub to have your name
added to our mailing list. Persons who
use a telecommunications device for the
deaf (TDD) may call the Federal Relay
Service (FRS) at 1-800-877—8339 to
contact the above individual during
normal business hours. FRS is available
24 hours a day, seven days a week, to
leave a message or a question with the
above individual. You will receive a
reply during normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, 43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq., is
the statutory authority that provides the
primary direction to the BLM to
develop, maintain, amend, and revise
land use plans, which provide for the
use of public lands. Further, FLPMA
provides that the BLM shall manage the
public lands under the principles of
multiple use and sustained yield (Sec.
103, 43 U.S.C. 1702; Sec 202, 43 U.S.C.
1712; and Sec. 302, 43 U.S.C. 1732). The
southeastern Oregon planning area
covers approximately 4.6 million acres
of public lands in Malheur, Grant,
Harney, and Baker Counties in Oregon.
The area is characterized by a basin and
range topography, with remote canyons,
desert, and mountain systems. The Draft
Southeastern Oregon RMP Amendment
and Draft EIS includes a range of five
alternatives designed to address three
main issues raised in a 2010 settlement
agreement: Lands with wilderness
characteristics, off highway vehicle
(OHV) use, and livestock grazing.
Resource uses not addressed by the
alternatives in this focused amendment
will continue as defined under the 2002
Southeastern Oregon RMP, as amended
by the 2015 and 2019 Oregon Greater
Sage-Grouse Approved RMP
Amendments.

The following is an overview of the
five alternatives:

o The No Action Alternative
represents the continuation of existing
management under the 2002
Southeastern Oregon RMP and Record
of Decision (ROD) (as amended by the
2015 Oregon Greater Sage-Grouse RMP
Amendment) with the inclusion of
interim management stipulations
outlined in the 2010 settlement
agreement. These stipulations require
the protection of wilderness
characteristics in 76 public land units
where the BLM’s updated inventory
found wilderness characteristics to
exist.

e Alternative A is the BLM’s
preferred alternative and reflects the

continuation of existing management
under the 2002 Southeastern Oregon
RMP and ROD (as amended by the 2015
Oregon Greater Sage-Grouse RMP
Amendment) without the restrictions of
the 2010 settlement agreement. The
2002 Southeastern Oregon RMP and
ROD did not provide specific
management for, or protection of, lands
with wilderness characteristics. If this
alternative were selected, the 2002
Southeastern Oregon RMP and ROD
would not prioritize protection of lands
with wilderness characteristics outside
of existing wilderness study areas.
Processing voluntary grazing permit
relinquishment and implementation of
measures to address standards and
guidelines for rangeland health would
continue as under current management
and policy. Management of all other
resources would continue under the
2002 Southeastern Oregon RMP, as
amended. Existing allocations at the
land use planning level (such as visual
resource management classes, OHV
categories, and rights-of-way
authorizations) across the planning area
would not change. Under Alternative A,
the BLM would continue to provide for
a sustainable yield of forage for
livestock grazing while maintaining
resource values for long-term multiple
use, consistent with management
objectives, and would be unchanged
from current practices.

Alternatives B, C, and D would
establish new management protections
for units of public land (outside of
existing wilderness study areas) that
have been identified as having
wilderness characteristics. The specific
units identified for protection varies by
alternative.

¢ Alternative B reflects the highest
level of protection required by the 2010
settlement agreement. Alternative B
prioritizes protection of wilderness
characteristics in all 76 units
determined to possess wilderness
characteristics. The 76 wilderness
characteristics units and all wilderness
study areas would be managed as closed
to OHV use, and existing primitive
routes would be closed to motorized
travel. In addition, in all other units
where off-road vehicle use is currently
allowed (referred to as “open”), OHV
use would be limited to existing roads
and primitive routes. To address the
2010 settlement agreement in this
alternative, where existing livestock
grazing practices are found to be
significant causal factors for non-
attainment of standards and guidelines
for rangeland health, the BLM would
suspend grazing permits, either at the
allotment- or pasture-scale, for the
duration of the RMP in units identified


mailto:BLM_OR_VL_SEORMP@blm.gov
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In the Superior Court of the State of California
In and for the County of Tulare

State of California ]
' SS.

County of Tulare
Declarant says:

That at all times herein mentioned Declarant is
and was a resident of said County of Tulare, over
the age of twenty-one years; not a party to nor
interested in the within matter; that Declarant is
now and was at all times herein mentioned the
Principal Clerk of the Porterville Recorder, a daily
newspaper, which said newspaper was adjudged
a newspaper of general circulation on October
15, 1951, by Superior Court Order No. 42369 as
entered in Book 57 Page 384 of said Court, and
that said newspaper is printed and published
every day except Sunday published LEGAL
NOTICE in said newspaper, May 31, 2019 and
that such publication was made in the regular
issues of said paper (and not in any supplemental
edition or extra there of). | declare under penalty
of perjury that the forgoing is true and correct.
Executed May 31, 2019 at Porterville, California.

Declarant



PUBLIC NOTICE
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Indian Affairs

Final Environmental Impact Statement and Final Conformity Determination for the Tule
River Tribe's Proposed Fee-to-Trust and Eagle Mountain Casino Relocation Project, Tu-
lare County, California ;

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public that the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), as
lead agency, with the Tule River Indian Tribe (Tribe), City of Portervilie (City), Tulare
County (County), California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and the U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA) serving as cooperating agencies, intends to file a
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) with the EPA in connection with the
Tribe's application for transfer into trust by the United States of approximately 40 acres
for gaming and other purposes in the City of Porterville, Tulare County, California. This
document has been prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
and the anticipated requirements of the Tribal-State Co: pact with the State of Califor-
nia, which are expected to include preparation of a Tribal Environmental Impact Report
(TEIR) assessing the off-reservation environmental impacts of the Proposed Project. To
reduce paperwork and eliminate redundancy, the FEIS arid the Final TEIR have been
{prepared in coordination, resutting in a joint Final EIS/TEIR, hereinafter referred to as an
FEIS. This notice announces that the FEIS is now available. In addition, in accordance
with Section 176 of the Clean Air Act 42 USC 7506, and the USEPA general conformity
regulations 40 CFR Part 93, Subpart B, a Final Conformity Determination (FCD) has
been prepared for the proposed project. The FCD is contained within Appendix Q of the
FEIS.

DATES: The BIA will issue a Record of Decision for the proposed action on or after 30
days after the date the EPA publishes its Natice of Avallability in the Federal Register,
anticipated to occur on May 31, 2019. The BIA must receive any comments on the
FEIS before July 1, 2019,

ADDRESSES: You may mail or hand-deliver written comments to Amy Dutschke, Re-
gional Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific Region, 2800 Cottage Way, Sacra-
mento, CA 95825. Please include your name, return address, and the caption “FEIS
Comments, Tule River Tribe Casino Relocation Projact” on the first page of your written|
comments. You may also submit comments through emalil to Chad Broussard, Environ-
mental Protection Specialist, Bureau of Indian Affairs, at chad.broussard@bia.gov. If
emailing comments, please use “FEIS Comments, Tule River Tribe Casino Relocation
Project” as the subject of your email.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Chad Broussard, Environmental Protec-
tion Specialist, Bureau of indian Affairs, Pacific Regional Office, 2800 Cottage Way,
Room W-2820, Sacramento, California 95825; telephone: (916) 978-6185; e-mail:
chad.broussard @bia.gov. Information is also available online at www.tulerivereis.com.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Tribe proposes to construct a casino resort
on the approximately 40-acre trust property in Tulare County, California. The BIA pub-
lished a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS in the Federal Register on December
30, 2016 (81 FR 96477), and in the Porterville Recorder, and held a public scoping
meeting on January 23, 2017, at the Veterans Memorial Building, in Porterville, Califor-
nia. The BIA published the Notice of Availability (NOA) of the Draft EIS in the Federal
Register on September 21, 2018 (83 FR 47935), and held a public hearing on October,
15, 2018, at the: Veterans Memorial Building in Porterville, California.

BACKGROUND: The Tribe's proposed project consists of the following components:
1) the Department’s transfer of approximately 40 acres from fee to trust status; 2) issu-
ance of a determination by the Secretary of the Interior pursuant to Section 20 of the In-
dian Gaming Regulatory Act, 25 U.8.C. 2719; and 3) the development of the trust parcel
and the off-site improvement areas. The proposed casino-hotel resort would include a
hotel, convention center, multipurpose event space, several restaurant facllities, parking
fadilitie$ and'water reclamation infrastructure. The new facility would replace the Tribe’s
existing casino, and the existing casino buildings would be converted to Tribal govern-
ment or service uses.

The following alternatives are considered in the FEIS: (1) Proposed Project; (2)- Pro-
Iposed Project with On-Site Water and Wastewater Systems; (3) Reduced Intensity Ho-
tel and Casino; (4) Non-Gaming Hotel and'Conference Center; (5) Expansion of Existing
Eagle Mountain Casino; and (8) No Action Alternative. The BIA identified Atternative 1
as the Preferred Alternative as discussed in the FEIS.

The information and analysis contained in the FEIS, as well as iis evaluation and as-
s@ssment of the Prefarred-Alternative; will-assist the Departmerit of the Interior {Depart-
ment) in its review of the issues presented in the fee-to-trust application.: The Preferred
Alternative does not reflect the Department's final decision because the Department
must further evaluate all of the criteria listed in 25 CFR part 151 and 25:CFR part.292.
The Department’s consideration and analysis of the applicable regulations may lead to a
final decision that selects an alternative other than the Preferred Alternative, including
no action, or a variant of the Preferred or another of the alternatives analyzed in the
FEIS.




Environmental issues addressed in the FEIS include geology and soils, water resources,
air quality, biological resources, cultural and paleontological resources, socioeconomic|
conditions (including environmental justice), transportation and circulation, land use,
public services, noise, hazardous materials, aesthetics, cumulative-effects, and indirect
and growth inducing effects.
The Clean Air Act requires Federal agencies to ensure that their actions conform to ap-
plicable implementation pians for achieving and maintaining the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards for criteria air pollutants. The BIA has prepared a FCD for the pro-
posed action/project described above. The FCD is included in Appendix Q of the FEIS.
Locations Where the FEIS is Avallable for Review: The FEIS is available for review dur-
ing regular business hours at the BIA Pacific Reglonal Office at the address noted
above in the ADDRESSES section of this noticé, and the Porterville Public Library at 41
West Thurman Avenue in Porterville, California. The FEIS! Is also available online at
www.tulerivereis.com. To obtain a compact disc copy of the FEIS, please provide your
name and address in writing or by phone to Chad Broussard, Bureau of Indiah Affairs,
Pacific Regional Office. Contact information is listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMA-
TION CONTACT section of this ndtice. Individual paper copies of the FEIS will'be pro-
vided upon payment of applicable printing expenses by the requestor for the number of
copies requested.
PUBLIC COMMENT AVAILABILITY: Comments, including names and addresses of;
respondents, g
will be available for public review at the BIA address shown in the ADDRESSES section,
during regular business hours, 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday, except holi-
days. Before including your address, telephone number, e-mail address, or other per-
sonal identifying information in your comment, you should be aware that your entire
comment - including your personal identifying information - may be made publicly avail-
able at any time. While you can ask in your comment that your personal identifying in-
formation be withheld from public review, the BIA cannot guarantee that this will occur.
AUTHORITY: This notice is published pursuant'to Sec. 1503.1 of the’E Council of Envi-
ronmental Quality Regulations (40 CFR parts 1500 through 1508) and Sec. 46.305 of
the Department of the Interior Regulations (43 CFR part 46), implementing the proce-
|dural requirements of the NEPA of 1969, as amended (42'U.5.C. 4371, et s8q.), and Is in
the exercise of authority delegated to the Assistant Secretary — Indian Affairs by 209 DM
8. This notice s also published in accordance with 40 CFR 93.155, which provides re-
porting requirements for conformity determinations,

00073651
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Attachment Il - Comments & Responses to Comments on the FEIS

U.S. Department of the Interior
Bureau of Indian Affairs



ATTACHMENT 2

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES TO FINAL EIS
COMMENTS

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This attachment to the U.S. Department of Interior’s (DOI’s) Record of Decision (ROD) for the Tule
River Tribe (Tribe’s) Fee-to-Trust and Eagle Mountain Casino Relocation Project (Proposed Project)
contains supplemental responses to comments that were received during and after the 30-day review
period on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (Final EIS) following the publication of the Notice
of Availability (NOA) in the Federal Register on May 31, 2019 [78 Fed. Reg. 15040 (2013)]. A total of
10 letters were received during this review period and were considered by the DOI during the decision
making process for the Proposed Action. The commenters for these 10 letters are indexed in Table 1 and
copies of the comment letters are provided in Exhibit 1 of this document. Specific responses to each of
the 10 comment letters are provided in Section 2.0 of this Attachment.

TABLE 1
INDEX OF COMMENT LETTERS ON FINAL EIS
Egt’t‘;';"ﬁgt_ NAME AGENCY/ORGANIZATION
United States Environmental Protection
Al Connell Dunning Agency
A2 Deanne H. Peterson Tulare County Counsel
A3 Michael Navarro California Department of Transportation
11 Barry Caplan
12 Stuart Goings
I3 Delmer Smith
14 Jon Stricklin
15 William Larsen
16 Bob and Gail Nuckols
17 Ryan Ruckman
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2.0 RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON THE FINAL EIS

Each of the bracketed comments within the 10 comment letters contained in Exhibit 1 of this document
are responded to below. If a specific comment raises an issue that has previously been responded to
within the Final EIS, the appropriate section or response within the Final EIS is referenced. Additionally,
once an issue has been addressed in a response to a comment, subsequent responses to similar comments
reference the initial response.

COMMENT LETTER A1: CONNELL DUNNING, UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY, JUNE 20, 2019

Response to Comment A1-01

Comment noted. Commenter describes the Proposed Project and underscores the importance of the
proposed Water Reclamation Facility (WRF) discussed in the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 2.3.3.

COMMENT LETTER A2: DEANNE H. PETERSON, TULARE COUNTY COUNSEL, JUNE 28,
2019

Response to Comment A2-01

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment A5-1. Related to the increase in crime during the first two years of operation, the Final EIS,
Volume II, Section 4.7.1 actually states “In addition, Nichols and Tosun (2017) examined casinos and
crime rates across the United States from 1994 to 2012. They found that on average there was an increase
in crime in counties that opened tribal casinos for the first two years and after there was a decreased crime
rate from pre-casino levels. There was no long-term increase in crime resulting from casinos (Nichols
and Tosun, 2017).” Here, the Eagle Mountain Casino is already operating in the County, so the typical
increase in crime rates during the first two years of operation would not be expected.

Response to Comment A2-02

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment AS5-2.

Response to Comment A2-03

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment AS-3.

Response to Comment A2-04

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment A5-4.
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Response to Comment A2-05

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment AS-5.

Response to Comment A2-06

The comment regarding how the casino will minimize alcohol and other drug-related crisis calls for a
“5150 involuntary hold evaluation” has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section
3.1 Response to Comment A5-6.

Mitigation Measure 5.10.3 (I) states that the “Responsible Alcoholic Beverage Policy at the facility that
shall include, but not limited to, checking identification of patrons and refusing service to those who have
had enough to drink.”

Response to Comment A2-07

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment AS-8.

Response to Comment A2-08

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment AS-8.

Response to Comment A2-09

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment AS-11.

Response to Comment A2-10

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment A5-14.

Response to Comment A2-11

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment AS5-28.

Response to Comment A2-12

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment A5-29.
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Additionally, the 2017 Tribal-State Compact does not require a 75 percent reduction and it is unknown
whether the new Tribal-State Compact will require a 75 percent reduction.

Response to Comment A2-13

The commenter stated that the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 5, Mitigation Measure 5.7A did not include
reasonable compensation for County programs designed to address and treat gambling addiction as was
written in the Tribal-State Compact. As discussed in the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 4.7.1, effects
associated with an increase in problem gambling rates were determined to be less than significant given
that the relocation of the existing casino under Alternative A would not substantially increase the
availability of gaming venues to persons who are risk of problem gambling, and the current Tribal-State
Compact includes provisions that allow the State to use funds paid by the Tribe for programs designed to
address problem gambling. Because the environmental impact of increased rates of gambling addiction
caused by the Proposed Project was determined to be less than significant, mitigation is not required
under NEPA. However, the Tribe may negotiate reasonable compensation for programs designed to
address and treat gambling addiction with the County as may be required by Section 11.7A(3) of the
future Compact.

Response to Comment A2-14

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment A5-32. As noted therein, County and City road maintenance is funded primarily through the
accrual of excise tax on gasoline and bonds approved by State voters. Trucks and other vehicles driving
to and from the project site will contribute to County and City roadway maintenance funds when
purchasing gasoline within the City and the County, similar to other developments in the region. As
needed, the City and County will perform maintenance activities on roadways affected by trips to and
from the project site, as is typical for all roadways within the City and County. Impact fees paid by new
developments are typically identified for construction of new facilities or for operational enhancements,
such as the addition of travel lanes. Impact fees are not typically utilized for pavement maintenance (refer
to Appendix S of the Final EIS, Volume II). Operation of the Proposed Project would not generate a
large volume of truck traffic that would exceed the design standards of the roadways providing access the
project, and would not increase the rate of roadway deterioration beyond that of a typical commercial
project; thus, as with a typical commercial project, compensation for roadway maintenance would be
addressed through gasoline tax. Therefore, the need for ongoing roadway maintenance would not be
considered a significant impact that would warrant mitigation.

Response to Comment A2-15

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment A5-33. Also, refer to the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 4.8.1, page 4.8-16. Mitigation measure
5.8.2K of the Final EIS has been reworded within the ROD to eliminate the term “offer”. Refer to the
ROD, Section 6.7.2(F).
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Response to Comment A2-16

Refer to Response to Comment A2-14.

Response to Comment A2-17

This comment has been previously responded to in the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.1 Response to
Comment A5-35.

COMMENT LETTER A3: MICHAEL NAVARRO, CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION (CALTRANS), JuLY 1, 2019

Response to Comment A3-01

Comment noted. Cooperating agency comments on the administrative draft Final EIS were requested by
April 12,2019. The May 7, 2019 letter was received more than 3 weeks after this deadline. Responses to
the issues raised in the May 7, 2019 letter are provided in Response to Comments A3-04 through A3-
08.

Response to Comment A3-02

The intersection of SR-190/Westwood Street currently operates at an unacceptable LOS and is projected
to continue to operate at an unacceptable LOS in the future (without the Proposed Project).

As noted in the Traffic Impact Study, included as Appendix I of the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS, Volume
II, Section 4.8.2, the intersection SR-190/Westwood Street is the location of a programmed roundabout
identified in the 2017 Tulare County Council of Governments (TCAG) Federal Transportation
Improvement Program (FTIP). The Draft EIS Appendix I Table 37, indicates that the intersection was
identified within the 2017 TCAG FTP as being funded through Measure R; because the FTIP is a
mandated four year document, funding for the improvement was assumed to be programmed between
2016/17 and 2020/21. The programmed intersection improvement would address the existing operational
deficiencies of the intersection and subsequently accommodate additional traffic from the Proposed
Project. Despite the fact that a construction schedule for the intersection improvement has not been
finalized, the intersection improvement was programmed to address existing deficiencies, and a fair share
contribution from the Proposed Project would not be appropriate.

Response to Comment A3-03

Comment noted. In accordance with the anticipated requirements of the Compact Section 11.7(c), and in
order to facilitate fair share payments to address project related traffic impacts on the state highway
system, as identified within the Final EIS, Volume II, the Tribe and Caltrans may negotiate an
intergovernmental agreement or Caltrans may agree to an intergovernmental agreement between the Tribe
and the County that mitigates the traffic impacts to the state highway system or facilities. In either
instance, Caltrans would be provided an opportunity to review and approve the appropriate fair share
payment to be provided by the Tribe for each impacted state highway facility.
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Escrow refers to money held by a third party on behalf of transacting parties, with the disbursement of
funds dependent on conditions agreed to by the transacting parties. In this case, the terms related to
disbursement of funds would be identified within the agreement to be negotiated between Caltrans (or the
County) and the Tribe.

Mitigation Measure 5.8.2 within the Final EIS, Volume II, has been revised within Section 6.7.2 of the
ROD to clarify that payments made by the Tribe towards traffic improvements can be made either directly
to the jurisdictional agency or placed in an escrow account to be later collected by the jurisdictional
agency.

Response to Comment A3-04

Comment is noted. The programmed roundabout improvement at SR-190/Westwood is discussed within
the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 4.8.2, page 4.8-13, and is assumed to be in place by opening year.

Response to Comment A3-05

Comment is noted. The previously identified Final EIS, Volume II, Mitigation Measure 5.8.2(F) to
improve this intersection has been removed from the ROD Section 6.7.2 given that the recently
constructed improvements at this intersection would alleviate project related impacts.

Response to Comment A3-06

Trip distribution and assignment figures for the “Proposed Project Only Trips” were included in
Appendix O of the Final EIS.

Response to Comment A3-07

Comment noted. The commenter recommends adding a right-turn lane on SR 190 to southbound Road
216 to reduce the potential for traffic accidents. The TIS included within Appendix O of the Final EIS
did not identify a significant impact at this location under opening day conditions, therefore mitigation is
not required. However, under future year 2040 cumulative conditions, Mitigation Measure 5.8.3 Y of the
Final EIS requires that the Tribe contribute a fair share payment for the installation of a traffic signal or
roundabout at the SR-190/Road 216 intersection to mitigate the LOS to an acceptable level.

Response to Comment A3-08

Comment noted. Refer to Sections 3.8.3, 3.8.4, and 4.8.2 of the Final EIS, Volume I, for a description
and analysis of the current and predicted pedestrian, bike, and transit infrastructure in the vicinity of the
project site. As described within Section 3.8.4 of the Final EIS, 3,900 feet of sidewalk is located along
the east side of West Street including a 600-foot stretch from Edison Court to Scranton Avenue.
Furthermore, Class II bike paths are being planned by the City on both sides of West Street between
Teapot Dome Avenue and Scranton Avenue, along Scranton Avenue between West Street and Hillcrest
Street, and along Teapot Dome Avenue throughout southern Porterville. As described in Section 3.8.3 of
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the Final EIS, the Airpark Site is nearby Porterville Transit and Tulare County Area Transit. Further
transit such as Dial-a-ride and private taxi can be used to access the Airpark Site.

COMMENT LETTER I1: BARRY CAPLAN, JUNE 10, 2019
Response to Comment 11-01

Comment noted. On June 13, 2019, the Tule River Tribe Fee-to-Trust and Eagle Mountain Casino
relocation website (https://www.tulerivereis.com/) was made secure by attaining a security certificate that
confirms the website’s identity as well as encrypts data when it is transferred. Furthermore, as stated in
the Notice of Availability, the Final EIS was available during regular business hours at the BIA Pacific
Regional Office and the Porterville Public Library, and a disc version of the FEIS could be sent to an
address by providing a name and address to Chad Broussard at the BIA Pacific Regional Office by letter
or phone.

COMMENT LETTER 12: STUART GOINGS, JUNE 17, 2019
Response to Comment 12-01

Commenter expresses concern about social and economic impact related to the Proposed Project.
Economic and social effects resulting from the Proposed Project and the alternatives were discussed in
Final EIS, Volume II, Section 4.7. As noted therein, the economic effects of the project would be
positive. Refer to the Final EIS, Volume I, Section 3.2.1, Response to Comment 12-1 regarding social
effects.

COMMENT LETTER 13: DELMER SMITH, JUNE 18,2019
Response to Comment 13-01

Comment noted. This comment expresses the opinion of the commenter and does not require a response.

COMMENT LETTER 14: JON STRICKLIN, JUNE 21, 2019
Response to Comment 14-01

Commenter expresses concerns about the social impacts of the Proposed Project. Refer to the Final EIS,
Volume I, Section 3.2.1, Response to Comment 12-1 regarding social effects.

COMMENT LETTER I5: WILLIAM LARSEN, JUNE 10, 2019
Response to Comment 15-01

Comment noted. Commenter expresses concern over the security of the Tule River Tribe EIS website.
Refer to Response to Comment 11-01.

Response to Comment 15-02

As stated in the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 1.2, the BIA serves as the federal Lead Agency for
compliance with NEPA. Anticipated approvals associated with the project, including federal, state and
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local approvals, were listed in the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 1.6, Table 1-1. The EIS did address the
entire scope of the Proposed Project, including the components of the project that would require potential
state and local approvals.

COMMENT LETTER 16: BOB AND GAIL NUCKOLS, JUNE 29, 2019
Response to Comment 16-01

Comment noted. Refer to Responses to Comments 16-02 through 16-03 regarding the commenter’s
specific concerns.

Response to Comment 16-02

Comment noted. Commenter expresses concerns regarding the increased activity in the vicinity of the
Proposed Project and the subsequent impacts that could have on Nuckols Ranch. Nuckols Ranch is
located approximately 0.45 miles southwest of the Airpark Site, approximately 0.17 miles west of the
proposed 40-acre WREF site, and approximately 0.74 miles west of the proposed 8-acre WRF site. The
commenter is concerned about the segment of Road 216 between Teapot Dome Avenue and SR-190. Per
Table 4.8-6 of the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 3.8, Road 216 between Teapot Dome Avenue and SR-
190 would operate at a LOS A for all alternatives during the opening year. Furthermore, the segment of
Road 216 between Scranton Avenue and Teapot Dome, where the Nuckols Ranch is located, is not
projected to experience any increase in traffic, as patrons visiting the casino traveling south from SR-190
on Road 216 would turn east on Scranton Avenue. Refer to the Final EIS, Volume I, Response to
Comment 12-1, regarding crime impacts.

The comment expresses concern regarding the odor impacts of the WRF. A detailed analysis of the
compatibility of the Proposed Project with adjacent land uses was included in Section 4.9 of the Final
EIS, Volume II. As described therein, the proposed WRF would not generate significant noise, odor, or
other concerns that would interfere with adjacent land uses. Section 4.4 of the Final EIS, Volume II states
that the WRF would treat secondary wastewater to tertiary levels and is not expected to result in any
perceptible odors at off-site locations. Furthermore, the elimination of the current biosolid dispersal at the
40-acre site would likely reduce the propensity for odors at the site.

The commenter expresses concern regarding groundwater contamination caused by the Proposed Project.
Potential impacts associated with groundwater quality resulting from the Proposed Project and WRF were
described in the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 4.3.1 (refer to pages 4.3-4 through 4.3-5). As noted
therein, runoff generated from the Airpark Site and the use of recycled water generated at the off-site
WREF for irrigation purposes would have a less-than-significant on groundwater quality.

Response to Comment 16-03

The Final EIS, Volume II, Section 4.13 describes the aesthetic impacts of the Proposed Project resulting
from the changes to the visual setting and from light and glare. The viewpoint of Nucklos Ranch is best
represented by Viewpoint A as described in the Final EIS. As noted in Section 4.13 of the Final EIS,
Volume II, the view would change from cleared fields and office buildings to a casino-resort facility, with
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landscaping and other natural features. The aesthetic impacts of Alternative A were determined to be
less-than-significant.

Effects from the increase in lighting within the project site were considered a potentially significant
impact. Mitigation measures recommended in the Final EIS and incorporated into the ROD, Section 6.12,
are consistent with both the International Dark Sky Association’s Model Lighting Ordinance (IDA, 2011)
and the Unified Facilities Criteria, and would reduce this potential impact to a less-than-significant level.

Response to Comment 16-04

Comment noted. Commenter expresses concern regarding the location of the WRF. The two potential
locations of the WRF were described in Section 2.2 of the Final EIS, Volume II, and both options were
evaluated on an equal level basis within the Final EIS. As the local lead agency, the City will make the
final determination on the location of the proposed WRF.

COMMENT LETTER I7: RYAN RUCKMAN, JUNE 30, 2019
Response to Comment 17-01

Comment noted. Commenter expresses concern regarding socioeconomic impacts, specifically fiscal
impacts and crime. An evaluation of the economic and crime effects of the Proposed Project and the
alternatives was provided in the Final EIS, Volume II, Section 4.7. As noted therein, the economic
impacts of the Proposed Project would be positive, and effects associated with crime would be less-than-
significant with mitigation. Refer to the Final EIS, Volume I, Response to Comment 12-1 regarding
crime.

Response to Comment 17-02

Please refer to Response to Comment 17-01.

Response to Comment 17-03

Potential effects associated with problem gambling were discussed in the Final EIS, Volume II, Section
4.7. Please also refer to the Final EIS, Volume I, Response to Comment A5-5.

Response to Comment 17-04

Please refer to Response to Comment 17-03.

Response to Comment 17-05

Please refer to Response to Comment 17-01.

Response to Comment 17-06

Please refer to Responses to Comments 17-01 and 17-03.
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Response to Comment 17-07

This comment expresses the opinion of the commenter and does not require a response.
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COMMENT LETTER A2
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Comment Letter A2

TULARE COUNTY COUNSEL

County Counsel

Attorneys

Deanne H. Peterson Judith D. Chapman Amy I Myers
Amy-Marie Costa Jennifer E. Takehana

Chief Deputies Barbara B. Grunwald ~ Christopher D. Sorich

John A Rozum Carol E. Helding Matthew P. Wang

Jennifer M. Flores Jason G. Chu Aaron Zaheen

Kathleen A. Taylor Abel C. Martinez Eric M. Scott

Jeffrey L. Kuhn Diana L. Mendez Harsharon K. Sekhon
Mearit C. Erickson Allison K. Pierce

Special Assistant
Julia J. Roberts

Stephanie R. Smittle Ameet Nagra

2900 W. Burrel Avenue, County Civic Center, Visalia, CA 93291  Telephone: (559) 636-4950 Fax: (559) 737-4319 or (559) 713-3240

June 28, 2019
Via US Mail and email to chad. broussard@bia. gov.

Amy Dutschke, Regional Director
United States Department of the Interior
Bureau of Indian Affairs

Pacific Regional Office

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2820
Sacramento, CA 95825

Re:  FEIS Comments - Tule River Indian Tribe Casino Relocation Project
(Our Matter No. 20161562)

Dear Ms. Dutschke:

On behalf of the County of Tulare, which is acting as a Cooperating Agency, please accept our thanks for the
opportunity to review and provide comments regarding the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Tribal
Environmental Impact Report (“FEIS™) for the Tule River Indian Tribe Fee-to-Trust and Eagle Mountain
Casino Relocation Project ("*Project™). Our comments regarding the FEIS are in addition to the comments
previously provided regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIS™), and are as follows:

AESTHETICS:

As the County has commented before, the Tribe has a unique opportunity to greatly enhance the aesthetics in
the vicinity of the Airport industrial area by including additional landscape and hardscape features along the
County and City roadways that will serve as gateways to the new casino site. The Tribe can transform the
Porterville Airport area and make it a true tourist destination and jewel in the economic life of the greater
Porterville community by developing and implementing a comprehensive aesthetics plan that will welcome
and draw tourists to the area from near and far. The aesthetics enhancement plan should include financial and
other mechanisms for operating and maintaining the gateway features and require participation by other
property owners/developers in the vicinity who will benefit from the Tribe’s aesthetic efforts. The FEIS should
address this issue and incorporate such a plan as a positive Project feature, not to mention as a mitigation
measure 1n section 5.13 for Alternatives A, B, C, and D.
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FEIS Comments - Tule River Indian Tribe Casino Relocation Project
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County District Attorney

County Fire Chief

County Probation Director
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Director of County Resources Management Agency
Director of County Health and Human Services Agency
Tule River Indian Tribe, via counsel

City of Porterville, via counsel
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TULE RIVER INDIAN TRIBE FEE-TO-TRUST AND EAGLE
MOUNTAIN CASINO RELOCATION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT PLAN

Mitigation Monitoring Overview

This Mitigation Monitoring and Enforcement Plan (MMEP) has been developed to guide mitigation
compliance before, during, and after implementation of the Bureau of Indian Affair’s (BIA’s) Preferred
Alternative. The mitigation measures described below in Table 1 were developed through the analysis of
potential impacts within the Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). As specified in Table 1, the
compliance monitoring and evaluation will be performed by the Tule River Indian Tribe (Tribe), the City
of Porterville (City), Tulare County (County), the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the
Porterville Fire Department (PFD), Tulare County Fire Department (TCFD), the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS), the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), the Bureau of
Indian Affairs (BIA), the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC), and the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) as indicated in
the description of each measure. The MMEP provides:

= Requirements for compliance of the mitigation measures specifically created to mitigate impacts;
= List of responsible parties; and
= Timing of mitigation measure implementation.

Where applicable, mitigation measures will be monitored and enforced pursuant to Federal law, tribal
ordinances, and agreements between the Tribe and appropriate governmental authorities, as well as the
Record of Decision (ROD). Note that numbering of mitigation measures listed in Table 1 differs from
the numbering of the mitigation measures listed in Section 6.0 of the ROD. Table 1 includes only those
mitigation measures that are applicable to Alternative A — the casino resort at the Airpark Site.

Prepared by Analytical Environmental Services

For U.S. Department of the Interior

Bureau of Indian Affairs 1 Tule River Tribe Fee-to-Trust and Casino Relocation Project
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Mitigation Monitoring and Enforcement Plan

TABLE 1
MITIGATION MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT PLAN

Responsible for Timing of Verification
Mitigation Measure Monltorlng_and/or Implementation (Da_t(_e and
Reporting Initials)
1. Geology and Soils
A. The project shall comply with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Tribe/lUSEPA Planning Phase
Construction General Permit from the United States Environmental Protection Agency Construction Phase

(USEPA) for all construction site runoff during the construction phase in compliance with the
Clean Water Act (CWA). A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be
prepared, implemented, and maintained throughout the construction phase of the
development, consistent with Construction General Permit requirements. The SWPPP shall
detail the BMPs to be implemented during construction and post-construction operation of the
selected project alternative to reduce impacts related to soil erosion and water quality. The
BMPs shall include, but are not limited to, the following:

1. Existing vegetation shall be retained where practicable. To the extent feasible, grading
activities shall be limited to the immediate area required for construction and
remediation.

2. Temporary erosion control measures (such as silt fences, fiber rolls, vegetated swales, a
velocity dissipation structure, staked straw bales, temporary re-vegetation, rock bag
dams, erosion control blankets, and sediment traps) shall be employed for disturbed
areas.

3. To the maximum extent feasible, no disturbed surfaces shall be left without erosion
control measures in place.

4. Construction activities shall be scheduled to minimize land disturbance during peak
runoff periods. Soil conservation practices shall be completed during the fall or late
winter to reduce erosion during spring runoff.

5. Creating construction zones and grading only one area or part of a construction zone at
a time shall minimize exposed areas. If practicable during the wet season, grading on a
particular zone shall be delayed until protective cover is restored on the previously
graded zone.
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6. Disturbed areas shall be re-vegetated following construction activities.
7. Construction area entrances and exits shall be stabilized with large-diameter rock.

8. Sediment shall be retained on-site by a system of sediment basins, traps, or other
appropriate measures.

9. A spill prevention and countermeasure plan shall be developed which identifies proper
storage, collection, and disposal measures for potential pollutants (such as fuel,
fertilizers, pesticides, etc.) used on-site.

10. Petroleum products shall be stored, handled, used, and disposed of properly in
accordance with provisions of the CWA (33 U.S.C. 1251 to 1387).

11. Construction materials, including topsoil and chemicals, shall be stored, covered, and
isolated to prevent runoff losses and contamination of surface and groundwater.

12. Fuel and vehicle maintenance areas shall be established away from all drainage courses
and designed to control runoff.

13. Sanitary facilities shall be provided for construction workers.

14. Disposal facilities shall be provided for soil wastes, including excess asphalt during
construction and demolition.

15. Other potential BMPs include use of wheel wash or rumble strips and sweeping of paved
surfaces to remove any and all tracked soil.

B. Contractors involved in the project shall be trained on the potential environmental damage Tribe Construction Phase
resulting from soil erosion prior to construction in a pre-construction meeting. Copies of the
project's SWPPP shall be distributed at that time. Construction bid packages, contracts,
plans, and specifications shall contain language that requires adherence to the SWPPP.

C. A SWPPP specific to the 40-acre site shall be prepared, implemented, and maintained Tribe Planning Phase
throughout the construction phase of the development, consistent with Construction General Construction Phase
Permit requirements. A SWPPP specific to the 8-acre site shall also be prepared,
implemented, and maintained if the water reclamation facility (WRF) is constructed on the 8-
acre site. The SWPPP(s) shall detail the BMPs to be implemented during construction and
post-construction operation of the selected project alternative to reduce impacts related to
soil erosion and water quality. The BMPs shall include, but are not limited to, sub-measures
1 through 15 listed above under Mitigation Measure 1(A).
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D. Materials that are excavated during the construction of the regional retention basin and Tribe Planning Phase
stockpiled on the 40-acre site shall be covered by tarps or other appropriate materials and Construction Phase
stabilized to prevent erosion until these materials are removed.

2. Water Resources

A. The Tribe shall adjust landscape irrigation based on weather conditions—reducing irrigation Tribe Operation Phase
during wet weather—to prevent excessive runoff.

B. Fertilizer use shall be limited to the minimum amount necessary and shall be adjusted for the Tribe Operation Phase
nutrient levels in the water used for irrigation. Fertilizer shall not be applied within 24 hours of
a rain event predicted by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration.

C. The Tribe shall implement water conservation measures, including but not limited to use of Tribe Planning Phase
low flow faucets and showerheads, recycled water for toilets, and voluntary towel re-use by Operation Phase
guests in the hotel; use of low-flow faucets, recycled water for toilets, and pressure washers
and brooms instead of hoses for cleaning, in public areas and the proposed casino; use of
garbage disposal on-demand, re-circulating cooling loop for water cooled refrigeration and
ice machines where possible, and service of water to customers on request, in restaurants;
and use of recycled and/or gray water for cooling.

3. Air Quality

Construction

A. A Dust Control Plan shall be prepared prior to construction which meets the general Tribe Planning Phase
requirements of SJVAPCD Rule 8021 6.3. The following dust suppression measures shall be Construction Phase
included in the plan and implemented during construction to control the production of fugitive
dust (PM10) and prevent wind erosion of bare and stockpiled soils:

1. Provide a CARB approved Visible Emissions Evaluation (VEE) person to evaluate
fugitive dust emissions once per week.

2. Spray exposed soil with water or other suppressant twice a day or as needed to
suppress dust to 20 percent opacity.

3. Use non-toxic chemical or organic dust suppressants on unpaved roads and traffic areas
to suppress dust to 20 percent opacity.

4. Construct and maintain wind barriers sufficient to limit windblown dust emissions to 20
percent opacity.
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5. Minimize dust emissions during transport of fill material or soil by wetting down loads,

ensuring adequate freeboard (space from the top of the material to the top of the truck

bed) on trucks, cleaning the interior of cargo compartments on emptied haul trucks

before leaving a site, and/or covering loads.

Promptly clean up spills of transported material on public roads.

Restrict traffic speeds on site to 15 miles per hour to reduce soil disturbance.

Provide wheel washers to remove soil that would otherwise be carried off site by vehicles

to decrease deposition of soil on area roadways.

9. Cover dirt, gravel, and debris piles as needed to reduce dust and wind-blown debris to
less than 20 percent opacity.

10. Provide education for construction workers regarding incidence, risks, symptoms,
treatment, and prevention of Valley Fever in accordance with California Department of
Public Health guidelines.

o No

B. The following measures shall be implemented to reduce emissions of criteria pollutants, Tribe Planning Phase
greenhouse gases (GHGs), and diesel particulate matter (DPM) from construction. Construction Phase

1. The Tribe shall control criteria pollutants and GHG emissions from the facility by requiring
all diesel-powered equipment be properly maintained and minimize idling time to five
minutes when construction equipment is not in use, unless per engine manufacturer’s
specifications or for safety reasons more time is required. Since these emissions would
be generated primarily by construction equipment, machinery engines shall be kept in
good mechanical condition to minimize exhaust emissions. The Tribe shall employ
periodic and unscheduled inspections to accomplish the above mitigation.

2. Require all construction equipment with a horsepower rating of greater than 50 be
equipped with diesel particulate filters, which would reduce approximately 85 percent of
DPM.

3. Require all construction equipment with a horsepower rating of greater than 50 be
equipped with California Air Resources Board (CARB) rated Tier 3 engines, with the
exception of scrapers.

4. Require the use of low reactive organic gases (ROG; 150 grams per liter or less) for
architectural coatings to the extent practicable.

5. Environmentally preferable materials, including recycled materials, shall be used to the
extent readily available and economically practicable for construction of facilities.

Operation and Climate Change

C. The Tribe shall reduce emissions of criteria air pollutants and GHGs during operation of the Tribe Planning Phase
project through the following actions: Operation Phase
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10.

The Tribe shall use clean fuel vehicles in the vehicle fleet where practicable, which would
reduce criteria pollutants and GHG emissions.

The Tribe shall provide preferential parking for employee vanpools and carpools, which
would reduce criteria pollutants and GHGs.

The Tribe shall use low-flow appliances at the proposed facility. The Tribe shall use
drought-tolerant landscaping and provide “Save Water” signs near water faucets.

The Tribe shall control criteria pollutants, GHG, and DPM emissions during operation of
the project by requiring all diesel-powered vehicles and equipment be properly
maintained and minimizing idling time to five minutes at loading docks when loading or
unloading food, merchandise, etc. or when diesel-powered vehicles or equipment are not
in use; unless per engine manufacturer’s specifications or for safety reasons more time is
required. The Tribe shall employ periodic and unscheduled inspections to accomplish
the above mitigation.

The Tribe shall use energy-efficient lighting at the facility, which would reduce indirect
criteria pollutants and GHG emissions.

The Tribe shall install recycling bins throughout the hotel and casino for glass, cans and
paper products. Trash and recycling receptacles shall be placed strategically outside to
encourage people to recycle. The Tribe shall reduce solid waste stream of the facility by
50 percent.

The Tribe shall plant trees and vegetation on site or fund such plantings off site. The
addition of photosynthesizing plants would reduce atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2),
because plants use CO: for elemental carbon and energy production. Trees planted
near buildings would result in additional benefits by providing shade to the building; thus
reducing heat absorption, reducing air conditioning needs and saving energy.

The Tribe shall use energy-efficient appliances in the hotel and casino.

The Tribe shall provide a bus driver lounge at the facility and adopt and enforce an anti-
idling ordinance for buses, which will discourage bus idling during operation of the
project.

After implementation of mitigation measures 1 through 9 above, operational emissions would
continue to exceed de minimis levels for NOx. Therefore, the following mitigation is
recommended for the Preferred Alternative.

The Tribe shall purchase 35.60 tons of nitrogen oxides (NOx) emission reduction credits
(ERCs) for the Preferred Alternative as specified in the Conformity Determination
included in Appendix F of the FEIS. Because the air quality effects are associated with
operation of the facility and not with construction of the facility, real, surplus, permanent,
quantifiable, and enforceable ERCs will be purchased prior to the opening day of the
facility. ERCs shall be purchased in accordance with the 40 CFR 93 Subpart B,
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conformity regulations. With the purchase of the ERCs the project would conform to the
applicable SIP and result in a less than adverse effect to regional air quality. As an
alternative to or in combination with purchasing the above ERCs, the Tribe has the option
to implement one or more of the following measures, which would reduce project-related
NOx emissions. If one or more of the following is chosen to reduce NOx emissions, the
Tribe shall have the emissions reductions verified by either the BIA, USEPA, or the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD).

11. Implement ride-sharing programs at the project site.

12. Use 100 percent electric vehicles at the project site.

13. Implement other feasible mitigation measures that are at the project site, which would
reduce project-related NOx and ROG emissions.

14. Enter into a Voluntary Emission Reduction Agreement (VERA) with the SJVAPCD. The
VERA would allow the Tribe to fund air quality projects that quantifiably and permanently
offset project operational emissions.

4. Biological Resources

The following mitigation measures are recommended to avoid potential adverse effects to the San Joaquin kit fox (SJKF) under the Preferred Alternative.

Tribe/lUSFWS Planning Phase

A. Preconstruction surveys shall be conducted no less than 14 days and no more than 30 days Construction Phase
prior to the beginning of ground disturbance, construction activities, and/or any project activity
likely to impact the SIKF. These surveys shall be conducted in all potential SJIKF habitat on
and within 200 feet of the Airpark Site and Off-site Improvement Areas. The primary
objective is to identify SIKF habitat features (e.g., potential dens and refugia) within the
project area and evaluate their use by SIKF. These surveys shall include the maintenance
of photo stations and track plates at burrows falling within the dimensional range of a SIKF
burrow. If an active SIJKF den is detected within or immediately adjacent to the Airpark Site
or Off-site Improvement Areas, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) shall be
contacted immediately to determine the best course of action.

B. Should SJKF be found during preconstruction surveys, the Sacramento Field Office of the Tribe/lUSFWS Planning Phase
USFWS shall be notified. A disturbance-free buffer shall be established around the burrows Construction Phase
in consultation with the USFWS, and shall be maintained until a qualified biologist has
determined that the burrows have been abandoned.

C. Permanent and temporary construction activities and other types of project-related activities Tribe Planning Phase
should be carried out in a manner that minimizes disturbance to SJKF. Minimization Construction Phase

Prepared by Analytical Environmental Services

For U.S. Department of the Interior

Bureau of Indian Affairs 7 Tule River Tribe Fee-to-Trust and Casino Relocation Project
August 2019 MMEP



Mitigation Monitoring and Enforcement Plan

measures shall include: restriction of project-related vehicle traffic to established roads, Operation Phase
construction areas, and other designated areas; inspection and covering of structures (e.g.,
pipes), as well as installation of escape structures, to prevent the inadvertent entrapment of
SJKF; and proper disposal of food items and trash.

D. Prior to the start of construction, the applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct an Tribe Planning Phase
informational meeting to educate all construction staff on the SIKF. This training shall
include a description of the SJKF and its habitat needs; a report of the occurrence of SIKF in
the project area; an explanation of the status of the species and its protection under the
federal Endangered Species Act (FESA); and a list of the measures being taken to reduce
effects to the species during project construction and implementation. The training shall
include a handout containing training information. The project manager shall use this
handout to train any additional construction personnel that were not in attendance at the first
meeting, prior to starting work on the project.

The following optional mitigation measure is recommended to reduce potential impacts to the American Badger under the Preferred Alternative.

E. Prior to construction activities within the Airpark Site and Off-site Improvement Areas, a Tribe/CDFW Planning Phase
qualified biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey for American Badger concurrent
with the preconstruction survey for SIKF recommended under Mitigation Measure 4(A) to
identify any active dens. If occupied dens are found during pre-construction surveys, the
biologist would consult with California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to determine
whether the construction activities would adversely disrupt breeding behaviors of the badger.
If it is determined that construction activities would disrupt breeding behaviors, then a 500-
foot avoidance buffer shall be established around occupied burrow from March-August or
until a qualified biologist can determine that juvenile badgers are self-sufficient enough to
move from their natal burrow.

F. A habitat sensitivity training shall be conducted for American badger. The same information Tribe Planning Phase
would be provided to crewmembers for this species as was identified in the habitat sensitivity Construction Phase
training for SIKF.

The following measures are recommended for the Preferred Alternative to avoid and/or reduce impacts to any potentially nesting migratory, raptor, and/or
special-status bird species:

G. If any construction activities (e.g., building, grading, ground disturbance, removal of Tribe Planning Phase
vegetation) are scheduled to occur within the Airpark Site and Off-site Improvement Areas
during the nesting season (February 15 to September 15), preconstruction nesting bird

Prepared by Analytical Environmental Services
For U.S. Department of the Interior

Bureau of Indian Affairs 8 Tule River Tribe Fee-to-Trust and Casino Relocation Project
August 2019 MMEP



Mitigation Monitoring and Enforcement Plan

surveys shall be conducted. Preconstruction surveys for any nesting bird species shall be
conducted by a qualified wildlife biologist throughout all areas of suitable habitat that are
within 500 feet of any proposed construction activity. The surveys shall occur no more than
14 days prior to the scheduled onset of construction. If construction is delayed or halted for
more than 14 days, another preconstruction survey for nesting bird species shall be
conducted. If no nesting birds are detected during the preconstruction surveys, no additional
surveys or mitigation measures are required.

H. If nesting bird species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) are observed Tribe Planning Phase
within 500 feet of construction areas during the surveys, appropriate “disturbance-free” Construction Phase
buffers shall be established. The size and scale of nesting bird buffers shall be determined
by a qualified wildlife biologist and shall be dependent upon the species observed and the
location of the nest. Buffers shall be established around all active nest locations. The
nesting bird buffers shall be completely avoided during construction activities. The qualified
wildlife biologist shall also determine an appropriate monitoring plan and decide if
construction monitoring is necessary during construction activities. Monitoring requirements
are dependent upon the species observed, the location of the nests, and the number of nests
observed. The buffers may be removed when the qualified wildlife biologist confirms that the
nest(s) is no longer occupied and all birds have fledged.

I. Ifimpacts (i.e., take) to migratory nesting bird species are unavoidable, consultation with Tribe/lUSFWS Planning Phase
USFWS shall be initiated. Through consultation, an appropriate and acceptable course of Construction Phase
action shall be established.

The following mitigation measure is recommended for the Preferred Alternative to reduce impacts associated with off-site traffic mitigation and utility
improvements to less-than-significant levels:

J.  Prior to the construction of any off-site traffic mitigation and utility infrastructure, a qualified Tribe Planning Phase
biologist shall perform detailed, and if necessary, focused biological surveys of any
undisturbed areas that would be affected by infrastructure development. If it is determined
that off-site improvements have the potential to cause adverse effects to sensitive habitats,
wetlands and/or Waters of the U.S., special-status species, and/or nesting birds, then project-
specific mitigation requirements shall be developed and implemented and any necessary
regulatory permits shall be obtained and adhered to.

5. Cultural and Paleontological Resources
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A. Inthe event of inadvertent discovery of prehistoric or historic archaeological or Tribe/BIA Construction Phase
paleontological resources during construction-related earth-moving activities, the appropriate
agency shall be notified. All work within 50 feet of the find shall be halted until a professional
archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior's qualifications (36 CFR 861) can assess
the significance of the find in consultation with the appropriate agency and the Tribe. If the
find is determined to be significant by the archaeologist, then the archaeologist, in
consultation with the appropriate agency and the Tribe, shall determine the appropriate
course of action, including the development and implementation of a Treatment Plan, if
necessary. All significant cultural materials recovered shall be subject to scientific analysis,
professional curation, and a report prepared by the archaeologist according to current
professional standards.

B. If human remains are discovered during ground-disturbing activities, all construction activities Tribe/BIA/County Construction Phase
shall halt within 100 feet of the find. The Tribe, appropriate agency, and County Coroner
shall be contacted immediately, and the County Coroner shall determine whether the remains
are the result of criminal activity; if possible, a human osteologist shall be contacted as well.

If Native American, the provisions of appropriate federal or state laws is required.
Construction shall not resume in the vicinity until final disposition of the remains has been
determined.

C. Prior to undertaking construction of off-site infrastructure, a qualified archaeologist shall Tribe/SHPO/NAHC Planning Phase
conduct a survey for any areas to be disturbed during construction. If significant resources or
significant archaeological sites are present, they shall be avoided, as feasible. If avoidance
of such resources is not feasible, recordation of the sites shall be required, along with
treatment as is recommended by the archaeologist after consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) and, if the find is prehistoric, the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC). If unknown resources are encountered during construction,
recommendations, including the management recommendations listed in Mitigation
Measures 5.6(A) and 5.6(B), shall be implemented to ensure that the resources are avoided,
protected, and/or recorded. If off-site traffic mitigation occurs at the intersection of State
Route (SR) 137 and SR-65, consistent with Mitigation Measure 7(J), identified resources
shall be avoided by all project construction.

6. Socioeconomics

A. The Tribe shall implement policies at the new facility similar to or more effective than those in Tribe Operation Phase
effect at the existing Eagle Mountain Casino, which include employee training, self-help
brochures available on site, signage near automatic teller machines (ATMs) and cashiers,
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and self-banning procedures to help those who may be affected by problem gaming. The
signage and brochures shall include advertising the problem gambler hotline and website.

7. Transportation

Where transportation infrastructure is shown as having an unacceptable level of service (LOS) with the addition of traffic from the Preferred Alternative (and
caused at least in part from project traffic), the Tribe shall pay for a fair share of costs for the recommended mitigation (including right-of-way and any other
environmental mitigation). In such cases, the Tribe shall be responsible for the incremental impact that the added project trips generate, calculated as a
percentage of the costs involved for construction of the mitigation measure (referred to as the pro rata share). The pro rata share is calculated using the
methodology presented in the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies (Appendix | of the

FEIS). Weekday PM peak hour was chosen for pro rata share calculations because it generally represents the worst-case scenario; calculations are
included in the traffic impact study (TIS; Appendix | of the FEIS).

Construction

A. A traffic management plan shall be prepared in accordance with standards set forth in the Tribe/City/ Planning Phase
Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) for Streets and Highways (FHWA, Porterville and Construction Phase
2003). The traffic management plan shall be submitted to each affected local jurisdiction Tulare County Fire
and/or agency. Also, prior to construction, the contractor shall coordinate with emergency Departments

service providers to avoid obstructing emergency response service. Police, fire, ambulance,
and other emergency response providers shall be notified in advance of the details of the
construction schedule, location of construction activities, duration of the construction period,
and any access restrictions that could impact emergency response services. Traffic
management plans shall include details regarding emergency service coordination. Copies of
the traffic management plans shall be provided to all affected emergency service providers.

Operation (Opening Year 2021)

The Tribe shall make fair share contributions to the traffic mitigation measures identified below prior to initiation of project construction. Funds shall either
be paid directly to the jurisdictional agency or shall be placed in an escrow account for use by the governmental entity with jurisdiction over the road to be
improved so that the entity may design (funding shall be for design standards consistent with those required for similar facilities in the region, unless a
deviation is approved by the entity with jurisdiction), obtain approvals/permits for, and construct the recommended road improvement. While the timing for

the off-site roadway improvements is not within the Tribe’s jurisdiction or ability to control, the Tribe shall make good faith efforts to assist the County and
City with implementation of the improvements prior to opening day.

B. The Tribe shall notify the City of Porterville of special events scheduled at the events center, Tribe/City/ Operation Phase
and the Tribe shall meet with local agencies charged with traffic enforcement (including but County/Caltrans
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not limited to the California Highway Patrol [CHP], City of Porterville, and Tulare County) to
obtain necessary permits and identify any necessary traffic control measures to be
implemented. If determined to be necessary, a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) shall be

prepared.

C. SR-190/Rockford Road (Road 208). Conduct an Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE), and Tribe Operation Phase
install a traffic signal or roundabout, pending the outcome of the ICE. Pro-rata share: 28.2
percent.

D. Scranton Avenue/West Street. Install a traffic signal and widen northbound approach to Tribe Operation Phase

accommodate left-turn lane or install a roundabout. Pro rata share: 85.6 percent.

E. Scranton Avenue/Westwood Street. Install a traffic signal or a roundabout. Pro-rata share: Tribe Operation Phase
55.8 percent.

F. The Tribe shall enter into an agreement with the appropriate jurisdiction(s) regarding Tribe Operation Phase
financial responsibility for improving the current conditions of West Street, Teapot Dome
Avenue, and Westwood Street. The necessary street rehabilitations shall be determined
by sound engineering principles associated with the pavement condition index. The
Tribe’s one-time fair share towards these improvements would take into consideration
other regional projects that contribute to traffic on these roadways, including the
County’s jail project. Based on the pro-rata fair share calculations provided in the TIS
(Appendix | of the Final EIS) for Alternative A, the Tribe would be responsible for: 1) 100
percent of the cost of 1/3 mile of road pavement overlay on West Street between
Scranton Avenue and Yowlumne Avenue, 2) 59.5 percent of the cost of one mile of road
reconstruction on Teapot Dome Avenue between Westwood Street (Road 224) and
Newcomb Street, and 3) 65.2 percent of the cost of 1/2 mile of road reconstruction
immediately north of Scranton Avenue on Westwood Street.

Operation (Cumulative year 2040)

The Tribe shall make fair share contributions available for mitigation recommended for cumulative impacts prior to construction of the improvement. The
timing for construction of each improvement shall be at the discretion of the applicable jurisdictional agency. Funds shall be placed in an escrow account
for use by the governmental entity with jurisdiction over the road to be improved so that the entity may design (funding shall be for design standards
consistent with those required for similar facilities in the region, unless a deviation is approved by the entity with jurisdiction), obtain approvals/permits for,
and construct the recommended road improvement. While the timing for the off-site roadway improvements is not within the Tribe’s jurisdiction or ability to
control, the Tribe shall make good faith efforts to assist the County and City with implementation of improvements prior to 2040.
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G. SR-65 from Pioneer Avenue to SR-190: Upgrade facility to include auxiliary lanes between Tribe Operation Phase
interchanges per Caltrans standards. Pro-rata share: 15.9 percent.

H. SR-137/SR-63. Conduct an ICE if necessary. Widen northbound approach to accommodate Tribe Operation Phase
an additional dedicated left turn lane, an additional dedicated thru lane and a dedicated right
turn lane. Widen southbound approach to accommodate an additional thru lane. Widen
eastbound approach to accommodate an additional dedicated left turn lane. Widen
westbound approach to accommodate an additional dedicated thru lane and a dedicated right
turn lane. Pro-rata share: 8.6 percent.

I.  SR-137/SR-65. Conduct an ICE if necessary, and widen eastbound approach to Tribe Operation Phase
accommodate a dedicated thru lane with a shared thru/right turn lane. Pro rata share: 4.7
percent.

J. SR-137/Road 204 (Spruce). Conduct an ICE if necessary, and widen westhound approach to Tribe Operation Phase

accommodate two thru lanes and one free right turn-lane; widen southbound approach to
accommodate dual-left turn lanes and shared thru-right lane; widen eastbound approach to
provide a thru and thru-right lane. Pro rata share: 4.6 percent.

K. SR-190/Road 192. Conduct an ICE if necessary, and install a traffic signal or roundabout. Tribe Operation Phase
Pro rata share: 31.0 percent.

L. SR-190/Road 216. Conduct an ICE if necessary, and install a traffic signal or roundabout. Tribe Operation Phase
Pro rata share: 14.7 percent.

M. SR-198/Spruce Road (Road 204). Conduct an ICE if necessary. Traffic signal modifications Tribe Operation Phase
to accommodate dual northbound left turn lanes and a shared thru/right lane. Eastbound
approach, widen to accommodate dedicated right/thru/left lanes. Eastbound approach
channelize right turn lane. Pro-rata share: 4.7 percent.

N. Avenue 256/Spruce Road (Road 204). Install traffic signal or a roundabout. Pro-rata share: Tribe Operation Phase
7.0 percent.

8. Public Services

Solid Waste
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A. Construction waste shall be recycled to the fullest extent practicable by diverting green waste Tribe Construction Phase
and recyclable building materials (including, but not limited to, metals, steel, wood, etc.) away
from the solid waste stream.

B. A solid waste management plan for the new facility shall be developed and adopted by the Tribe Planning Phase
Tribe that addresses recycling and solid waste reduction on site. These measures shall Construction Phase
include, but not be limited to, the installation of a trash compactor for cardboard and paper
products, and periodic waste stream audits.

C. Security guards shall be trained to discourage littering on site. Tribe Planning Phase
Operation Phase

Law Enforcement, Fire Protection, and Emergency Medical Services

D. Areas surrounding the gaming facilities shall have “No Loitering” signs in place, be well lit and Tribe Operation Phase
be patrolled regularly by roving security guards.

E. The Tribe shall conduct background checks of all gaming employees and ensure that all Tribe Operation Phase
employees meet licensure requirements established by the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act
(IGRA) and the Tribe’'s Gaming Ordinance.

The following mitigation measures shall be implemented in accordance with the Compact, 2019 MOU, and the Tribe’s Gaming Ordinance for the Preferred
Alternative:

F. Prior to operation the Tribe shall enter into agreements to reimburse the Porterville Police Tribe/PPD/TCSD Planning Phase
Department (PPD) and/or the Tulare County Sheriff's Department (TCSD) for quantifiable
direct and indirect costs incurred in conjunction with providing law enforcement services.

G. Parking areas shall be well lit and monitored by parking staff, and/or roving security guards at Tribe Operation Phase
all times during operation. This will aid in the prevention of auto theft and other similar
criminal activity.

H. The Tribe shall adopt a Responsible Alcoholic Beverage Policy at the facility that shall Tribe Operation Phase
include, but not be limited to, checking identification of patrons and refusing service to those
who have had enough to drink.
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I. The Tribe shall make annual payments to the City of Porterville and/or Tulare County to Tribe/City/County Planning Phase
offset the cost of increased provision of law enforcement and fire protection/emergency Operation Phase
medical services in amounts of at least $275,870 for the Preferred Alternative.

J. During construction, any construction equipment that normally includes a spark arrester shall Tribe Construction Phase
be equipped with an arrester in good working order. This includes, but is not limited to,
vehicles, heavy equipment, and chainsaws. Staging areas, welding areas, or areas slated for
development using spark-producing equipment shall be cleared of dried vegetation or other
materials that could serve as fire fuel. The contractor shall keep these areas clear of
combustible materials in order to maintain a firebreak.

Electricity, Natural Gas, and Telecommunications

K. The Tribe shall contact USA North 811, which provides a free “Dig Alert” to all excavators Tribe Planning Phase
(e.g., contractors, homeowners, and others) in central California, including Tulare County. Construction Phase
This call shall automatically notify all utility service providers at the excavator’'s work site. In
response, the utility service providers shall mark or stake the horizontal path of underground
facilities, provide information about the facilities, and/or give clearance to dig.

9. Noise

Construction

A. In accordance with the City’s noise ordinance, construction activities shall not take place on Tribe Construction Phase
the Off-Site Improvement Areas before 6:00 AM or after 9:00 PM on any day except Saturday
or Sunday, or before 7:00 AM or after 5:00 PM on Saturday or Sunday.

Operation

B. The Tribe shall fund 100 percent of a noise reduction wall at the residence located on Road Tribe Operation Phase
216 between SR-190 and Scranton Avenue (Avenue 136), which will reduce the ambient
noise level by a minimum of 3 dBA Leq. If requested by the residence, in lieu of a sound wall,
the Tribe shall fund acoustic windows or a vegetative wall.

C. The Tribe shall fund 100 percent of a noise reduction wall at the three residences located Tribe Operation Phase
adjacent to Scranton Avenue between Rockford Road (Road 208) and SR-65, which will
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reduce the ambient noise level by a minimum of 3 dBA Leq. If requested by the residence, in
lieu of a sound wall, the Tribe shall fund acoustic windows or a vegetative wall.

10. Hazardous Materials

A. If the 40-acre site is selected as the location of the WRF, soil sampling shall occur on the site Tribe Planning Phase
to ensure agricultural chemical contamination is not present. If sampling and testing indicates Construction Phase
hazardous materials contamination, the contaminated soils and/or groundwater shall be
properly removed and/or remediated by qualified professionals consistent with an approved
remediation plan.

B. If the 8-acre site is selected as the location of the WRF, soil sampling for lead shall be Tribe Planning Phase
conducted on the site. Contaminated soils that are determined to be hazardous shall be Construction Phase
properly removed and/or remediated by qualified professionals consistent with an approved
remediation plan.

C. Prior to accepting fill material, it shall be verified to be clean through evidence such as a Tribe Construction Phase
Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), soil sampling, or other appropriate measures.

D. Personnel shall follow BMPs for filling and servicing construction equipment and vehicles. Tribe Planning Phase
BMPs that are designed to reduce the potential for incidents/spills involving the hazardous Construction Phase
materials include the following:

1. To reduce the potential for accidental release, fuel, oil, and hydraulic fluids shall be
transferred directly from a service truck to construction equipment.
2. Catch-pans shall be placed under equipment to catch potential spills during servicing.
3. Refueling shall be conducted only with approved pumps, hoses, and nozzles.
4. All disconnected hoses shall be placed in containers to collect residual fuel from the
hose.

Vehicle engines shall be shut down during refueling.

No smoking, open flames, or welding shall be allowed in refueling or service areas.

Refueling shall be performed away from bodies of water to prevent contamination of

water in the event of a leak or spill.

8. Service trucks shall be provided with fire extinguishers and spill containment equipment,
such as absorbents.

9. Should a spill contaminate soil, the soil shall be put into containers and disposed of in
accordance with local, state, and federal regulations.

Nowu
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10. All containers used to store hazardous materials shall be inspected at least once per
week for signs of leaking or failure.

parking lots on the viewshed. These elements include:

E. Inthe event that contaminated soil and/or groundwater is encountered during construction Tribe/lUSEPA Construction Phase
related earth-moving activities, all work shall be halted until a professional hazardous
materials specialist or other qualified individual assesses the extent of contamination. If
contamination is determined to be hazardous, the Tribe shall consult with the USEPA to
determine the appropriate course of action, including development of a Sampling and
Remediation Plan if necessary. Contaminated soils that are determined to be hazardous
shall be disposed of in accordance with federal regulations.
11. Aesthetics
A. Lighting shall consist of limiting pole-mounted lights to a maximum of 25 feet tall. Tribe Construction Phase
Operation Phase
B. All lighting shall be high-pressure sodium or light-emitting diode (LED) with cut-off lenses and Tribe Planning Phase
downcast illumination, unless an alternative light configuration is needed for security or Construction Phase
emergency purposes. Operation Phase
C. Placement of lights on buildings shall be designed in accordance with Unified Facilities Tribe Planning Phase
Criteria (UFC) 3-530-01, Interior, Exterior Lighting, and Controls so as not to cast light or Construction Phase
glare offsite. No strobe lights, spotlights, or floodlights shall be used. Operation Phase
D. Shielding, such as with a horizontal shroud, shall be used in accordance with UFC 3-350-01 Tribe Planning Phase
for all outdoor lighting so as to ensure it is downcast. Construction Phase
Operation Phase
E. All exterior glass shall be non-reflective low-glare glass. Tribe Planning Phase
Construction Phase
F. Screening features and natural elements shall be integrated into the landscaping design of Tribe Planning Phase
the project to screen the view of the facilities from directly adjacent existing residences. Construction Phase
G. Design elements shall be incorporated into the project to minimize the impact of buildings and Tribe Planning Phase

Construction Phase
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1. Incorporation of landscape amenities to complement buildings and parking areas,
including setbacks, raised landscaped berms and plantings of trees and shrubs.
2. Use earth tones in paints and coatings, and use native building materials such as stone.
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