
City of
~~~~...~I~
.-.....-.:;;~;9.i~~'*"REPORT TO THE CITYCOUNCIL

March 21, 2013

AGENDA ITEM NO.

COUNCIL MEETING 3/21/13
APPROVED BY

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR

FROM:

BY:

UBJECT:

BRUCE A. RUDD, Assistant City Manager/ Interim PARCS Director
Parks, After School, Recreation and Community Services Department

IRMA YEPEZ-PEREZ, Grant Writer
KAREN NORRIS, Administrative Manager
Parks, After School, Recreation and Community Services Department

ADOPT THE ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. EA
13-02, APPROVING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF MARTIN RAY REILLY PARK (District 7)

RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the environmental finding of Environmental Assessment No. EA
13-02, approving a Mitigated Negative Declaration, for the construction of Martin Ray Reilly Park located south
of State Route 180 between North Chestnut and North Garden Avenues in Council District 7.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Adopting the CEQA finding will allow the PARCS Department to complete the contract-pending requirements
for the State of California Department of Recreation, Statewide Park program (Proposition 84) grant that has
been awarded for the construction of the Martin Ray Reilly Park. The adoption of the CEQA findings is
required prior to a grant agreement being issued. The next step in this process is to develop specifications,
issue bids, and award a contract for the construction of the park, which will occur later this year. In the interim,
the PARCS Department will continue to work with Council District 7 to identify options for addressing the
ongoing cost of maintainenance.

BACKGROUND

Per the Trust for the Public Land 2012 City Park Facts, the City of Fresno has 3.0 acres of parkland per 1,000
residents compared to the median of 13.8 acres of green space per 1,000 residents for cities with similar
populations. The proposed Martin Rey Reilly Park is located near Chestnut Avenue and State Route 180 and
has .075 park acres per 1,000 residents. The closest park site serving this community is Carozza Park, a six
acre park located just .42 miles north of State Route 180, a six-lane divided highway, which also serves as a
stormwater retention basin by the Fresno Flood Control District and is not available for public from November
through April.
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On March 28, 2012 the Parks, After School, Recreation and Community Services Department (PARCS) was
awarded a $3.1 million grant from the State of California Department of Recreation, Statewide Park program
(Proposition 84) for the construction of the new Martin Ray Reilly Park at 750 N. Chestnut Avenue. The Prop
84 grant was awarded to the City with a contract-pending requirement of completing the CEQA analysis. Per
the Prop 84 grant guidelines, CEQA needs to be completed within one year of the contract award, or the State
may rescind the grant award.

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING

An environmental assessment initial study was prepared for this project in accordance with the requirements
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. This process included the distribution of
requests for comment from other responsible or affected agencies and interested organizations.

Preparation of the environmental assessment necessitated a thorough review of the proposed project and
relevant environmental issues and considered previously prepared environmental and technical studies
pertinent to the Roosevelt Community Plan, including the Master Environmental Impact Report (MEIR
NO.10130) for the 2025 Fresno General Plan. These environmental and technical studies have examined
projected sewage generation rates of planned urban uses, the capacity of existing sanitary sewer collection
and treatment facilities, and optimum alternatives for increasing capacities; groundwater aquifer resource
conditions; water supply production and distribution system capacities; traffic carrying capacity of the planned
major street system; and, student generation projections and school facility site location identification.

The proposed public park has been determined to not be fully within the scope of Master Environmental
Impact Report No. 10130 (MEIR) prepared for the 2025 Fresno General Plan (SCH # 2001071097) and
Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for Plan Amendment No. A-09-02 (SCH # 2009051016) (Air Quality
MND) as provided by the CEQA, as codified in the Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21157.1(d) and the
CEQA Guidelines Section 15177(c). Therefore, the City of Fresno proposes to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for this project. All applicable mitigation measures of MEIR NO.1 0130 have been applied to the
project and this Mitigated Negative Declaration is tiered from that MEIR.

With the project specific mitigation imposed, there is no substantial evidence in the record that this project
may have additional significant, direct, indirect or cumulative effects on the environment that are significant
and that were not identified and analyzed in the MEIR or Air Quality MND. After conducting a review of the
adequacy of the MEIR and Air Quality MND pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21157.6(b)(1), the
Development and Resource Management Department, as lead agency, finds that no substantial changes
have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the MEIR was certified and the Air Quality MND
was adopted and that no new information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time
that the MEIR was certified as complete and the Air Quality MND was adopted, has become available. The
project is not located on a site which is included on any of the lists enumerated under Section 65962.5 of the
Government Code including, but not limited to, lists of hazardous waste facilities, land designated as
hazardous waste property, hazardous waste disposal sites and others, and the information in the Hazardous
Waste and Substances Statement required under subdivision (f) of that Section.

Therefore, based on the attached environmental assessment, staff has determined the project will not have a
significant impact on the environment and that the filing of a mitigated negative declaration is appropriate in
accordance with the provisions of CEQA Section 21157.5(a)(2) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15178(b)(1)
and (2). A public notice of the attached mitigated negative declaration finding for Environmental Assessment
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Application No. EA-13-002 was published on February 16, 2013 with no comments received within the 20 day
comment period.

FISCAL IMPACT

Adopting the environmental finding will allow the State to issue the grant contract. Funding for this project is
included in the FY13 budget. No General Funds will be used for the construction of the park. The PARCS
Department is working with the Council District to identify options for addressing the ongoing cost of
maintaining the park.

Attachments: Award Letter
Area Map
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, State of California -Natural Resources Agency

" 0 DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION • P.O, Box942896 • Sacramento, CA 94296-0001

March 26, 2012

Bruce Rudd, Asst. CitYJvlanager
City of Fresno, PARCSDepartment
2600 Fresno St
Fresno, CA 93721

Dear Bruce Rudd:

Edmund G.Brown Jr.,Governor

Ruth Coleman, Director

Congratulations! California State Parks' Office of Grants and Local Services (OGALS)
is pleased to announce its intention to award $3,165,365 for your Martin Ray Reilly Park
Project.

Round Two ofthe Statewide Park Program (SPP) was intensely competitive and your
project was one of the 64 selected for funding from a pool of more than 400 applications
requesting $1.3 billion!

To .ensure that your project will be completed without significant obstacles or delays and
that grant funds are spenton eligible costs, the grant contract will not be sent to you
until the following obligation(s) are completed:

• Mandatory Workshop - Your projectmanager/grant administrator must attend
the grant administration workshop on Thursday, April 19, 2012, from 9:00 a.m, to
3:00 p.m. The workshop location is at the George Sim Event Center located at
6207 Logan Street, SacramentO,CA95824. The workshop will review the grant
administration process,including audit requirements and long term contract
Obligations. Travel costs to.the workshop can .bechargedto the grant.

• California Environmel1tal Quality Act (CEQA) Pending - The CEQA analysis
resulting in a Notice ofExemption or Notice of Determination must be completed
Within one year of this grant award announcement CEQA costs are
reimbursable. If your agency cannot fund the cost of the CEQA analysiS OGALS
can issue a contract only for the amount needed to cover the CEQA analysis
costs - up to 10% of the grant award. Once the CEQA analysis is completed,
OGALS will issue a contract for the balance ofthe grant amount. IfCEQA is not
completed withinone year, OGALS may rescind the grant award and unspent
advanced grant funds must be returned.
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By signing the grant contract, your agency agrees to complete the project as described
in the successful application. Payments can be made after the grant contract is signed
by your agency's authorized representative and the state. Please refer to the
Proposition 84 "Grant Administration Guide" for grant process information. It is also
available at www.parks.ca.gov/grants.

The Grant Administration GUide will be discussed during the mandatory grant
administration workshop, and we will welcome your questions during the workshop and
throughout the grant process.

1

Our partnership will deliver this exciting and much needed project to your community in
a timely manner and within budget. Welcome to the OGALSfamily of Proposition 84
n1aTI'tees!
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CITY OFFRESNO

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Notioeof Intent was filed with:

The full Initial StooS' ahdtheMa~ter
f:nvfronmentallmpactR$port No. 10130

areonfile inthe Developmentand
Resource ManagementDepartment,

Fresno CityHall,.3rd Floor
2600 Fresno Street

.. Fresno, G$H.forrlic:193721
(009) 621 ..8277

eNVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT
NUMBER:

EA-13..002

FRESNO COUNTY CLERK
2221 Kern Street

Fresno, California 93721

on

F~fjruary 15,2()13

APPLICANT;

Ahorew Vand.erforo of the City ofFresno
PubflcWorks Department onbehalf Qf
PARCS
2101<3 Street, 'BlIiloing A
Fresno CA,93706

PROJECT lOCATION:

750 North. Chestnut AVehuei l ..ocateQonthe ea~tsioe <:if North
ChestnutAvenue, betweenE Turner Avehueandan on ramp to
State Route 180.

Asse.ssor's Parcel Number: 456-221..20T; 18T, 04T, 05T, 06T, 07T
081;09T

36" 45' 12.099" N, 119" 44' 7.7418# W

EnVjt(jljmenf~tJ\ssessment.APpU7ati(jnN(j. EA~13-()2 wasfil$dby J\n(lrewVanoetfol'd of theCityofF=resno
PUblic WorksDepartme~tonbehalfof the< PARC~divi~ion.The Cityproposestoc~nstructa newcommunity
p~d( ()nappro~imateJy3.·38acresof property located' adJacenttQ, andJlIst south of, State .RQute 180.between
Nogh Chestnut l3noNortbGl;lrden AVel'llIes. Tbe Parkwill incorpQrate reccreation ameniti(:}sthatwiU include.. put
I1titI.imitedto the fqlloWing:

• RlayeQllipment(1"ofLot$ d~sign~dfor ~ges:2 t05ahd 5to 12}Witha. shad(:}struoture overhead
• Ri<mic; taples withoverheao shl;lde structYres, bencheS, barbeques,etc,
•• l3asKetbaUcQllrtwithsports lightinQ,
•• Alloff-siteirnprQvernent~ rE3qlliredby vatlol.ls<.\genOies withjurisdiction,
• lAmeandE3rirwwaIk'Na¥qrollnothepl;lrR perimeter.
• Restroombuildingwhlchinqfllc:l~s'stQrflgEr room(s),q(.l~tqdial ,room, etc.
• parkjrjg.'?twifh trash ~ecE3Pta~les,.ljghting, etc;.
• A chiidren's water play featur(:)' will b.e biq laS an l;lo(f"~lterl"lat~i ~nq Will beqqOstfllctedif funding Is

available,
•• Asrnan mechanioal building (or room within r$stroombuilding). to enclose alid secufeall qfthe

meqt"lanical eq1l1pment:filtE3xs,PllmpS, irrigationcQotrols; Ugt"ltitlgCQotrol$xelectrical panels and
C?ntrols,securityequipment,; etc. . .. .., . .

• Othertypipal .imprQvement~ throuQboutthe park,slIch?s: seat waUs,atbofs, archwa¥s, sit~ furniture,
~igns,orinking fOLlntains, public art. flag. 'pole(s}&banners, Walk ways, fenCes. & gatas, site. Iigbtingj

GMUwalls, lan~spapinQ.turt; irri9.ationsystems,securityfE3ncing,seclIrity ,Jighting,eto,. .... .. •..
.Sustai.nable. Desigh::A,,$3,OOO,OOO grant fromPrQposition .84fllndsisth~principalsourceof funding for

theproject The grantrequires a commitm.ent to designing and bUjlditlgtheprojectusing ~Su~tainable

""TechniCtues".
:;

The pr()~osed pr?Jeotalso in?Jlld~$a$Ubsequ~ntc~nGlitionallJ$ePermit an(f r~lated .infl'astlllcture .and off
site improvements, TheSlIbjectsite is within the bpundaries pf the <2P25 FresnO ~en(:}ral Plan and
RQosevelt CQmmunity Planarea. Theproperty is ClIrrentlyuqdey,elopt:)o.and.iS planp¢d for Medium D~nsitY
Re$iGlentjatahd~oned R"A(Slng/£3 FamIly.Resldf)T1t;a/../1.gr.iol,1!tu(a/ DistricOzont7:di§trict Rursu.ant to Section



EA~13-002

Mitigat~d Neqatlve Declaration
February 15,2013

12-206.3-1, a public park is a use allowed subject toa conditional use permit in theR-A zone district.

rheCityof Fresno has conducted an initial study and proposes to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for
the above-described project. The environmental analysis contained in the Initial Study and this Mitigated
Negative Declaration is tiered from Master Environmental Impact Report No. 10130 (SCH# 2001071097)
prepared for the 2025 Fresno General Plan ("MEIR"); and, Mitigated Negative Declaration No. A-09-02
(SCH# 2009051016) prepared for the 2025 Fresno G.eneral Plan ("Air Quality MND"). A copy of the MEIR
and Air Quality MND may be reviewed in the City. of Fresno Development and Resource Management
Department as noted above. The proposed project has been determined to be a subsequent project that is
I)()t fully within the scope of the Master Environmental Impact Report No. 10130 ("MEIR) or Mitigated
Negative Declaration No. A-09-02(AirQuality MND) prepared for the 2025 Fresno General Plan. Pursuant to
Public Resources Code § 21157.1 and California Environmental Quality Act(CEQA) Guidelines § 15177, this
project has been evaluated with respect to each item on the attached environmental checklist to determine
Whetherthis project may cause any additionalsigrJificanteffect on the environment which was not previously
examined in the MEIR. After conducting a review of the adequacy of the MEIR pursuant to Public Resources
Code, Section 21157.6(b)(1}, the. Development and Resource Management Department, as lead agency,
finds that no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the MEIR was
cectifiedand that no newinforml:jtion, which was not knowl1and could not have been known at the time that
tbe MEIRwas certified as complete, has become available.

This completed environmental impact checklist form, its associated narrative, and proposed mitigation
measures reflect applicable comments of. responsible .and trustee agencies and research and analysls
conducted to examine the interrelationship between the proposed project and the physical environment. The
informatiohcohtained in the project application and its related environmental assessmentsappflcatlon,
responses to requests for comment, checklist,initial study narrative,andanyattachments thereto,combine to
f<.)t"m a record indicating that an initial study has been completed in compliance with the State CEQA
tSuidelines and the California Environmental Quality Act.

All new development activity and many nC)h"physical projects contribute directly or indirectly t()ward
cumulative impacts on the phY$ical. environment. It has been .determIned that the incremental effect
contributed by this project toward cumulative impacts is not considered substantial or significant in itself,
and/Qfthatcumulative impacts accruing from this project may be mitigated to less than significant with
application of feasible mitigation measures.

Based upon the evaluation guided by the environmental checklist form, it was determined that there are
fpreseeableimpacts from the Project that are additional to those identified in the MEIR,and/or impacts which
r(3qO!temitigatidn measures not included in the MEIR. Mitigation. M~asure Checklist. The completed
environmental checklist form indicates whether an impact is potentially significant, less thaosignificant with
mitl~ation,or less than significant. For some categories of potential impacts; the Checklistmay indicate that a
specific adverse environmental effect has been identified which is of sufficient magnitude to be of concern.
Sgch. an effect may be inherent in the nature and magnitUde of the project,of may be related to the design
and characteristics of the indi"idualproJect. Effects so rated are not s~ffiCientin themselves Iorsqulre the
preparationof an EnvironmentalImpact Report,and have been mitigated to the extent feasible.. With the
project specific mitigation imposed, there is no substantial evidence in the record that this project may have

.addItional significant, direct, indirect or cumulative effects on theenvironment that are significant and that
were. not identified and analyzed in the MEIR. .Both the MEIRmitigation che.cklist measures and the project
specific mitigation checklist measures will be imposed on this project.

The initial study has concluded that the proposed project will not result in any $dverseeffects.Whichfall Within
the'iMandatory Findings of$ignificance" contained in Section 15065 of the state 'CEQA Guidelines.

Thefindibg is, therefore, made that the proposed project will not haVe a Significant adverseeffect on the
environment



EA-13-'002
Miti9~tedNegt:ltive be¢laration
February'15, 2013

PREPARED BY:
Bonlque Emer$Qn,Sup~rvi$ing

Planner

DATE: February 15, 2013

Attachments:

'.-.

SUBMITTED BY:
Ie?

<~~
BoniqlleEmerson, Sup.ervislngPlanner
DEVELOPMENT & RESOURCE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

• VicinUy Map. Aerial PhQlo and Schemalic Plan
• NQtiq~ Qf lnlenlto Adopt a Mitigated Negative.Declaration
• Modified Appendix GTo Analyze Subsequent Project Identified In MEIR

No. 10130/MND For Plan Amendment A-Q9-02(Air Quality MND)/lniti~1
StudY\fol" EnVironmental AssessmentNo. EA,43-Q02

• ProjeclSpecific MiligalionM'oniloringGhecklisl
• Master Er)vjrOnmel1t~1 lmpa¢t Report (MEIR) No. 10130/SCH No.

200107t097 For the 2025 General Plan: MEIR Miligation
MOl'litQrin9Ghecl<li~tforEnyil"onmentaIAsse$smel1tNo.EA- 13-002

•• Master Environmental Impact . R~port .. (IVIE.If{l~e'liew Summary
(Attachment: $t~t!Js ofMEIRAnalysis with.Regardto Air Quality and .
ClimateChange)
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CITY OF FRESNO
NOTICE OFilNTENT TO.ADOPiA

Mtt\ f.\C\\-e..~f\)eC{&\\,·.J~ 't>e.c..\.tX(C:~\~· PV\

J.:nvlromnerttal Assessmel"ltAppUeatlon No. EA..13..002·,
JIJIal'tinRay Reilly Park

APPL.ICANT:
AndrfiW Val1derfbrdofthe City ofFresno
Public Works .Department on behalf QfPAR¢$
21Q1Q Street, Eh,jilding A
Fresno CAl 93106

PROJECT L.OCATION:

750 /'Ilbrth ChesfnulAvanue; Located on theeastside ofNQrth
CM$toj,llAvenue, between E.Tumer 'Avenue and anon ramp to
State Route 180.

A$sesSQl"s Parcel NUtnb.eJ:456..221 ..20T; 1Err,Q4T,·()5"T, O()T, 071
081;091

36!! 45' 12.099" N , 119°4\4' 1.7418" Vi.

E201310000037

Filedwith:

lFD[L·[!~
FtB 162013

.~.~

FRS.$f\J0qO~Nry Ci..ERl<
2221Kem StreeJ,Fresnp, Califorhla93721

EI'I\ft"pomental AS$~$sm~nt.A()J)ncatIQI'I No. ~A..13"Q2 Was TIled py J\l'Idrew Vander(()f'deftne~'ty. of Fr$snq
PubllcWr.>rks[)epartmenton behalfof.thePARC~ division, .. The Cltypropos(;Is tQ cPnstructa ineWCOmrnllni~
parI< ion ap.proXimately a;36acr~sof proPertYlpcatedadJacent .to, and lust sc>uthof, StateRoutet~Q b(;ltWe~n
NprthGhestnutand No.rthGarden Avenues. The ParkwUl incorpprate repr.eatipnamenities th~t willin¢Il.lf.fe,J)Ql
nolllooJtedto Ihefollowlng:

.Playeq~i~rnent('ToH.otsdesJgned forages2topand 6to1gJwitha shade $ttu¢tOr$ overhead.
•' Plcniotable.s with overheadshad(;lstruptllre~h penches. barpElqUes, etc.
• 6askelbalJ.c9urtwithspof't$li.gbting·
• Allgff.siteillJprpvementsreql.lired.by~aQPlJsag.en¢ie;,sWith Jurisdiction
• A mElandering'A'al~'A'~yarOl.lndtheparl< perJIlJ~t~r,
• Restroom building Whiohincl.l.ldes·sfprage rpPoo(s),custPdial rOdl'l'I, etc.
• ParkingldlWithtrashrec~ptaclesrlighfil1tlj;ietc.
• A children'S water play feature will be, bid as an add~altemate, and will beeonstrllCfed if fYl'1dhig is

available,
• A .smaU.mecnanical.bullding (OJ.toOnl .. Withinr'eStroqm .. QlIi.ldil'lg) .to.el1close ..and secur(;l. aU bfthe

mechanjcalequipment:filte;,rs, Pllmps,irrig~tl(jn cc:mtrdls, lightiOgcootrols, elElctrical panelsandCQntrols,
securityequlpmeof,elc.

.Qthertypl¢~limproVen1ents tbrou~ho~tthe .patk,§lIC~a$: seatwal's, atljots,archWays,site;,furnitute,
SI~l"lslqrit'lKlng .fOll~tains, public: art,flag.!polaCs) & banners, walk ·Wa'ls,fe"c$S. &.gat6s, .sifelighting,
CM~ waIls,laodscaping,tu~,}rrigati?nsystem~hS~CYrlty {(;lOping. seClIrity lfghfing•. etc.. .... .... ... . . .

.SustainableDesjgn:A$3,QO(),QQOgl'a.ntfrom>ProPQ~j~ionl34{updsis theprlncipalspurc~offt,m<:ling fpr
the proJect. The·grant reql.lires.a commitment todet;igning and puilding the prpject usillg"$ustain_able
Techniql.les"~

The proposed project also iOclude$8 subsequent CQnditionallJse permit an.d related infrastructure and off..site
Improvements. The .subject site is within the boundaries :afthe 2025 Fresno General Plan and ROosevelt
CornmunityPlanarea. The property is currently undeVelOPed 'and is planned for Medi.urh Density Resldentil:il
and zoned R..A (Single Family Resldentia/~Agricufturaf Distfict)zooedisfrict. Pursuant to Section 12';206.3..1, a
pUblic park isa use allowed subject toa conditional use perroIt'in the R..Azpne djsfrlct. .

E201310000037



Notice of Intent toFile

EA.13·()02
February 15,2013

The City of Fresno has conducted an iJiitial study of the above-described projectand it has beendetermined to
be a subsequent project that is not fullywithin the scppe ofthe Master Envirol1mental Impact Report No. 10130
(MEIR) prepared for the 2025 Fresno General Plan ($CH #2001071097) and Mitigated Negative Declaration
prepared. for Plan Amendment No.. A-09-02 (SCH# 2009051016) (Air Quality MND). Therefore, the
Development and Resource Management Department proposes to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for
thls.project.

With the project specific mitigation imposed, there is no substantial evidence in the regordthatthis project may
have additional slgnificant..dlrect, indirect or cumlllatiVE:l effects on the environment that are significant and that
Were not ldentltledandanalyzed in the MEIR orAir Quality MND.After conducting a. review of the adequacy of
the MEIR and Air Quality MND pursuant.te PUblic ReSQllrceS Codel Section 21157.6(b)(1), the. Development
and Resource Management Department, as lead agency, finds that neeubstantlalchsnqes have occurred with
respect to the circumstances under whi.ch the MEIR was certified and theAir Quality MNDwas adopted and that
no new information, which WaS not known.end coUld· not have been known at the time thatJhe MEIR was

. certified as complete and the Air QualityMNDwasa.dopted•. has become available. the prQject is not located
on a site which is included on any of the lists enumerated underSectiQn 65962.5 of the Govemment Code

. incllldiog,bllt not limitedto, lists of hazardous wastefacilitiesi.land;deslgl1ated as hazardous waste property,
hazardous waste disposalsitesandothersl and the information in the Hazardous Waste and Substances
Statement required undersubdivision (f)ofthat Section.

Additional lntormetlonon the proposed project, including the MElRIAlI' Quality MND proposed envi.ronmental
finding ofa mitigated negative declaration and the Initial stUdy may be obtained from the Development. and
Resource Management. Department, Fresno City.Hall, 2600 Fresno Street, 3rd.Floor Fresno, Room 3076,
California 93721-3604. Please contact Bonlque Smersqnat(S59)621-a024 for more information.

ANY INTERESTED PERSON may qpmmentonthe.proposed. environmental finding. Comm~nts must be in
writing and must state (1) the commentor's name and address; (2}the commentor's interest in, or relationship
to, the proJect; (3) the environmental determination being .commented upon; and (4) the specific reason(s) Why
the proposed environmental determination should orshotlld notbe made. Any comments maybe submitted at
anY time between thepubflcation date of this notice and close of busIneSS on March 11,2013. Please direct
comments to Bonique Emerson, Supervising Planl1er, CI~ ofFresnQDevelQpmentand Resource Management
Department, City Hall. 26QO Fresno Street,Room 3076,. Fresno, California, 93721-3604; or by email to
Bonigue.Emerson@fresno.gowor comments canbe sentbYfacsimile to (559)498,;1026.

INITIAL STUDY PREPARED BY;

BoniqueEmerson, Supervising Planner

DATE: February 15,2013

SUBMJTTEDSY;

Mike Sanchz, Planning MMager
CITY OFFRESNO DEVELOPMENT AND
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT
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1'v10DIFIEDAPPENOIX GrOANALVZE
SUBSEQUENT PROJECT IDENtiFIED INMEIRNO. tP130 IMND FOR PLAN

AMENDMENT A-09..02(AIRQUALITYMND} I INitiAL StUDY

Environm~ntalCh~cklistFo"m

For Environmental Assessment No.. EA"'13..002

1. Projecftitle: Environmental Assessment No. EAA3...002, Martin Ray ReillyPark

2. LeadageU)(:w name and addres$:

OitY .ofFresno
DeVelopmentandResource ManagemenfDepartmeot
2600.Fre$noStreet
Fre$no, CA93721

3. Col)tapt per$(:lr'l: and phooenumber:
Sonique Emerson, $upervi$ing Planner
(659) p2f~g024

4. Project!ocation:

7.50 North Chestnut Avenue; Located ontheeast side of North ChestnufAvenue, between E
Turner Avenue and anon ramp to State Roote 180. .

Assessor's Parcel Number: 456-221..20T, 18T, 04T,05T, 06T,07T
08T,09T

36° 45' 12.099" N, 119" 44' 7.7418" W

.'

5.

6.

7.

.8.

PrOject5po.nsor~s namean(i :address:
An?feW'tanderfordof'fheGitYof Fresno
PublicV\lorksDeparlment on. behalJ of PAReS
2t01G~treet,Buildiog A
Fre$no QA,93706

General plandesignation:

Medium DensitY Residential Planned LandUse

Zoning:

;R..A (SingLe Family Residentla/~AgriculturalDistrict). zonedistrict

Description of project:'

Envi~olJmental Assessment Application No. EA·13..02 was filed by Andrew Vanderford of
the CitY of Fresno Public Works Department on behalf of the PARes division. The City
proposes to construct a new communitY park onapproximatelY3.B8 acres of property
located adjacent to, and just south of, StateRoute 180 between North Chestnut arid North
Garden Avenues. th~ park will jncorporate J:eqreationamenitie.s that will include, but not
limited to the folloWing:

• Play equipment(Tot Lots designed for ages 2 to 5 and 5 to 12) with a shadestruqture
overhead.

• Picnic tables withoverhead shadestructures, benches, barbeques, etc.
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• Basketball courtwith sports lighting.
• AU off-siteimprovements required byvartous agencies with jurisdiction.
• A meandering walkwayaroundfheparkperimeter.
• Restroom building which includes storage room(s}, custodial room, etc.
• Parking lotwith trash receptacles, lighting, etc.
• A children's waterplayfeature Will be bid as an add-alternate, andwill beconstructed •. if

funding.is aVi3i1able.
• A small mechanigal. building (or room. within restroom. building) to enclose and secure

all of the mechanical equipment: filters, pumps, irrigation controls, lighting controls,
electrical Pi3nelsand contro!s,security.equipment,etc.

• Othertypical improvements throughoutthe park, suchas:seafwalls,arbors,archways,
site Jurniture1signs, drinking fountains, public art, flag pole(s} &banners, wi3lk ways,
fences &g;3tes,site lighting, CMU Wi3US, landscaping, turf, irrigation systems,security
fencingisecurity Iighting"efc.

• Sustainable Design: A $3,0001000 grant from Proposition 84 funds is the principal
source of funding for the project. The grant requires a commitment to desigl1ing and
buildin.g the projectusing "SustaInable.Techniques".

9. Surrounding landusesand setting:' (Briefly describe theproject'cssurroundings)

North

South

E.ast

West

Plal'lll~d Land Use

StateRoute 180

Medium Density
Residential

MediumDensity
Residential

MediumDensity
Residential

Neighborhood
Oornmerclal

ExislingZonillg

NIA

R..A
(Single Family

Residential-Agricultgral)

R-A

($ingle FamilyResidential..
Agricultur~1)

R-1

{Single Family Residential)

EXistingLand Use

StateRoute 180

Single Family- ReSidential

Single FamilyResidential

SingleFamily Residential

10. Other publicagencies 'whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financingapproval,or
participation agreement): Fresno MetropolitanFlood Control District, Cityof Fresno Building
and Safety Division, County ofFresno Department of Public Health, and the SanJoaquin
Valley Air Po/lUtiOr'1 Cohtrol Disfrict.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
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Pur$Q~ntt(). PublicResOLJrc~sCode$ection21157.1 (b)~nd CEQA GUidelines 15177(b)(2.),. the
purpose of this MEIR initial studyi~c to.analyze whether the sUbsequentproject was,described in the
Master Environmentallmp~ctReportNo. t01aO ..,and Whetherthesubse9I.Jrntpr<>jectm~y cause any
additionCilsi,~nificant effect on the environment, which 'v\fa$ not previpusly exarninedil1MEIR No.
101ao ("MEIR") or the Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for Plan Amendment A-09-02 .to
amend the AieQualityElement of the 2025 F'resno General Plan (S()H#2009.0~a01e) ("AiI"Ouality
MNP").

Thr environmental,factors, chrcked. cbe.low (jfany)woOI~ bepotel'ltiaUy ,affectedt>Y this project,
lnvolvin~atleastone impact that isa ('Potentially Significant Impact" as indic<ltedbY the checklist on
the followingpages.

Aesthetics

Biological Resources

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Land Use/Planning

PopUI~tion lHousing

___ Transportationrrraffic

Agriculture and Forestry
Resources'

Cultural Resources

Hazards &Hazardous
Materials

Mineral Resources

Public Services

.____ Utilities/ServiceSystems

Air Quality

Geology ISoils

Hydrology/VVaterqu<llity

Noise

Recreation
Mandatory Findings of

___ Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

I find that the proposed project is a subsequent projectidentifled in the MEIR and that
it is fUlly within the ,scope of the MEIR and Air Quality MND because it would have no
additional significant effe,cts that were hot examined in the MEIR or the Air Quality
MNbsuch thatn.o new addjtional mitigation measure.~ or alternative~ may be required.
All applicable mitigation measurescontajnedin the Mitigation Monitoring Checklist
shall be imposed upon the proposed project. A. FINDING OF CONfORMITV will he
prepared.

. X I find that the proposed project is a subsequent project identified ln the MEIRand Air
Quality MND but that it is. not fUllyWithin the scope of the MEIRand Air Quality MND
becau~e the proposed project could hav~ a significant effect <m th~ environment that
was not examined in the MEIR or Air Qualify MND. However;. there wlll not be a
significant effect in thIs case becauserev'ision~ in the project have been made by or
agreed to by the projectproponent. The project specific mitigation measures and all
:applicable mitigation measures contained jn the MEIR Mitigation Monitoring Checklist
will be imposed upon the proposed project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

-3-
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I find that the proposed project is asubsequentprojecfidentifiedinthe MEIR but.that it
MAY have a significant effect on the environment that was not examined in the MEIR
or Air Quality MND, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT IS required to
analyze the.potentiallysignificanteffeptsnot examined. in the MEIRor Air Quality MND
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1(d) and CEQA Guidelines
15178(a).

-Z-I&~I;;S
Date

EVALUATION OFADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS NOT ASSESSED IN THE MEIR or Air
Quality MND:

1. For.purposes of thisMEIR Initial Study, the folloWing answers have the corresponding
meanings:

a~. ... "Nolmpacf' means the sUbsequent proJElct wiU .not cause any additional significant
effecLrelated to the threshold under consideration which was not previously examined in the
MEIRor Air QualityMND.

b. "less Than Significant Impact"means there i.!san impact related to the threshold under
conslderatlon that was not previously examined in the MEIRor Air Quality MND, but that
impact is less than significant;

c."Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation" means there isa potentially
significant impact related to the thtesholdunder consideration that was not previously
examine(jin the MEIR orAir Quality MND, however, with the mitigation incorporated into the
project, the impact is less than significant.

d. i'PotentiallySignificant Impact"means there is an additionalpotentially significant effect
related to the threshold underconslderaflon that was-notpreviously examined in the MEIR or
Air Quality MND.

2. A briefexplanation is reqUired foral! answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources a lead agencY cites in the parentheses following each
question. A "No Impact" answer: is adequately supported if the referenced information. sources
Show thatihe tmpact sjmptydoes not apply to.projects llke the one involved (e.g., the project
fallsoutside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impaci"arlswer should be explainedwhere it is based
on project-specific. factors as well as .general standards (e.g., the project will not expose
sensitivereceptors to pollutants, based on a proJect-:specific screening analysis).

3. All answersmust take account of the whole action itlVolved, including off-siteas well as on-site,
cumulatlveas well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational. impacts.

4. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
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checklist answers must indicate whether fhe. impact is potentially significant, less thap
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate.
if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant If there are one or more
"Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determinationls made, an EIR is required.

5. A "Finding of Conformity"is a determination based on an initial study that the proposed project
isa subsequent project identified in. the MEIRand that it isflllly Within the scope of the MEIR
and Air Quality MND because it would have no additional significant effects that were not
examined in the MEIRorthe Air Quality MND.

6. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigationlncorporated" applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effectfrom"Potentially Significant Impact"
to a "Less Than.Sign'ificaht Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures,
and briefly explain how they reduce the effect toa less than significant level (mitigation
measures•. from SecticmXVII, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced)..

7. Earlier'analyses may be used where, pursuant to the.lieril1g,program EIR or MIER, or other
CEQA process, an effect hasl:~eenadequ<:itelyanalyzedin.aneadierEIRor negative
declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(0).. In this case, a brief discussion should identify the
following:
a) Earlier Analysis Us.ed. Identify and state where they are.available for rl3View.
b) Impacts Adequately Addressed, Identify which effects from the above checklist were

within thescope<ofandadequatelyanalyzed in the MEIR or another earlier document
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed
bymitigation measuresbased On the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant With Mitigation
Measures.lncorporated,"describe the mitigation measures which Were incorporated or
refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific
conditions for theproJe,ct.

8. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information
sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference toa
preViously prepared or outside documentshould, where appropriate,inclUde a reference to the
page or pageswhere the statementissllbstantiated.

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

10. this is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however,
lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a
project's environmentaleffects in whatever format is selected.

11. The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, usedto evaluate each question; and
b) The mitigationmeasure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance

-5-
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Potel)tially L~ssThan Less Than$igl'1ifiQant
ENYIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant

withi\iOtig~tidJ')
SignjfiQant No Impact

Iml1act Jnc(jJlJoratecJ Impact

l. AESTHETIC.S -.. Wouldthe project:

~) Haveasl,Jbstantial adverse effect on a
s.cenicvista? x
b) ·SU6stantiaUyqal11ag(i} scenicre~o~roes,
incluQin~,put notlit;niteq to, trees,. rock xoutcropping$, -and historic bUildings within a
stale Men.ic highway?
c)SubstantiaUy degr~de the existing visual
character or qualitY of the site and its x
sl1rr(j\.10dinf1$'? · .
d) Oreate~. new source9fsuP$t~nti~J light or
gl~re wnieh woulq aclverselyaffect day or x
niglJttiJDe~ieWs i.l1 thearEia?

There are no sceriic vistas in the area. The project area is withIn a sIngle family residential neighborhood
and. does not contain a scenic vist;;i within viewing dIstance of the project site. Therefore, the proposed
project would have no impact on a scenic vista..

The project site is not within or adjacentto a s.tate scenic highway. The project site consists of vacant land.
Given the exislingconditions of the siteahd thesurrbunding area, the project will not substantially degrade
the existing visual character or quality of the site. and its surroundings. In fact, because the proposed
project wiU add lush landscaping and other amenities and will elimInate a vacant lot, the proposed park will
actually improve the visual character and quality of the site and its surroundings. The project will notcreate
a new sQurce of SUbstantial light ot glare which would affect day or night time views in the project ~rea,
given that during the project revIew process, staffwill ensure fht:lt Iigl:1ts comply With the requirements of the
Fresno Municipal Code and/or'standard drawings.

Conditions to ensure the project is aesthetically appealing will be further defined in the future sUbmittal of a
conditional. use permit application. .In addition, ihe project will be subject totheaestheti.c mitigation
me~suresideritified in MEIR No.. 10130 prep~red for the 20.25 Fresno General Plan as. indicated em the
attached Mitigation Monitoring Checklist dated Febr\.1ary 15,2013. As a resUlt, the project will have a less
than significant impact on aesthetics.

-6~
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

II. AGRIQULTURE AND FORESTRY
RE:SOI.,JRCES: tn d~t~rmining Wh~th~r
impacts to agricultural resourcesar~

si~nificant environmental .~ffect~... lead
agencies m9Y refer to th~ Califqrni9
Agricultural Land ...Evaluationand .$ite
Assessment Model (1997) .prepared by the
California Dept of Cons~rvation· as an
optional model to liSe Irt assessihQ impacts
on agricUlture and farmland. _. WoUld the.
project:
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Fai'mlandof StateWide
IrnPQftanCe (Farmland), .asshoWn.Qn. the
maps prepared purSuant to the Farh1.land
Mappinl'Jand .Monitorhlg Program .of the
california Resource.sAgency, to 00,0

agticult\.lraLl.I.~e?

bJ Confllctwitb. e~lstrngzoningforagrlC(Jltutal
u~e, ora WiUia.mgonActconW~ct?

c) ConflictwitheXisting zoning {or,or cause
retolling of, forestland (as .defined in Public
Resources Code... section.. 12220(9»,
timberlan('j (as(jefin~dby Public .R~soutces
Codesectiorl 4p2~)i .or timb~rland.zoned

Timberland proquction(9s .d~fineqby

GOllernm~ntGode section 51104(g)1
d) Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion offorest land tonon-forest use?
e) InYolVe .oth~rchahges .in the existing
environment which, d\.l~ to their Io.cation or
r')?tQr{')i{;Qt!ld r¢~t.I(t in cpnYer$ipl) of
P9rrnland; to nOI')"~gl"iclllttlr~1 us~?

Potentially
SigOificcu:tt

Impact

less Than
Significant

with Mitigation
lncomorated

Less Thaf!
Si~nif,caot

Impact
No Impact

x

x

x

ToePl"oJecl wi!'. not Conv~rt Prime Fal"mland!UniquePal"ml~nd, .. ot Fa.trtlland ()fStatewide.ImportanQe to a,
'oqn"agricultl.lrall.lse b~cau~e theproJectisnotloGated on~f:lidf:lreas,»'ccQrdirrg to lIte Rural .. Land Mapping
Sd.itionof theFl"esno CountY Important Farmland ... .2008, tile sUbjectsitei~con$ider~d ~Urpf:ln'f:lnd Elqjlt-
LIP land". The subject site is no.t adjac~ntto'9rint ... yicinityof,anyother landthatis plan~edor zoned for
agl"iculturaluse. In addition, basedon a review. ofaefjalphoto~raphs, .itappef:lrs thatihesite hf:lS not peen
t1~derGtdtivationsinpe.atleast1g9~; .The site ~Q~~ not'hf:lve .~. WiHiam~on .Act contract. .The proposed
projectwill not conflict with existing zoning for,orcausetezonil'l9 of, forestlancl,timPerland. qrtimberland
'AQn~d Timb/:lrland prqductiqn. The prqjectwill not r~sult in thEJloss of forestland ()FCOflVe:rsiqllPffore.s.t
landt()non--fQresfuse becausethestlbj~ctPro~~rtydoeS{I"l~tc()nt~ill forestland..1~$ propqsedpark is.:rlot
~)Cpect~d to .resqltin conversion Qffarrn'f:ln~l toanp!'1-f:lgricultural.use b~Gauseth~suJjJect site 1s. in.a
:completely urban area, is designated forurbandeveloprnent by me '202$ Fres!'1p<3eneraIPIf:ln,and will



InitialStudyfor l::A-13-002
February 15,2013

serve an existing community.

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

III. AIR QUALITY - (VVheraavailable, the
signifioance criteria established by the
applicable air qualitY management or air
pollutioncontrol districtmay pe reU.ed upon to
make thefollowir19 determinatior1s.)--
Would the project:

a) ConfIictwithor obstruct lmplernentatlon.or
the applicable air qualityplan (e.g., by having
potential emissions of regUlated criterion
pollutants which exceed the .san Joaquin
Valley Air Pollution Control Districts
.(SJVAPCD) adopted thresholds for these
pollutants)?
b) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially .to an existing or.
projeotedair qU~lityviolation?

c) Result ina cumulatively conSiderable net
lncrease ofany criteria pollutanlfor Which the
project region is hOl1~~ttainment wnder an
applicablefederal or state ambient airquality
standard (including releasing emissions
WhiCh exceedquantitativethres!Jolds for
ozone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pOllutant.concentrations?
e) Cre~te objecti0I1C\b1eodors affecting a
sUb$t~nti~1 number ofpeople?

Potentially
Significant

Impact

lessThan
Significant

with Mitigation
Incorporated

less Than
Significant

Impact

x

No Impact

x

x

x

x

the proposed project will comply with the Air Quality Elementofthe 2025 Fresno General Plan and the
Goals, Policies and Objectives of the Regional Transportation Plan adopted by the Fresno CouncH.of
Fresno County Governments; therefore the project will not conflict with or obstruct an applicable air quality
plan. The.project must. comply with. the construction.and. development requirements of the San JoaqUin
Valley Air Pollution Control District, therefore, no violations of air quality standards will occur. The project
will not occur ata scale or scope with potential tccontnbute substantially to existing or projected air quality
violation. The project will not occur at a scale or scope which will result ina cumulatively considerable net
increase Ofa criteria pollutant for which the project region is non..attainment.

The Roosevelt. Community Plan and the 2025 Fresno General Plan desj~natethesubjectsiteas medium
density residential and the subjectsite.iszoned for residential uses. Given that the existing zone district
allows a park use subject toa.conditonal use permit, the proposed project isnot. proposing development
beyond that examined in MEIR No. 10130 for the 2025 Fresno General Plan or the Mitigated Negative
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Oedaratio!J. prepared for Plan Amendment A.,09~02 to amend the Air Quality Elernentofthe 2025 Fresno
General Plan. Theproposed project is. not proposing ausewhi¢h wHlcreate opJectionableodors; therefore
it will notpreate.. ob1ectionable odors affecting a substantialnurnbera¥ people. The proposed project is not
expected to generate. substantial pollutant concentrations; therefotetheproject will create pollutants that
would impact sensitive receptors.

A park could beponsidered.a. "sensitive receptor"fypeuse. .Given that there is a freewayirnrnediately
acijacent to the site, there is a potential fe>rthee~posu.re of sensitive receptors tosqbstantial pollutant
concentrations. .In actuality,apark is lessot a sensitive receptor than a single family horne or a school
because peqple do not useparks onadaHy basis andareusqa/iYatparksforol1lyafewhqursat a time. In
generah rnost people probablY spend aboutas muchtime at the parRas theywOQldat anoutdoorshopping
mall .:(whichqsuallyare located.near, oradJelcent to, free!ay. Ol1l12mps).... 'Thus, .. a park.should ,not.be
considered a sensitive receptor because itwouldseem that people would .be exposed tosubstantiallyles.s
pollution at a park than a single family homeor a schoolpepelqse people do not spend significantamounts
of time atparkS.

Although this park .is.notconsideredaSen$iti~e receptor. it!eUldstill benefit the communityto.provide as
much mitigation related to airquality as possible. A 2008 wirld tunnel study conducted ell the University of
California, Davis showed that all formsefeVergreen ve~etationwere.able te> remOve 30% to 80% ()fvery
fine particles at wind. velocities below r~qghly two O1i1es per howr .ciuring the '2tQ4seconcis in which the
particles were !ithinthe vegetation chamber. RedINoadanddeodar were.about tWice as effective as live
oak. For this reason, as a mitigation measure, redwood and deogar trees $hall peplanted along theel1tir~

perim~ter of the ParR thatabQt$th~ Fr~ewaY180 onramp,

:Purtherrm)t~~thisproJe¢tmust fllIIY~QmelY'Vlith R,uleQ?1~fromth:$an.J()'aquln\t~lJeyAirP(>11l1.tionContro.1
Oi$trict. (SJVAPQD)..' This. Rule (also called 'Indirect Spurce Review or ISR)provige$ .forincQrpPl12tio.nofa
wider90ge ofrniti9aUon01~aswres into. .proje.cts,andleYie~fees for pOllutantsg~nerated~ydevelopment
pr()jects"franspo[tationanddevelopment ptoject$. The fees are used to provide for re~i6nalairqlJality

impro'lementsand miU~atio.ns.Specifically.Rulef)S1 0 reqQiresthat op~rational.(traffjc..a~$ociated) NOX
al"l<:JPM10emissionsbe reduGed. py atleels! 33.3% .and. 45~, respectively,and. con$tructioneql.liprm:mt
NOI< andPM1 Oemissionso.fProjects pe reduced Py at lea.st2Q% 'and4!?%. resp~ptively.

The SJVAPGD, in a letter submitted .as a respql1Se. tOcl [eql.lesl fotc0r11lJlel'lts Ql'lthlS envirQnment;:tJ
assessment, .indicated that.the.projectis.subjectto District. Rule 9510... The.applicant isrequireci tQ gq
thro.Wgh the IndirectSowce:Review Proce$$ with theairciistriGtduring the OQl')ciiti()nall.J.s~ Permit propess.

"the Mplg prepatedforthe ~025Fr~sno GenerafPlal1requireS thatthaltbe mostcurrent version ()fthe
URBEMIS computer modelpe .. used to analyze de'lelopmentprQjeGts and :estirnate future air pollutant
ernissions fhat'canpee}(pecteci to.be.generated.fromQPE:lrationalemi$sions (vehicular. traffic '. associated
with the project), area'wide emissions (sour?es sqch~~ 9ngoing maintenanceaqtivities and Useo.f
~ppliances),$ndqQnstrucfjonaGtivities. In JUly 201,2 URaEMIS WaS r~placedbY CalE,EMod.

The GalEEModcorfjPwterroodel evaluates the foUoWingernissio.ns: '.. OZQnept'ecur$or~(gea¢tiVeOrganic
\3ases (ROG) and. NOX; QO, sOX,bothrefjulatedcategoriE:lsof partic~late rpatter,and the9reenhoU$e S~s

carbQOdroxi9~ (002). Theme>cieJinGQrPoratesge09raphh:~aUy"'cl.1stomize(Jdataon localvehiG/es, weather,
andSJVAPCD Rules. . '
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Tbe OalEEMpd cpmput~t mo(iel requites information regarding theprojectand its setting. This analysis was
done withInformCitionCi\l~Uableatthe currents.tage pf projectapproYCiI.andreasonableassu01pti~n$ as to
timing and methods of construction. The lan(i use dataproyided JnCalEEMod was fora 3.38acre City
Park. Timing ofconstruqtion was estimated with. a startdate ofSeptembetof 2013With a completion dated
ofOctober2014.

PROJECT CONstRUCTION AIR QUALITY IMPACtS

[all data given in tonstyeat] ROG NOx CO 802 PM1 0 PM2.5 CO2

Totals 0.67 4.60 3.~1 0.00 0.37 0.33 500.17

L~v~1 ofSlgrlifi9al'l.9~ fO 10 100 27.375 14.6 N/A N/A

the CalEEMod rnodelprojects that the proposecfproject will not exceedthe threshold ofsignificahce limits
for regUlated Cilr ppllutCin,fs.$iocettle;prpjeqtvviU not beconstruqted'Cindoqcupied duringthesame.y~at;

these airpoUutionimPCict factors wou.ld nptbeadditive with the ongoing emissions related to dailyactiviUes
of projecfoccuPCints, Ciss,et forttlin fhe tCiple ibelow~

DUring the cljt)structipo.phase9ftbis.pr9jeGtflradin~an(i,trenchin~on the .site may~enetate. particUlate
ll'lCitterpollutionthrpl.lgbf~~.itiyedu~temissi9ns.. $JVf\PCQRegulation\l'Ua?(iresses not onlyconstructipn
and demoJition(iusf control meCisure~,. but also reflulatesong9it1g malntenCinceofopen ~;roundareas that
maY create el'ltrained.dust from hi~h winds...The applicantis required to prov1delands,capiogpo the project
s,1te whichwill cQntC\intrees to as,slst in theabsor:ptlon of air ppllutants, reduce ozone levels, and curtail
stormwater runoff.

OPERATIONAL AIR QUALITYIMPACTS OFTHE PROJEOT

lalldE;l.la giv~13 ih tQt1s/year} ROG NOx CO S02 .PM1° PM2.5 CO2

Totals O.Q1 ()J)a'" 0.05 0 0.01* 0.00 11.47

Level ofSig....ifi,cance 10 10 1PO 27.375 14.6 N/A N/A
.

*GOlJJphanoe WIth Rule 951Q, l.ndlrectSource ReVIew, wdl tesult In the furth.er reduotlon. of NOXand PM10
pollutants

Itt .Sl.lmmarv. Witb.complia9ce With;$*is,tit1~pplicies, ru1es,C\nd regqlC\tions,. tbeprqppsed .proj~ctwill not
s,ignificantI¥· impaqllocalair qUCility. The'proposed project will notpr:eCite. additionalair9LJaJifyil'l1PC\cts,
b~yond. those .. Cilrear.1Y.Cissesse(i ... the· ;~I3IR .prePGlred .f9r ... the.ZP4g.J==reSl1oGeneral Plan and Plan
Amendmenf NO ». A,,09,,0021o amend theAir QuaHty elementprtPe .2025 FrasnoGeneralPlan,

Poteoti~UY
l.:e$$TbM Less, :rb~lt).

ENVI~ONMENJAL IS$UE$ SigOificilOt; Sigllifi'cant $igrJificMt No h)1pactwIth MitigatIonImpact incorporated ImPact
IV. BIOLdGICAL RESd.l.JROES -- Would the
project:
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a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications; on
any species identified aSl3 candidate,
sensitive,orspeciatstatLls speciesinlocat or
regionat.plans,. policies, 01' re9ulations, or by
the CalifbrniaPepartment of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fishand WildlifeSer\tice'?

b)Havea substantial aqYerseeffect On any
riparian habitat or other $¢h$itive natural
comrhunityidentifiedin .. Jocal or regional
plans, .policies, regulations .or . by .the
California Department ofFish and Game or
U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have asubstlilntialadverseeffect on
federally protected wetllilnds as defined .by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
Oncludirl9, bot notlirrlited to, marsh, vernal
pool, ¢()astalr~tc.) thro.U~mdire¢trem()Val,
filling, hydrological inter'rl.lptibh,orother
means'? .

<I) e1nterfere. substantially With thernoyelTlent
ofany native resident OJ migratp\'Y fish()r
wildlifespeqie$ or wi.tli estlil~lishecl native
r¢sidentor migratOry WiJejlifecor@ors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites'?

e)Cooflict withahy local Policies or
ordinances protecting I:)iologi¢a! res.Ol1rces,
SUch as a tr.8Elptes¢rvatioI1Policy or
ordinance'?

f) Conflictwith the ptovi~ioJjs of anadopt¢Cl
Habitat Coriserva~ion Plan, N<:1I:Liral
yOrnmllllityQon$ervati<:>t"1 P!an,O( other
aPproved· local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan'?

x

:X

x

x

x

x

T6e project wiUnot haVeaSllbstahtial a~Wersee~e?f,eith$rqirectiyor through haljitaf mo.(jifiG~tiohs,ohany
Speqj~s identified as ·~·pani::ljgate, .sensi~ive.• orspe.qia.1 sJl3tussPecies in Igca10r{~Si8nal plan§, polioiesl or
refjulations,or by the RalifomiaDepartment of Fi~h g~cl'Gart1eor U.S. ~ishandWildlife$ervicei because
§aicl species are not .identifi~d to b~ .loc~tt7q Witt1inth~pr(jject~re~.~nd. pep~U$~'the. subject site Was
J}r~viously oGGupiedpy sinSI~ family homes, .Tnere' is norip~rlan~api~~tor any Gther: ~ensitive natllral
oomltluQityicl~ntifI~din J.ne Vicinityof fheproposegprojeotpy the.QaUfbj"l'lia OepartmentofFish and Galtle
grthe US Fisf1 and. Wildlffe ServiCe. NofedE3ra!fy prdteoted Wt7t1anclsa;re localeclor:l thesupjeGt site;
therefore. there woqleJ be no .ifl"lpacts tospeQies•.riparian habitat .oro~t1ersensltivecommuni~ies. ang
Wetlands, The projectsite is not looated in an ~rt7acOm~inin'fj native r~sidents or migratoryfiSh or Wildlife
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speci~s.. The project.siteh~s no treeso{ other veget~tic>n th~tQ6uld pe considered ~ .. biological resourCe
and thus the project wHl .not conflict with anylocal.polIcies or ordinanCes protecting biologiqal resources,
suehasa tree preservation policyor ordinance. There .areseveral existing trees onthe.sit~,ofwhich three
vvHl r~main. . The existing palm trees will be removed: however,these wHl be replaced with more park
appropriate trees. The project area is. notlo.eat~d within an adopted l1abitc:lt COnservation Plan, Natural.
Community Conservation Plan, orotner ~pproved local, regional,. or-state habitatconservatio,nplah.

ENVIRONMENTAL I.SSUES

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the
project:

a) Cause asubstantialadverse change in the
sighificanceof anlstarical resource as.
defined. iti'15Q64,5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological 'resource
pursuant to '15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

d) Di$forb any 'hQlJiarl remains,inclu<.:Hrlg
tho,se ihterred outside of formal cemeteries? ..

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less Than
Significant

with Mitigation
Incorporated

x

x

Less Than
Si9l'lificant

Impact
No Impa(:t

x

x

rme pf()j~9t isnotpl'oposinga ,change toa.histprical or archaeoloSical resoutb,e.Theteare nO buildings
th~t 'NUl be, demolishedinthec?nstructionof thepropO$edpc:ltk.· . There are no known paleontological
resources-or' human .remainsthatexist within the project area,.ther~fore;there will be no change ·or
disturbing ofsaid resources/remains: H0'Never, pr~Yiously unKnoWn archaeologiCal.t~sclUtcesorhuman
r~source,s,co~rd, b~, distllrbed, ,durin~project .construction.. '.. l1owe'ler~ me~spres C9r1t~ined ,withintt16
attachedrvtasterEnvirorllnentallnJP~ctReportNo:'1()1aQ-4025Fr~snoGeneral Plc:lnMitigalionMonitoring
Checklist datedFebruary 15,2013Will mitigate tnispotential ilTlpactfQ les~than significant.

1"he.proposed. project Will implement. ;~hd inc()mort3Je,~$?pprOpriate" the cUltlltal resource. related
rnitigationme~Sllres~S idel1ti~ed. jr1 the, att~ehe.<lM~ster .l5nvironmental.lmpact ReportNo.101$O-2Q25
~resno General Plan. MitigatiohMonif(.)ring,GheckUstdated.Feotllaryt5, ,2()r~Jahd thus the impacts to
ellitural resources willhe lessth~nsigni,ficc:lnt.

.
L~$$tn~il'l

PQt~ntil;lJty
;Sigl)ifj~;:trlt

Less ThaI)
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant \VItti lViitig~~i()i'1

Signifi(:~ult NQ Impl;lct
II"Ilpact

II)(:QtJ)Qrat~d . Impact

VI. GEOLOGY ANO SOILS -- WOUld the
project:
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a) Expose people or structLlrf:ls to potential
substantialadvers.eeffects, including therisk
orloss, injlJI"Y, or death hwolVing: .

i) Ruptureofa knownearihquake fault, as
delineated on the (riost recent AlquishPrlolq
Earthqucake Fault Zoning Map lsslIed by the
state Geologist for the carea or p~secl 011
()thersub~tantial evidenceqfa knovm fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geqlogy
Special Publication 42.

Ii) Strongsel~h1icground shaking?

iii) $eish1lc~relatf:ld groUnd failure, including
liquefaction?

b) Re~ult in sUbstcanticalsoil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

0)Be located on ag~aloglc Unit orsoil that is
:unstable,orthat.wouldljecome uJlstable as
'a resultof the project, and potentially result
10 On- orQff-sitf:l,landsHde~latf:lrafspreading!

subsidencejliqtiefGiction <:>r collapse!?

d) Belocated onexpcansive so1l,as defined in
Table 18:"1-8. of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks lolife or
property{?

e) Have soils incapaple of adequately
supporting ,the.usEl of septic tanKS or
alternativ~waste .water disPQsa[ .systems
where seWers are not available for the
disposal Qfwaste water?

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Th$.slte Was previously u~edfor singlet~mily homes..th.ere are.no!RtlPwnSeoIP9'\C hazarqs Qr 1Il1sl}Xble
s~i1 conditionsk~own to existonthe projectslte•...Fre~.no has.DO known active earthquake fauUsand isnol
in any Alquist-PriolqSpecial StUdies Zon.e.Oevelopment QftOe properwre.ql.liresGOrnpliah.ce witbsr~ding
anddrainam~staiJdardso! lhe QityofFresnoaneFresnQ Metr<;}polita~ FlotJd.Control. Dislri¢t Standards.
Ihe project c1oes.notinvolve the use of.as7ptiptank .or., ~n.·~I.ternative. Wa.ste .watw.qlsposal s.ystem!
therefore there is nQirnpact to. thes?it .Noadverseenviroomenfal effects related to .topqgrapby, soils or
geology are expected asaresultof tnis/ project;

Jhe proposed project is. reqUired tQ .ppmplyWlth.standard tEl'q\.drements~ncJ procedures. rn}XnQatedbyfhe
Counfyof Fresno.Department pf. Pl.lbli¢ He~lthjWhiCh Include,.. requirernentsand propedures . for the
~bancJpnmen~rernoval ofwaterweUs, septiq sYstems P[ undeX9[Pl.lnd:st~>rage lanl<sthaf.eXist PI' havel:>een
~bandoned within theproject area. .
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NOpQversee/1vironment$leffedts f$l$ted to toro~taphy,$oilsor~eolo~jY?r~ $x~eqled as a re~unofthi$
proj~dt As a mitigatioll.meciSUre, the. applicant has beenreql.lired to comply witnfhe recommend~tio/1S
contained in a geotechnical .study. dated MCi.rch .25,,. 20Q8 prepCiregfor the subj~gt site. In addition,
imPlementation. of the miti~ation measures .listed in MEIR No. 10130 and.the. attached MEIR Mitigation
Monitoring Checklistwill red,u.cethetopographip,sqils and geologic impacts to less than significant.

PQf¢ntiafly L¢ssThaJi LessThan
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant Significant Significant NoImpact

Impact with Mitigation
rrop~ctlneor.t)orafed

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS ..-.
WOUld tMproj$ct:

a) Gel'lerat$ gre$hbpusega~ ,etni~sion~,
xeither pirectly or ilidirectly,thafmay have a

signific~nt iroPGlcfQI1 the ehyironrn.el')t?

b}Conflict With an EiPpUcable plan, policy or
regulation adopteofot the purpose of xredLlciQ9 theemissiohsof greenhdUse
Qas,esf

;

The proposed project has been determined to have a less than ,significant impact on greenhouse gases
based on the guidance established by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Contro.l D.istrict(District) in the
adopted document titled GUidance fot Valley Land-use Agencies in AddressingGHG' Emission Impacts for
N(!jw Projects under CEQA. According to this document, projects can be determined to have a less than
significant impact if they do any other the following: 1) Use a combination of District approved GHG
Emission Re.duction Measures to rn~et BPS; 2) Complywith an approyed GHG plan or mitigation program;
or 3) Reduce GHG emissions by at least 29%. The proposed proJect complies with an approved GHG
Mitigation'pr~gram(established through Plan Amendment Application No. A-09-02).

The proposed project will not occur at a scale or scope with potential to contribute substantially 'or
cumulatively to the generation of greenhouse gas emissions/either directly or indirectly. Under the MEIR
and General Plan mitigation me.asuresand policies for reducing aU forms of air pollution, I.evels of
greenhouse gases will be reduced along with other regulated air pollutants~

The proposed project Will not affect greenhouse gas emissions beyond what was analyzed in the Master
Environmental Impact Report No.10130/SCH No. 2001071091 for the 2025 Fresno 'General Plan or by
Plan Amendment Application No; A-09-02. In addition, the proposed project will lmplement and
incorporate, as appropriate, the greenhouse gas reh:~tedmitigatiol:l measures as identified in the attached
Master Environmental Impact Report No. 10130.. 2025 Fresno General Plan Mitigation Monitoring Checklist
dated February 15, 2013, and thus the impacts will be less than significant.

. .
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSljES

VIII HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIAL-- WbUldlhe project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public'or
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of h~zardoU$.
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the. public or
the environment through teasol:')aply
foreseeable uP.setand accld.entcooditiofls
Invo!Vingthe release of hazardolls materials
illto tMel1virol"lrnetlt'?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile
of anexisting or proposed school?

otBelocate(jooa Site whicl1 is inclUded ona
Jist. of hazard(;lus .materials sites compjleQ
pursuant .!o(ilovemment . Gode section
6596~,PClnd,. as a] result, WOlllqi.t Cret:ltet:l
sjMificant haZard to thepUfjUc or the
environment?

e) For a project locatedwithin an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two mnes ofa public airport
or public use airport, Would the project result
in a safety hazard forpeopfe residing or
working in the projelC1.area?

f) F=or a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, woulq the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the
project area? .

g) Impair implementationo! orph~lcall'y
interfere with an adopted emergency
response pianoI' .emergenqy evaCUation
plan?

PotE:mtlally
Signifi¢<lrtt

Impact

Less Than
Signifi,cant

with Mitigation
Incorporated

LessThan
Sigrtific:Mt

Impact
N~lmpac~

x

x

x

x

x

x

x
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h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involying wildland fires, including where x
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

The proposed project will not create a. $ignific~nthaZ(lrd to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous. materials, because said project does not involve the
operational use of hazardous materials;additionaU~, assuch, .therl~ [snosignificanthazard to the publicor
the environment through an accident. There are no known existing hazardous material conditions on the
site and the project is notlocated on a site Which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled.
PlJfSuant to Government Oode Section 65962.5. The project area is not located within an airport land use
plan and thus will not result ina safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area. The
projecthralso. not within the Vicinityofa private airstrip, therefore,.it would not resolt.lna.ssfetyhazard for
people residing or working in the projectarea. The prqjectwill not interfere with an adopted emefgency
plan, but ma~in factimproveemergenc~response time given that the land in this area will be more
accesSIble. The project area·isnot lOcated l'lE~ara wildlandareaoranSRA, therefore the project wilLnot
expose people orstructsres to a significant risk of loss, injUrY ordeathinV61vingwildland fires.

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

IX.HYDROLOGYAND WATER QUALITY -
Would the project:

a) Violate .any water quality .standardS or
waste discharge requirements?

b) SubstantiallY deplete groundwater
supplie~ or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would
be a net deficit. in aquifer volume or a
lowering ofthe local groundwater table level
(e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells Would drop to a level which
would not support eXisting land uses or
planned uses fot Which permits have been

•granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or-area, includingthrough
the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner Which would result in
substantlaleroslen or siltationon- or off-site?

Potentially
Significant

Impact

LeSS Than
Significant

with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant

Impact
No. Impact

x

x

x
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d) SlJb~t:anti:ally alter tn~existil1Q dralO:age
pattern of tne!siteor area, Jm:;Iw::liog through
the alteration of the course ofa stream or
river, orsubstantiallyincreas~ the rate or
amount of surface runoff ina manner which
would resultin flooding on-or off-site?

e)Create or contributetUhoff Water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned .storl11Water draihagesyst~m$ or
provide substantial additiOnal sources of
polluted runoff?

f) Ofhe(WIse sUb$U~nfially deQrade water
quality? .

9J Plac~ housing Wlthio:a 10Q-yearflood
hazard area as mappedona federal Flood
Hazard Bouhdary or Flood .Insurance .Rate
Mapor otherflood hazarddeliheation map?

1') PlaceWlthih a 1OO~yearflood hazarqarea
structures WhiCh Would impede or redirect
flood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to:asighific:ant
rJSK Qfl()ss,.iojqry or<i~.:atl1 inVolving floodlOg,
inpluding floodingasa result of thefailur~ of
a levee or dam?

j) lnuhd~tion by sei6he, tsunanri, or
rl'ludfloW?

I

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Fresno is one of the largest citie.s in the United States:still relying primarilyon groundwater for its 'public
water supply. Surface watertreatment and distribution has beenimpJementedih the northeastern partof the
City, but the city is still su!:>ject tOEin EPA SoJesource AqUifer d§:}signation. While the aquifer underlying
Fresno typically exceeds a depth of 300 feet and is' capacious enough to provide adequate quantities of
sElfe drioking w<:j.ter to the metropolitan area WE;lIl, intq tDe twE;lnty-fjrst century, groundwater degradation,
increasingly stringent water qualityregulations, and historic: high consumptive use of wateron a per capita
baSIS (some 250 gallons pet day p~r capita), h<:j.ve resulted in a general. decline in aqUifer levels, Increased
C0St to'provide potable water, and localized watersupplylimitations.

Fresno has attempted to address these issues through metering and revisions to the City's Urban Water
ManagementPlan andfneFrE;lsno ME;ltropoljtan Water Resource Management Plan. The purpose of these
management plans is to provide sa'fe,.adequate, and dependable water supplies to meet the future needs
of themetropolitan area in an economical. manner; protectgroundwater qualityfromfurtherdegradation and
.overdraft;and, provide a plan of reasonablyimplementable measures and facilities. City waterwelis, pump
:stations, recDarge facilities, wa.ter treatment and ,distribution systems have been expanded incrementally t6
mitigate increased waterdemands and respond to grouhdwater qualitychallehges.
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Implementation of the 2025 Fresno General Plan policies,theWater Resources Management Plan, and the
applicable mitigation measures of approved environmental review documents wHl address. the issues of
providing an adequate, reliable, and sustainable water supply for the project's urban domestic and public
safety consumptive purposes. While the proposed project may be served by conventional groundwater
pumping and distribution systems, full development of the 2025 Fresno Genera.1 Plan boundaries is
expected to require utilization of treated surface water due to inadequate groundwater aqulter recharge
capabilities.

The City's Departmentof Public Utilities has dl3termined that water facilities are available to provide servlce
to the subject site as long as any on-slte wells are sealed and abandoned and installation of water service
and meter box is in plaoe.

The Fresno Ml3tropolitan Flood Control District (District) bears responsibility for. storm water management
within the Fresno-Clovis metropolitan area, including the area. of the. project site. Within the metropolitan
area, storm runoff prOduced by land developml3nt is to be controlled thrOllgh a system ofpipelines and
storm drainage retention basins. The proposed project lies within the' District's Drainage Area. "Z".

the community has developed andadoptedi a. Storm Drainage. and Flood Control MasterPlan. Each
propertyisrl3quJrecfto contribute its pro-rata share to the cost ofthe>publicdraina~e s¥stl3m.Risthisform
of participation .in the cost and/or construction of the drainage system that wi.". mitigate the impact of
development. Effect~dsubjectpropertiesshallpay drainage. fees pursuant tothEr Drainage Fee Ordinance
prior to. issuance of a buildin~ permit at the rates .in effect at the time of such approval. The parcels
incorporating the proposed park have paid drainage fees at a rural residential rate. Any adjustments to the
drainage fees will be. based on lot coverage at the time of entitlement processing and credit for the rural
residential rate Will be included.

.Ih~ District requires that the storm drainage patterns for the proposed project conform 'to the District's
Master Plan. The District will need to review and approve all improvement plans for any proposed~rading,

construction of curb and gutter or storm drainage facilities for conformance to the Master Plan within the
project area. Specific construction requirements will be addressed with future entitlements on the effected
properties that may include street reconstruction. Drainage from the site shall be directed to Chestnut
and/or Garden Avenues. Permanent drainage service is available provided the developer can verify to the
satisfaction onhe City of Fresno thafrunoffcan be safely conveyed to the Master Plan inletat the northeast
comer of Chestnut and Turner Avenues.

The proposed development does netappearto be located Within a flood.prone area.

Construction activity, including grading, clearing, grUbbing, filling, excavation, development or
redevelopment of land that results ina disturbance of one (1) acre or more of the total land area, or less if
part of a larger plan of development or-sale, must secure-astorm water dischargepermit incompliancewith
the U.S. Environmental Protection.Agency's National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System regUlations
(CPR. Parts .122:'124,Nov. 1990).. The permit must be .securedby filing a Notice of Intent for the State
General Permit for Construction Activitywith the State Water Resources Control Board. The notice must be
filed prior to the start of consfructlon.. Copies of the State General Permit and Notice of Intent are available
at the District.

the project is not prop.osing .residential uses and Will, therefore, not place housing within a tOO-yearflood
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hazardgrea. The proJ~ct is not proposihQanYi$tryctQt~$ <:t.od will, therefore. h(jt pletce anY$tructyres within
a 100-year flood hazard area, The project's finalJmprovenJent Planswillpe reVielN~d byth~ Fr~sno

fV1etropolitan Flood Contr01 District for conformance with the Storm DraingQe gndFlood.Control.Mastet"Pan,
andwill, therefore, notexpo.sepeople toa significapt risk of loss, injuryordealh 'involving flooding. including
.f1ooding as a result of the fgHureofa levee. or d<:lm. The project area is considerably built"oyt, and urban.
gnd therefore not prone to. seiche. tsunami or mudflow.

the mitigation rneasoresbf Master. EIR No. tOt$Oarei~cbrPbrated herein by reference and 'are required to
be implemented by the attgched mitiggtioo monitorinQcQeckUst

PQteOtially LessThan LessThan
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant Significant Significant No Impact

Imp~<:f
with MitigatiQI"l

Imp~c.t'nc()rl>oraled

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING -would the
project

a) Physically divide an established x
CornrnurHty?

b) ConfHet withg/1Y ClPplica.!:>!e [gnd use plan,
pollcy, .or re~ulatR)Q· .of gl1 .agehc;ywith
jqrisdiction oyer the project (including,bl1t not
limited to the general plao,speCificplan, x
lopal.coastal prQgr~rrtf ofz.oning...orOiogoce)
adopted for .the .. purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an envirOl1rnel1tCjleffeCt?

r,

c) CQnflict with any applicable habitat
"

conservation plan or natural C()l1'lm~Jt)ity x
COl;lSElr'\1ption planx

The project would be constructed on an approximately a-acre site. Development of thiS site as a
neighborhood pgrk is consistent with the 2025 Fre$no General Plan, Roosevelt Community Plan and
Fresno Municipal Code,. Section 1"2-206, "R-A" (Single FamilyResidential-AgriculturalDistriotJzone district
The SUbject site al59 has a planned trail traversing the northerly edge of the site Which Gu(rently exists and
will remain on the subject site when the park is developed.

The proposed project will not physically divide an established.community given that the proposed park will
.be located on property that is currently vacant.

The proposed project will not conflict with gny applicaQle .land use plan, policy, or regulation. The proposed
use is specifically allowed in the existing zone district and will be reqUired to comply with all .codes ahd
regulations at the time of ;submittal of a conditional use permit. The propo,sed project is in compliance with
several goals and policies contained in both the 2025 Fresno General Plan (General Plan) and the
Roosevelt Community' Plan. For example, Policy F-1-c of the Gener.al Plan states that "There will continue
'to be meaningful' opportunities for citizen participation in the planning and development of park facilities and
in creation of social, cultural, and recreatioDal aGtivities in tbe community". The proposed pc:lrk and its
proposed amenities were. heavily vetted With the community. There were .5 separate community meetings
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wherethe public hadthe ability to proVide theirinpl.lton theprop?sed project, thus allowing for "meaningful
ppportunities for citizen participation in. thepl~nninganddevelopment pf[the]park".

"thept(jpo:;edprt)jectal~QcQmpue$w'thPplicy1';15A otm.e Roosevelt Community Plan, Which is similar to
Policy F.,2-cof the G.eneral Plan, Whichstates that liThe city will negotiate with Qaltrans, other public
agencies, andprivate propertyC>'l'{ners to develppfemnantparcels along freewaycorridors for appropriate
recreati()~al. uses". The subjectsiteprimarily consists of remnant Caltr~ns parcels thatwerenotused in the
cQ!Jstructipn of Freeway 180,thllsCOmplylng with this policy,. In addition, policy 1-15..3 of the Roosevelt
COmmunity Plan states thaHhe: Citys~ould "Prioritize thedeYeJopmenfofnewpark sitesto providefor,and
gjvepriorityto,parks in. substantially eJeyelopedareas. The sJ;Jpjectsiteislocated withina. highly urbanizeq
areathatsevetely lacks sufficient Park facilities.

N? habitatCOllsel'VatlotJplansornatllralcommunifyccmservatiotJ plans in the.. region pertain to the natural
resQurpes Iha.texiston the:S\.lpjectsite· orin its immeqiate vicinity. Therefore, there would be no impacts.

ENVIRONMENTALISSUES

XL MiK!ERALRESOlJRCES - WOUld the
project)

a) Result in the loss of availabilityof a known
mineral resQurce that would be Of value to
the region and the residents of the stale?

b) Result in the loss ofavailabilityof a locally
important mineral tesourcerecovety site
delineated ona local general plan, specific
plan or otilerlahd use plan?

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less Than
Significant

with Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
hnp~ct

No Impact

x

x

The subject property is not locate.d in an area designated for mineral resource preservation or recovery and
will, therefore,not result in the lossofavailability of a kn.ownmineral resourcefhat would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state. The subject site is not deline~ted :on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan as a locally-important mineral resource recovery site and Will, therefore, not
result inthe lossof availability of a locally-important mineral resource.

PotEltitiaUy Lessl'han
Les$~rllal'l

$igl'llficant
EN\lIR()NMENr~LI$SueS $lgnifi~Mt

witbMitigafion Significant No Impact
Impact

Ihcorporat~d
Impact

XII. NOISE ...Wolildthe project result jrt

a} Exposuteof persons to orgeneratior)of
noise levels. in excess of standards
established in the locfllgefi€!tal p1fln or Mise x
Otdin~l1cei or applicable stal1dardS of othet
flgenc'ieS?
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b) Expqsure of per~)Ons to or gen~ration qf
excessive grouncjbqrne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels ex.isting without the project?

d) A sUbstantial ten)porary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project Vicinity-above levels ex.isting witho!.lt
the project?

$) For a project located within an airpqrfland
us~plan or, w.heresu.c:\J a plan hasDQtbeen
acjopf~q. within tWo miles Of a pUQUqairpQ!;t
Qr pUblic use iairport would the project
expose people residing or working in the
projectarea to excessive noise levels?

f) For a projec:t W.itOirl thevicinityofa private.
airstrip,. woUld the project expose people
residinQ or WQrkingin the. prqject area to
eXdesSi\fenoi$eJ~yels?

x

x

x

x

The proposed project will not expose persons to excessive noise levels. Although the project will create
.additional activity in the area; the project will be requirE}d to comply With all no.ise policies from the 2025
Fresho General Plan and noise codes from the Fresno Municipal COde. Policy H-1-d of the 2025 Fresno
General Plan states that "the city shall require an acoustical analysis in those cases where a project
potentially threatens to expose existing or proposed hoise:-sensitive rand uses to exceSsive noise levels.
The presumption of potentially excess.ive noise levels shall be based on the location of new noise-sensitive
uses· to known noise sources or staffs professional jUdgment that a potential for adverse noise impacts
exists". Although the subject site is located ne~ra freeway on~ramp, theon-ramp is somewhat elevated,
thus diffusing some of the noise. In addition, trees will be planted on the northern porfionofthe subject
providing some additional diffusion of noise. The trees ~nd th~ Elxisting trf:lil do provide a small buffer
between the on-ramp and the active open space .areas ofthe park, thus further mitigating some .of the noise
impacts. The prqposed park abuts single family residenti.l31 use~ Which are considered sensitiye receptors.
The currerit schematic site plan for tlie park depicts an approximately to-foot wide landscapeboffer tliat
includes an ample number of trees.. In addition, the Fresno Municipal Code requires that all parking areas
that abut residentially zoned property have a 6-fbot high wall constructe.don theptoperty line between the.
parking area and the residential property, which will further mitigate any noisEl' impacts. For all of these
reasons, in staff's professional jUdgment, the proposed' project dOes not pose a potential for adverse noise
impacts, and thu,s an acoustical analysis is not required.

There will be a temporary increaSe in noise I.evels during construction of the project: however. the applicf:lnt
will be.required to complywith all applicable codes and regulations during construction. Construction noise
will be reduced through the implementation of a FrElsno MUrllcipalCqde requirement that limits construction
days and times, In addition, the construction to the proptjsed park is subject to standard rules and
regulations that are incorporated i.bto the project that wiil minimize polE}ntially isignificantshort..telJ11 localized
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noiSe impactsto JlpiSesensiti\ie receivefscaused bythe pperatiPn ofConsfrQcfionequipment As parlof fhe
projectl .construction specifications for the project will reqoire that all construction equipment bemaintained
accordin~to the manufacturers'spec.ifiqations•.and .that.noisegenerafingconstruction .equiprl1ent be
eql.lipped withmufflers. Therefore, there willbe a lessthansignificant impactfortemporarynoise levels.

Theprgjectarea not is locatedWithin anairporl Janq use plan ana fhost!"leprQject will not expose people
residing or working in the projeGtareato.e~cessivenoiselevel$from the: airport..The proposed roadwaY is
nOllocatedwithin an identifted noise contour idEll1tified by theairport land useplan.

Based on the above ahalysis, exposure tonolse leVelsinexcessofsfandards established in the general
plan and noiseordinance is nof$xpectea and impacts relatedfo noisewiH be lessthan significant

Pot~ntiaJly
Less Than LessThanSigniflpantENVIRONMENtAL ISSUES Significant With Mitigtitlon Significant NoImpact

ImpMt Illcorpor<itg(:l Impact

XIII. PCIPULATION AND HOUSING ,..... Would
theproject:

~> Ind@eslll:>stantial popqlaticm growth in an
area, either directly (for 'example, by

Xpro80sing n~WhOnte$ and ~usines.ses) 'Of

indirectly (rorexaniple, thrOUgh extedsion of
roaQsor other ihfr13$trUdture),?

oJ.,Displaoesubs{antil:ll number$ of eXisting
Xfjousing,neoes.$itatiqg tneci:)llstructlOh of

repla:cement hQusifi9 $lsewhJitre?

o)P)splaoe substantial 11l.llllb¢rsofpeop.le,
Xneoe$sitf.ltin~ . the construction of

replac(;'}ment housing elsewhere?

The proposed project will not SUbstantially induce popUlation growthbecaus.e the projectdoes notpropose
the construction of homes. Thoughthe project proposes an amenity for residential uses, it isnot expected
to cause, substantial population growth In the area given that the parI< will accommodate already existing
and. planned land uses. Theproject will not displace existing housing; therefore it will not necessitate the
construction of replacement housing. The project will not displace any people. therefore there is no need
for replacement housing.

pi:)t~nt:iaIlY
Lesstbatl LessTbatl

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES SIgnificant Si9'1ifi~al1t Significant No Impact
Impact Witlj Mitigation ImpactIncorporated

XI\I. PUBLIC SERVICES jOO";'
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a) Would the project resultfh sUDstantial
adverse.physicalirnpactsassociated with..the
provision of. new .orphysica.Uy .~It~red

governmental . f~cilitie~l .l'Ieed .. for .. pew or
physicaUyalteredgoverntnent~l.facnitie$~.the
constructi()n.ofwhichcould cau.sesigniftcant
environmental impacts, in order to rnalntaln
acceptable service. ratios, response times or
other perforrnanceobj~ctivesforany of the
public servic.es>

Fire protectiOI)?

PQljce protection?

Drainage and flood control?

Parks?

Schools?

Other public services?

x

x

x

x

x
x

The subject site will be developed with a neighborhood park use. The development of the park will not
result in physical impacts to. pUblic services. The proposed project will oot affect public services beyond
what was analyzed in the Master Environmental Impact Report No. 10130/SCH No. 2001071097 for the
2625 Fresno General Plan. ..

ENVlRONMENTAL ISSUES

XV, R.EbREAT10N --

a) Would. the project increase tlie use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities sUch that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility Would occUror be acc~lerated?

1:» Dbes the Pl'oJectil"lCl\.ltle reqrEltiltiPOal
Tacllities brrequirethecPDMrUclipl) or
expansion of rElcrElaUbnal.. facilities. Which
might hl:lveanadv~rse PhysiCal effect on the
enyir.onment?

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less Than
Significant

with Mitigation
Incorporated

less than
Significant

Impact

x

x

Th$pfoposed prpjectl$br~atin~art additiq~alparkWHich'Nill (~erve the rteighbqting area. The prQJectdoe~,
Jlofincludeor requirecoo$trt.Jclionqf gddiliongll"ect~ational facmlies(be:~ol'1o lhose proposed) that roi~ht
baveana.dversephysical effecfoo the·envirooment. therefpre OP recreation impacts are generClteoby the
plloject
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ENVIRONlVleNtALISSUES.

XVI. TRANSPORTArlbNITRAFFIG -
WoUld theproject:

a) C.onflictwith an~p.PUcable plan,ordinance
or .' policy Elsta15lishlng .measures. . of
effectiveness for the performance of the
c:ir¢ulatlonsVst~m, taRing intoa¢c(>ul')t all
modes of tral')sportation including mass
transitand non-motorizeqtravelam:l relevcmt
¢om.ponElnts Qf (bEl .citCqll:l(ion .systerl1.,
including. but not limited to intersections,
streElts, highways and freeways, pedestrian
and bicycle paths andmass transit?

b).. Conflict. Wilhan .applioable .. oo~gesti()h
management .. program, .. includingbut nQt
limited to Jevelofservice standards and
tral/eldernaM measures or other s(and<:lrds
established by thecPul')(Ycollgestibl)
m<:lnagemeht ager"lcyfor<Jesi9Qated; rOI::l<Js or
highWayS?

q) Rest,lItln a phapgeinair trafficpatterns,
including ei{heran iocre.as.ei.ntraffic levelsQr
a change in location Ihat restilt in sU15stantial
safety risKs?

el) Substantially in¢rease hazards due to a
deSign feature.. (e,g.,. ;sharp .. curves of
dangerous .intersectipl')s) ;or IncQmpatiple
uses (e,g" farm.equlpment)?

e) Result iniihadequl::lt~ emergencyaccess?

f)conflict withadbp(edpo(icies,..plans,or
prowarns r~~ardingpuplic transit, bIcYCle, or
pedestrian fac.llities,or qtherwise. decregse
tM petforrnfil"lceorsafetyof sooh T<;1CiHties?

PQt¢otiCilly
Significant

Impact

LessThan
Significant

with Mitigation
Incorporated

LessThan
Sigrlificallt

Impact

x

x

No Impact

x

x

x

Th~PUblicV\lorkl?Peparfment reviewed th~ proPo$e~l projecf<:tod cletermln~q. thc;tf;<:t traffic $tUQY is flot
'requited becau$eth~propo$~q proJectwQPld not resulti" m?re thantOQ peal< hQl1rfrips, which W(J)qld
neC~l?$itc;ttec;ttrc;tfficstl,lclY. .Thus, the propPl?ecl.proJect is nQt ~xpecte,d t<>genef<:ttetrc;tffic: which would
significantly impact anynearpy toads.. Thererore,the prpject WQu1cl havefi 'less thansignificanl .iltlpactahd
o.oteausean increase in trafficwhichissllbstantiaJin Jelationtoth~ existing trafficloacl ancl capacity of tlle
s.freet system. or]na substantial increasei.n vehi¢lemil~s trav~lecl,
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ThErprQPoS~d.project will hotcohfHet WifhahappUeaole plan,ordihatlC~orpOnqyesfablishingmeaSUreso.f

effectiveness fOIi the perforrnance. pf the c:irculatiQIJ .system .becl3use. the Rroject would not. resl.llt in
incr~asing the level of service beyond theleve.1 allowed bythe 2025 Fre.sno General Plan. The proposed
project Will not cOhflicfwifh.a.CQhgeStion management progr~m. .The project~tQPo$es a park ahd will,
therefore, notresult in a changein13ir traffic pafterns. Thepark will oPt SUbstantially increase hazardS due
to adesign feature {e.g.;sharp curves ordangerousintersectiol')s}pr iI'lGOmpati:Ple.uses.

Tneproposed projectwin.beI'oofed to. thenredepartment when it.l$fQ011ally SUbmitted for review. At that
timel the proJect wIltbe reView~dto>ensure that there willbe >adequate emergepcy access. BothCaltrans
.and .the Public Works Department. have.~xpr~ssed .cPnpem abQl!t the vehipularaccesspoint along
Chestnut Avenue...The applicapt has indicated that th~ entrancealongiGhesthul Avenue will be moved
further southWhich will alleviate anypotential trafficcQnfliGts withthefreewayonramp.

'The ptoposed project wIll opt conflict\VithadoptedpQH<:ies,.plahS,Qr progt~ni~ tegardihg public fransit,
bicycle, QI" pedestrian facilmes, .or otherwise .decrease the performance orsaf~ty of suchfacilities. .The
planned ·trailalongthenorth$ide ofthe subJect sit~.sbaH remain. AlthOughll1~re ll?currentlyno direct
accessacrpss North .(JhestnutAv~nu~ to· thesubj~ctsjte, ther~ isadeq~atea.?ce~sacros.s. Cbestnut
Avenu~tothe park ·.atBelmontl\venue to th~ southand Qlive AvenuetQ the.north;whichate approximately
630.,feetand 1,,40().,fe~t (respectively) from the site. AHb~ tirneth.e c~nditionaluse pelJnitiss~bmitted, tb~
CitywiHwork with Callrans tos~eiftbere is ~ wa¥~oproyiqea~afecrossin~ across NorthChestnutAv~nue
plosertQ ~he180 Fteewayto furtherenhance pedestrian access tothe park,

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICe: SYSTEMS·
- WOUld the project:

a). -s-. Exceed '.wastewater.. tteqtro~Dt

req. I.Jir..ements....•...O.f..•...·.t.he.•... '.•.......~.pp.1i.i.C.Ciple RegipnCiIWatetQuaUty CPntroll?()~rd!?

p) ~e(tyire .or r¢s91t in thecbl1~tructibn bf
neww~terpr WCistewater treatment facilities
or expansion of .exi~ting .. fClCiliti~SI .. t~e
construction. of which could cause.significanl
enVironmental effects!?

0) ReqUireol: res.ultil1 the c.ol1struction of
new storm water. drainage fa$i1itJes .. or
expapsion . .of.~xisting facUities, ... the
:c.onstruction of which coul<l qagsesignifiqan(
environmental effects!?

d) H~ve sufficient W~ter stlppliesavailanle to
serve ·the prQject from existing entitlements
~n<l reSOl.lrCeSl OrCire new or expanded
entitlements needed?

Potentially
Significant

Impact
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e) Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which serves
orm~y serve theproject tl1at it ha::; adequate x
capacity to Serve the project's projected
<:Iemaodin adc,fition to the provider's eXi::;tin9
commitments?

f)l3e .;$erve<l tly a landfill. With slJffi¢i¢nt
permitted capacity to accommodate the x
projeqt'ssolid Waste di::;posal needs?

g) CbmplyWifh fe~Mll, state, and ioca'i
statutes and regulations related to solid x
Waste?

The project site. will be serviced by tbeSolitl Waste DivisI9n~nd. h~ve water and$6wet faoililiesavaiJatlle
subject to several conditions.

The proposed project is not expected to exce.ed wastewater treatment reqUirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board and will not result in the construc!iI;m of neW water or wastewater
treatment facilities. or expansion of existing facilities, therefore no significant environmental effects can
reslllt from the constr;uction of said facilities. The project plans Will be revieWed by the Fresno Metropolitan
Control District, therefore the construction of any required storm water drainage facilities will not cause
significant environmental effects. Sufficient water supplies are ,available to serve the project from existing
resources and no neW or exp:anded entitlements are needed, The'project will generate a minimal amount of
wastewater and solid Waste and will, therefore, not have significant wastewater or landfill impacts. Any
demolition. material generated by construction actiVities will be disposed of properly; therefore the Project
will comply with federal,state and local statues related to solid waste. .

PPlenmdJy L~ss Than less Than
1:~\lIR()NMENrAI. ISSQES Sigr'liflc~1"I1 ~itJJ'I~I(:a~t

Sig~ificanl No Impacl
JmPaCct with Mitlg~l'()/"I Impact

In~o..porated

XVlIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFiCANCE -
a) .. Ooes the pl'oject have the .PQteoti~1 to
deQrade ... the .. qUality .of ... theenviroDlllent,
substao~il;lUy rePlice the habitat of.a fi$h pI'
wildlife ... species, pause. 8. ,fish .01" .wllp.life
POPlilation to ..dl'opl:>eIoW$elf-sustaining

xlevels, thre~ten tCl elin'linatel;l pll;lot orani!lll;ll
GOmmllnlty, fedl.lGetl1e!111mberor restrict tl;le.
l"anSeoT a r~re or .. ehd~hQel'edplant 01'
anim.al. or eliminateimpoftant. examples of
th¢ m~jor periods of California history or
prehistory?
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b)D.oes the project have impacts· that are
individually limited, but cumUlatively
cOnsiderable? ("CUmI,JlEitively consideraple"
means that the incremental effects of a X
proJect are consideraple when viewed in
cOr\)')ection With tl}eeffects of past projects,
the effects of othercurrentprojects, and the
effectsof probable fu(ureprojects)?

c) Does the project have enVironmental
effects which will CClUse sl,lbstantial adverse x
effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

theptbj~ct is proposed at a.slze and scope which does nofhavethe potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildUfespecies,cause a fish or wildlife population
t(:>cdrop beJowself.,sustaininglevels,threatento eliminate a plant or animal community, reduceithe number
pr restrict the rangeofa.rareor endanQered.plantor animalorelirninate important examples of the major
periodspf Californ.ia historY or prehistorY; additionally, the project site is located within an.area, which has
been predominantly developed withuman uses. Additionally, there are no fish or wildlife species, plant or
animal community, IQcated within the project area. There is no evidence in the record to indicate that the
increment oJ environmental impacts that WQUld ·pe potentiated bytbisproject wO\Jld becumulativElly
significant. There is. also no evidence in the record that the proposed project would have any adverse
impacts directly, or indirectly. on human beings•. Therefore, there are no mandatory findings of significance.

CAOO330IO
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P~OJEOT"$PECIFIC MITIGATION MQ~I"QRINGCHECI<Llst
For Environmental Assessment Application No. EA..13..002

FelmJC1o/15,.2013

this monitoring checklist for the ~bove nqted environment~las;~es;sment is being .prepared. in .accordance with the .requirements, of the
Califomi~ Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as required under Assembly Bill 3180, and is intended to establish a project-specific
reporting/monitoring' program for Envlronmenta] Assessment No.EA~13~002.. Verification ofimplementationof these mitigation measures.jn
addition to the applicable measures. specified. for this project per the Mitigation Monitoring Checklist prepared for this project pursuant to
Master Environmental Impact Report No. 10130. - 2025 Fresno General Plan, wiH be.required upon the apphcatlon for subdivision of the
project site, special permits, or grading on the project site. The captions below refer to corresponding sections of the Initial Study checklist for
this project, using the AppendiX Gformat from the CEQA Guidelines,

PROJECT SPECIFIC MITIGATION MEASURES FORENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO.EA..13..002

MITIGATION MEASURE

Proje.ct s;haU implement and incorporate, as;
appropriate all mitigation measures as
identified in the attached Master

'1 J;nVironmental Impact Report No. 10130--,
2025 Fresno General Plan Mitigation
Monitoring Checkli.st dated February 15,
2013.

Ai.rQlJality: Redwood and deodar trees
." ·shall be ptantedalong the entire perimeter

$fthe park thatabutsttre Freeway 180
onramp.

Air Quality: ....COmpIYWith.theattache9
letter from the San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control District dated February 7,
2013.

IIVIPLEIVIENfEDBY

Applicant

Applicant

Appli.cant

WHEN IMPLEMENtED.

Process;ingand review of project
proposal,prior t$ approval of
special permit.

Processing and reviewof project
proposal prior to approval of
spe~i~1 permit.

prior to is;$uance of building
permits.

VERn=U:D BY

City of Fresno
Development &Resource
Management Department;

City of Fresno,
Departments of Public
Works and Utilities,San
Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control District.

City of Fresno
Development & Resource
Management Department

·CityofFresno
Development & Resource
Management Department,
San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control District.



PRQJEgr...$PECIFIC MrrlGArlCNMcNIfORINGC8ECKLlSlFOREA No. EA-13-d()2
February 15, 2013
Page 2

Geology a.nd SoUs: The develo.per shaUl Applicant
comply with the recommendations {GIS
applicable)conlalned in a geotechnical
~tudY prepared. for the subject . site .G!nd
dated March 25, 2008 (Geotechnical
InvestigG!tion Report- Proposed Plaza
FacilIty SEC State RQute 180 and Chestnut
Avenue, Fresng9alifornia)
Hydrology and Wafer QU;alily: Comply I Art
with letter dated February 7,2013 from the . PP lean
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control Di.strict.

Hydrology and. Water .QUality: Comply I A r .t
with letter dated February 7, 2013 from the pp lean
County of Fresno Department of Public
Health.

Noise: . As part ofthe project, construction I A .r· .• t
sp.ecifications for the project will reqUire that PP roan
al!coJ"!struction equipment be maintaIned
~ccording to the manufacturers'
specificatiom>, anq that noise generating
construction eqUipment be equipped with
mufflers, Therefore, there will bea less.
fhansignificanf impact for temporary noise
levels.

Priorto issuance of grading
permits.

Prior to issuance ofgrading and
bUildingperrnits

Prior to issuanc:eofgrading and
bundingperrnits

During construction.

City of Fresno
Development & Resource
Management Departrnent

City of Fresno
Development & Resource
Management Department
and the Fresno
Metropolitan Flood
Control District.

City of Fresno
Development &Resource
Management Department
and the County of Fresno
Department of Public
Health.

City of Fresno
Development &Resource
Management·Department
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February 15, 2013
PageS

Noise: .. COf1structa d~ns~landscap~buffE:!r. ApplIcant- During the procl?s~ing apq CityofFresno
anda6~fQQthiQhbI8cKw.all jQ area~ where review of projecl proposal prior Development & Resourcetheparking lofabuts residential uses. tQapproval ofspeCial permit. Management Depat;tment

.' ."

Ttansportatiol1lTtaffic~ The entrarrce Applicant D~rinQ theproces~InQand Cityof FresnoalQngChestoot Avenue .,Shall, be move~ reviewof proJeetproposal prior Development &.Resoorca'further south than depicted on the toapprQval, Qf~Pecial permit. Managl?ml?nt.bepartmenfschematiqp(an date,ci dl.lne2Q11. theCityof Fresno PUblic
";<;~ WorKS Departmen~,and

Caltrans.. ;
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MASTERENVIRONMENTAlIIVIPAC,. Rf£PORTJMEIR) NO. 10130 ISCH No.• 2001071097
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. A-09-02FINDINGOF MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FOR THE 2025 FRESNO GENERAL PLAN

Proje.ctlEA No.EA..t3..02
Mitigation Monitoring Cbe¢klist

Following is the.mitigationmonitorinf;jchecklistfr?m MEIRNo. 10130 as <:\ppUed t() the ?bove-n()teq project's
environmental assessment, required by City Council Resolution 1'10. 2002-378 and Exhibit E thereof (adopted
on November 19, 2(02) to certify the MEIRior the 2025 Fresno General Plan Update. On Jure 25, 2009, through
its Resolution No. 2009-146, the City Council adopted EnvironmentaIAssessmentNo.A-09-(}2 gonfirming the
finding ofaMitigated Negative Declaration prepared for General Plan AmendmentAppIication No. A-09-02 which
updateq the Air Quality Section of the Resource Conservation Element oHhe.2025 Fresno General plan and
incorporated additional and revised mitigation measures as necessary within the folloWingmonitoring. checklist.

NOTE: Letters B-Q in mitigation meastJres refer to the respective sections ofChapter V.of MEIR No, 10130

Date: February 15., 2013

A..locorporated into Project
B- Mitigated
C - Mitigation in Progress
o - Responsible Agency Contacted
E- Part of City-wide Program
F - Not Applicable

WHEN COMPLIANCE
A B C D E FMITIGATION MEASURE 1MPLEIYIE:NTE:D VERIFIED BY

.' ........

B"1. Development projects that are consistent With plans and policies but that Prior to approval
could affect condttlons 00 major street segments predicted by the General of land use
Plan MEIR traffic analysistopenorm at an Average DailyTraffic (ADT) level of entitlement
service (LOS) 0 or better in 2025, With planned street improvements, shall not
cause. conditions on those seQrnents to be worse than LOS E before 2025
without completinQ a traffic and transportation evaluation. This evaluation will
belJsEld to determine appropriate project-specific design measures or
streetltransportation improvements that will contribute to achieving and
maintaining LOS D.

6-2. I)~\lelopment projects that are consistent With plans and policies but that Prior to CiPproval
could affect conditions on majorstreetsegmElnts predicted by the General of land use
Plan MEIR traffic analysis to perform at an ADT .LOS E in 2025, witt! planned entitlement
streetimprovements,shall not cause conditions on those segments to be
worse lhan LOS E before 2025 without completing a traffic and transportation
evaluation. This evaluation will be used to determine appropriate project-
specific design measures or street! transportation improvements that Will
contribute to achieVing and maintainihg LOS E.

B-3. DeVelopment projects that are consistent With plans and policies but that I Prior to approval

Public Works
Dept./Traffic
Planning;

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Public Works
Dept.frraffic
Plahning;

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Public Works



MASTER.ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (MEIR) Np.. 10130 I SCH No. 2001071097
FOR THE 2025 FRESNO>GENERAL PLAN

ProjQct/EANo. EA-13-02
MEIR MitigationlVlonitoril1g Che¢klist

Datee February 15,2013

MITIGATION MEASURE

cou.lq affec(conditions on major street segments predicted by the General
plan MEIR traffic analysis to perform at an ADT LOS F shall not cause further
substantial degradation of conditions on those segments before 2025without
cornpleting a traffic and transportation evaluation. This evaluation will be used
to determine appropriate project...specific design measutesor street!
transportation improvements that will contribute to achieving and maintalnlnga
LOS eqUivalent to that anticipated by the General Plan. Furthetsubstanti.al
degradation. is defined as an increase in the peak hcut vehicle/capacity (vIc)
ratio of 0.15 or greater for roadway segments Whose vic ratio is estimated to
be 1.00 or higher in 2025 by the General Plan MEIRtraffic analysis.

~-4. For development projects that are consistent with plans and policies, a
site access evaluation shall be required to the satisfaction of the Public Works
Director. This evaluation shall •. at a minimum. focus on the follOWing factors:

a. Disruption of yehi.culartraffic flow along adjacent m~jor streets,apPtopriate
design measures for on-site yehicul.ar Circulation and access to major
streets (number, location and design of driveway approaches), and
linkages to bicycle/pedestriancirculationsystems and transit services.

b. In addition•. for development .projects that the .City . determines may
generate a projected 100 or more peakhouf vehicle trips (elther in the
morning or evening), the evaluation shall determin.e the project's
cQntributiQnto increased peCikhour yehicle delay at major street
intersections adjacent or proximate to the project site. The evaluation shall
identifY project responsibilities for intersection improvements to reduce
vehicle delay consistent with the LOS anticipated by the 2025 Fresno
General Plan. For projects which affect State Highways, the Public Works
Director may direct the site access evaluation to reference thecrlterla
presented in Caltrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies.

B-5. Circulation and site design measures shall be considered for

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

oflanduse
entitlement

Prior to approval
offlnal road~ay
design

Prior to approval

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Dept./Traffic
Planning;
Development&.
Resource
Management
Dept.

Public Works
Dept.

Public Works

A- Incorporatedihto project
B - Mitigated

pagf!2

C- MitigatiOhIh Progess
D- Respol'lSiblet\.gel'lcyQqhfa.cted

E - Part.of City-Wide Program
F ..Not Applicable



·MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (MEIR) NO. 11)130 ISCH No. 2001071097
FOR THE 2025 FRESNO GENi:RALPLAN

PtojeetlEA No. EA..t3·02
MEIRMitigation MQl'litoringCh~¢"dist

Date: February 15, 2013

MITIGATiON MEASlJ~E

development projects .. so- that local trips may be cOmpleted as much as
possible withOut use of, orwith reduced ~se of, majorstte~ts~nd major street
intersections.. Appropriate consideration rnuststso be Qiven to cOmpliance
With... planpoHciesand -. mitiQationmeasuresint~Oded te>. promote compatibility
betw~en land uses with.diff~r~nt trafficgeoeration charapt~ristics.

8-6. New development projects and major street constructiOn projects shall
be designed withconsideration and implementation of appropriate features
(considering safety, convenience and cost'"effectiveness) to encourage
walking, bicycUng,and publictransportationas.attemativ~modes to the
automobile.

B·1. Bicycle and pedestrian travel and use of public transportation shall be
facilitated as alternative modes of transportation including, butnot limited to,
provision of bicycle, pedestrian and public transportation facilities and
improvements to connect residential areas with public facilities, shopping and
employment. Adequate rights-of-way for bikeways, pr~ferably as bicycle
lanes, shall be provided on all, new major streets and shall be considered
when designingimpl'oVements for eXisting majotstteets,

C-1. In cooperation With other jurisdictions and agencies in the San Joaquin
Valley Air Basin, the City shall take the following necessary actions to achieve
and maintain compliance with state and federal air quality standards and
programs.

a. Develop and incqrporateair quality rt:u:lintenance considerations into the
preparation and reviewof land use plans and development proposals.

b. Maintain internal consistencywithin the General Plan bef\A1eel1 policies and
programs for air . quality resource conservation and thePolici~s and
programs of other General Plan elements,

c. City' departments preparing environmental review documents shall use
computer models (software approved by local and state air aualitv and

Page3

WHEN
IMPL~MEN"EO

offihalroadway·
design

Pripr to approval
offihal rO<:loway
d~sign

Prior to approval
offinal rOadway
design

Ongoing

COMPL
VE~IFI

Dept.

Public Works
Dept.

Public Works
Pept.

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.and

Public Works
Dept.

:., .,

A - Incorporated into project
B - Mitigated

0' - MitigatiOn in Process
D - Responsible Agency Contacted

E- Part of City-Wioe Program
F - Not Applicable



MASTER ENVIRONMENTAl... IMpACTREPORT (MEIRlNO.1013Q I SOH No.200107109'7
FOR THE 2025 FRESNO GENERJ(LPLAN

ProjectlEJ( No. EA·13-02
MEIR Mitigation MonitoringChec;ldist

Date: February 15,2013.

MJTIGATIQN MEASURE

cong~sti(m man~g~mE3nt agenci¢$) to estimate air pollution impacts of
dev~lopm~nt entitlements, land use plans and amendments to land use
regulations.

d. Adopted stateand SJVAPCD protocols, st~ndards,and thresholds of
slgnifican¢efor greenhouse gas emissions shall beutlllzedin assessing
and approving prop()seddevelopment projects. .

e. Continue to route information.regarding .land .use plans, ...dE3velopment
projects, and amendments to development regulations to the SJVAPCD
for that agency's revieWand comment on potentlal air tJuaUtyimpacts.

C-2.For dev~lopmE3ntprojects potE3ntiaUy meeting SJVAPCD thresholds of
significance and/or thresholds of applicability for the Indirect Source Review
Rule (Rule 9510) in their unmitigated condition, project applicants shall
complete the SJVAPCDlndirectSource Review Apphcatlon prior to approval
of the development project. Mitigation measures lncerporated into the ISR
analysis shall be incorporated into the project as conditions Ofapproval and/or
mitigation measures, as may be appropriate.

C-3. ... ThE3 City Sh€lll .jmpl~mentall. of the .. Reasonably j\vaHable Control
Measures (RACM) identifi.edin Exhibit A of Resolution NQ,2002-119,adopted
by thE3 Fresn()City Council on April 9,2002, These measures are presented in
full detail in Table VC-30f the MEIR.

C-4. The City shall continue efforts to improve technical performance,
emissions levels and system operations of the Fresno Area Express transit
system, through such measures as:

a. $.el~ctingand maintaining bus engines, transmissions, fuels and air
¢()nditioning equipmE3nt for efficiencyaod .lowair pollLJtion emissions.

b. Siting new transit centers and other mUlti-modal transportation transfer
facilities to maximize utilizatiOn of mass transit.

c. Continuina efforts to improve transit on-time performance, increase

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

Prior to approval
offinal. roadWay
design

Ongoing

Ongoing

.cOMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

PublicWorks
Dept.
and

SJVAPCD

Various city
departments

FreshoArea
Express

A -Incorporated lnto PrOject
B - Mitigated

page 4

C ..Mitigatfonin Proc¢ss
o -Responsible Agency COJ1t~C;ted

E - Part of CitY-WideProgram
F- Not Appli~ble



MAsrERENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (MEIR) NO. 10130 ISCH No. 2001071097
FOR THE2Q25'FRESNO·.GENERAL PLAN

Pl"ojectlEA No.EA-13-02
MEIR Mitigation Monitoring Qh~~I<(ist

Date:F~bruary15, 2013

0..1. The City shall monitor impacts of land use changes and development 1Ongoing
prOject prOposals on water supply facilitieS and the groundwater aqufer,

0-4. The City shall work with the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District to IOngoing
prevent and reduce the existence of urban stormwaterpollutants to the
maximum extent. practical and ensure that surface and grot:mdwater quality,
public health" and the envir:onment shall not be adversely affected by urban

0 ..3, The Cifyshall implement the future water supply pfande~cr:ibe<:l in tile 1Ongoing
eityof Fresno Metropolitan Water Resources Management Plan Update and
shall continue to update this Planas necessary to ensure the cost-effective
Use Ofwater resoUrces al'1dcontinued avaiiabilJty ofgooc.l-quality groundwater
andsUITace Water supplies,

FMFCDand
Public Works
Dept.

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Department ()f
Public Utilities

Department of
Public Utilities and
Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Dept-of Public
Utilities and
Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

0..2.. the Cityshall eris~re the funding andconstruction of facilities to mitigate Ongoing «J.ity
the direct impacts of land use changes and development Within the 2025 wide); and priorto
General Plan. boundaries. .Groundwater wells, pump stations. intentional approval of land
recharge facilities. potable and recycled water treatmenfand distribution use entitlement as
systems shall be expanded incrementally to mitigate increased Water applicable
demands. Site specific environmental evaluations sh!:lll precede the
construction of these facilities. Results of this evaluation shall be incorporated
into each project to reduce tbe identifiedenvironmentaf impacts.:

MitiGATION MEASURE

freqUency of service,.extend.hours of operation, sdd express bus service
l~fnd align routes to capture as mUch new rlc:!er:shipas Pos~ible.

d. Initiating a program to allow employers and institutions (e,g.,edu.cationai
facilities) to purchase blocks of bus passes at a redUced tate to facilitate
their incentive programs for reducingsingle-'passengervehicle use,

PageS

A -Incqrporated into Project
B ~Mitigated

C - Mitigation in Process
o-Responsible Agel'1cyContacted

E - Part OfCitY-Wide Program
F " Not Applicable



MAStER ENVIRONMENtAL IMPACT REPORt (MEIR) N(l.1tH30 ISCHNo. ~0010710$7
fOR 11-11:2025 fReSNO SI:NEAAI.,PLAN

Pn>jecUEA No. I:A-t3-02
MEIR MitigationMonitoring9h~gkU$t

MIl'IGATIONMEASURE

nJM1'f,and shall comply with NPDE:S standards,

0-$. the ¢ityshall preserve undeveloped areas wlthln the tOO-year f!oOdway I Ongoing
within the city and its general plan area, particularly the San Joaquin
Riverbottom, for uses that. will not involve Permanent improvements which
would be adversely affected by periodic flood.s. The City shall expand this
protected area in the Riverbottom pursuant to expanded f1oodplaioand/or
f100dway maps, regulations, and policies adopted by the Central Valley Flood
Protection Board and the National Flood Insurance Protection Program.

0-6. Theeity shall establish special building standards for private structures, I Ongoing
public structoresand infrastructure elements in the San Joaquin Riverbottom
that Will protect:
a. Allowable construction in this area from being damaged by the intensity of

flooding in the riverbottom;
b. Water quality in the San Joaquin River watershed from flood damage.,

related nuisances and haZards(e;g.,thereleaseof taw sewage); and

c. Public health, safety and general Welfarefrom the effects of flood events.

0-7. The City shall advocate that the San Joaquin River not be channelized I Ongoing
and that lev13es Shall not b13 used in the river corricjor forflooqcontrol, except
those alterations in river flow that are approved for surface mining aM
subsequent reclamation activities for mined sites (e.g., temporary berms and
small Side-channel diversions to control water flow through ponds).

0.$". The City sh.all maintain a comprehenSive•.. Iohg;.range water resource I Ongoing
management plan that provides forappropriat13 manag13ment and. use of all
sources of water available to the planning area, and shall periodically update
this plan to 13nsure that suffjcientancj sustainal:>le water supplies of gOOd

uatitv will be economically available to accommodate existinq and olanned

Page 6

Date: February 15, 2013

COMPLI
VERIFI

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Development&:
Resource
Management
Dept,

Department of
Public Utilities

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Mitigated

C - Mitigation in Progess
o -Responsible Agency Q()J'ltact~cl

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MASTER. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTREPORT (MEIR) NO. 10130 ISCH No. 2001071097
FOR. THE 2025 FRESNO~ENERAlPlAN

Proj~ctlEA No. EA-t3-02
ME:I~ l\IIitigatiol1N!ooit(,)ril1g Ch~ckl.i$t

MITIGATION MEASURE

urban development. .... Project-specific cmdcity-wide water conservation
measures shall bedirected toward assisting in reac:hing the goal of balancing
Citygr'oundwater op~rationsbY2025.

O.9~ The City shall continue its cLirrent Water conservation programs and 1Ongoing
implement additional water conservation .measutes to reddce overall pet
capita water Lise Within the City with a gbalof reducing the overall per capita
water: use in the City to its adopted target consumption rate. The targ~t per
capita consumption rate ad()ptedin 2008 is a citywide average of 243 gallons
Per person per day, intencled to be reached bY 2020 (Which.incll!c1es
anticipated water conservation resulting from the on:-9oing resldentlal water
metering program and additional water conservation by all customers: 5% by
201O,and an additionClI 5% by 2020.)

0·10. All deVelopment projects shall be reqUited to comply with City Priortoapproval
Department of Public Utilities conditions intended for the City to reach its of land use
over'allper capita water consumption rate target. Project conditions shall entitlement
include, but are not limited to, water use efficiencY for landscaping, use of
artificial tu"rfand native plant rnaterial$, reducing torf areas, and discouraging
the development of artificial lakes, fountains and ponds unless onlyuntr'eated
surface water or' recycled wat~r supplies are useq for these c1ecorative and
recr~ati.onal water features, as apPfoprlClteClnd Sl:'lnitarY.

0·11. When and if the City adopts a forrnal rnan~gementplatifor recycled Priorto approVal
ahd/or .reclaimed Water, all develoPment .shall comply with its standards and of development
requirements. .Absent a formal management -. plan for recycled and/or project
reclaimed water, new development projects shallinst'aUreasonably necessary
infrastructure, facilities and equipment to utilize reclaimed l:'lndrecycled water
for landscape irrigation, dec()r'ative fountains and ponds, and other water-
~onsurn!ng features, provided that use of reclaimed or reoycled water is
determined by the Departmentof Public Utilities to be feasible, sanitary, and
energy;.efficient.

Page 7

Date: February 15,2013

Department of
PUblic utilities

Department of
Public Utilities

Department of
PublIC Utilities

A -Incorporated into Project
B - Mitigated

C - Mitigation in Process
o - Responsible Agency Contacted

E - Part of City~Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



I\i1ASTERENVIRONMENTAL II\i1PACTREPQRT (MEIR) NO.1 0130 I SCH No. 2001071097
FORTHE 2025 FRESNO GENERALPLAN

ProJect/EANo. EA·13-02 Date: FebrLJary 15, 2013
MEIR Mitigation Monitoring Checklist

MITIGATiON NlEASURE

NOTE: The abovelanduseclassifications anddemandallocation factorsmaybe
amended In futureupdates ofthe UrbanWaterManagement F'lan

0-12. AU applicants for develoPment projects shall provide data (rneeting City
Department of Public Utilities criteria. for such data) on the anticipated annLial
"\later demand .and daily peak water demand for proposed. ptojects. . If a
develppment project would increase water demand at a project location (or for
qtype ofdevelopment) beyond the levels allocated in the version of the City's
Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP)in effect at the time the project's
environmental assessment is conducted, the additional water demand will be
required to be offset or mitigated ina manner acceptable to the City
Department of Public Utilities, Allocated water demand rates areset forth in
Table 6-4 ofthe2008 UWMPas follows:

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Department of
Public Utilities

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

Prior tOqpproval
of geV~I()pm~ht
project

2.9

3.5

6.2

1.9

1.9

3.2

AFTER
01/01/2025

2.9

1.9

3.5

6.2

3.2

1.9

01101/2010
THROUGH

1213112024

2

2

3

3.4

3.8
6.5

01/01/2005
THROUGH

1213112010

PER-UNIT FACTORS. in acre-ftlacre/yrt for
ptojeclsprojected to be completed
during these intervals:

lnc!(jstrial

Multi-family residential

$.OLith East Growth Area

Single familytesidential

Commercial and institutional

FOR GROSS DEVELOPED
PROJECT ACREAGE Of' THE
FOLLOWING DEVELOPMENT
CATEGORIES

(AnClIYsis ShaH io<::lude acreage
ball street.centenlnee.)

I..andscaped ojJen space

A· Incorporated into Project
B - Mitigated

PageS

C - Mitigation in Process
D-RespohsibleAgency COht9cteq

E • Part of City·Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



.MAS'tERENVIRONMENtAl OVIPACTREPORT (MEIR) NO.1Q13() I SCH No. 2QQ1Q71()97
FOR tHE 2Q25FRI:$NO GENERAL PLAN

Proj~ctlEA No. .EA·13..Q2
MEIR Mitigation Monitoring Ch~ckli$t

Date: February 15,2013

MITIGATION MEASURE

0·13. The City Will confemn to the reqtlirements of WastE:} Discharge
Requirements Order 5-of-254, inclUcling groundwater monitoring and
subsequent Best Practical Treatment and Control' (BPTC) assessmentand
findings.

£:-1 .. The City shall continue to implement and pursue strengthening of urban
growth management servicedeliyery requirements andanoexation policy
agreements, including urging that the cOl1nty contlnue to implement similar
measures Within the boundaries of the 202.5 Fresno GE:}neral Plan,: to promote
contiguous urban development and discourage premature conversion of
agricultural land.

E-2. To minimize the inefficient conversie>o of agricultural land, the City shall
pursue the appropriate measures to ensure. that. development Within the
planned urban boundary occurs consistent with the General Plan and that
urban develoPment occurs within the city'S incorporated boundaries.

E..3. The City shall pursUe appropriate measures, including recordation of
fight to farm covenants, toehslIrethat agl'icuitural uses of land may continue
within those areas of transition Where planned urban areas interface with
planned agricUltural areas.

E·4. Development of agricultural land, or fallow lan<:l adjacent to land
designated for agricultural uses, shall incorporate measures to redlJce the
potential for conflicts with the agricultural use. Implementation of the following
measuresshailbe considered:
a. Including a buffer zone of sufficient width between proposed residences

and the agricultural use.

b. Restricting thE:} intensity ofresidential uses adjaCent to agriculturallMds.

c. Informing residents about possible exposure to agricultural chemicals. ,

d.Where feasible and perrnitted bV laW,explorihQ opportunities for
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WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

OngOing

Ongoing

Ongoing

Ongoing

Qngoing

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Departrnent of
PublicutilitIes

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept

DE:}Yeloprnent&
Resource
Management
Dept.

A·~ Incorporated into Project
B - Mitigated

C - Mitigation In Process
0- Responsible Agency CohtClcte<:l

E -Part of City-Wide Program
F- NotApplicablE:}



MASTERENVIRoNMEN,.AL IMPACTR,E:POR,r (l\IIE:IR) Nb.10130 j scB No. 2001071097
FO~THE 2025 FRESNO GENERAL PLAN

ProjQct/EA No.EA-13-Q2
MEIR Mitigation Monitoring Checklist

Date: February 15, 2013

F-2.-a. rhe Cifyshall provide forcontaihrneht al1dmanagement of leathers I Ongoing
and slUdge adequate to prevent groundwater degradation.

F-Z. The CIty shall continue the development and useof citywide sewer~ow I Ongoing
monitoring and computerized flow rnodeling to ensure the availability of sewer
collectiqnsystem capacity to serve plannegUrb13n geveroprnent.

F-1. The City shall ensure the provisIon for a(jequ13te trunk Sewer and I Ongoing
collector main capacities to serve existIng and planned urban and economic
development,includingexisting .developed uses not presently connected to
the public sewer system, consistent with the Wastewater Master Plan. Where
appropriate, the City will coordinate with the City of Clovis and other agencies
to ensure that plal1ningand construction of facilities address regional needs in
a.comptehehsive manner.

Dept. of Public
Utilities

Dept. of Public
Utilities

Dept. of Public
Utilities

Dept. ofPublic
Utilities and
Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

WHEN
IMPLEMENTEDMITIGATION MEA$URE

r::..a. .The City shaltensure the provision of adequate sewage treatment and I Ongoing
disposal by using the Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facility
as the ptimary facility When.. ecooomicaUyfeasibleforallexisting and new
cjeveloprnent~ithin the General Plan. area.. SmaUer,s~bregionalwastewater
treatment facilities may also be constriJcted as part of the regionarWastewater
treatment .system, when appropriate.. This shall inclUde provision of tertiary
treatrnentfacUitiE:}s to producerecycled water for landscape irrigation and other
non-potable uses. SitE:} specific environmental evaluation and development of
Waste Discharge Requirements by the Regional VVater QUality Control Board
shall precede the construction of these facilities. Mitioation measures

agricultural operators to cease aerial spraying or chemicals and use of
/leavyeqQlpmeofnearproposed residences.

e.Recordation of right to farmcovenants to ensure that agricultural uses-of
land can continue.

A -Incorporated into Project
a-Mitigated

Page 10

C -Miti913tion jnProc~ss

D - Responsible Agerlcy Cont13c:ted
E - PartofCitY"WidePrograrn
F - NotAPplicable .



MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (MelR) NO. 10130 ISCHN.o. 2001011091
FOR THE2025 FRESNO GENERAL PLAN

ProjectlEA No.. EA-13-Q2 Date: February 15, 2013
MEIR Mitig~tionM()t1itoringCheqklist

G.-1.. Sit.e specific. env.ironmental evaluation shall precede the construction of IOngoing/prior to
new police and fire protection facilities. Results of this evaluation shall be construction
incorporated into each project to reduce the identified environmental impacts.

H-1.Site.. ,.specific enVironmenta.Je.valu.a.t.ion.~..hall.precede the construction of IOngoing/prior to
new public ParKs. Results of this evaluation shall be incorporated into the park construction
designto reduce theenvironmentaJ impacts.

F-4. The City shall ensure thatadeqUatefrunK seWercapacity exists or can be Ongoing/prior to
provided to serve proposed development prior to the approval of rezoning, approvaloflan(j
special permits, tract maps andparcel maps, so that the CapaCities of existing use entitlement
facilities are hot exceeded.

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Parks and
Recreation Dept.
&
Development &
Resource

Dept. of Public
Utilities

Fire Dept!Police
Dept!
Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Dept. OfPublic
Utilities and
Developmel1t&
Resource
Management
Dept.

WHEN
IMPLEMENTE.D

F-5. The.City shall provideadequatesolidwa.stefacHities.andsetviCes. for the I0.. ngo.ing.·./Pr.i.o.. r to
collection, transfer, recycling, and disposal of refuse for existing and plahnedcon~truction

development .. within the .City's Jurisdiction Site. specific environmental
evaluation shall precede the construction of these facilltie$. ResQlts of this
evaluation shall be incorporated into each project to reduce the identified
enVirbrimentai impacts.

MITIGATION MEASURE

identified in these evaluations shall be incorporated into each project to reduce
the. identifiedehvironr:nental impacfSc.

IS. -tncorporated into Project
B - Mitigated

Page 11

C - Mitigation in Precess
o-Responsible Agency Contacted

E • Part of CitY-Wide Program
F ..Not Applicable



MASTER ENVlRONMENl"AlIMPACT REPOgt CMEIR.l NO. 101301.SCHNo. 2001.071097'
FOR tHE 2025 FRESNO GENEMl PLAN

Project/EA No.EA-t3-Q2
MEIR Mitigation MonitoringChepkUst

Date: February 15.,201.3

MITlGAtlONMEAsURE

1-1. Projects that could adversely affect rare, threatened or endangered
wildlife and vegetative species (or may have impacts on wildlife, fish and
vegetation restoration programs) may be aPproved only with the consent of
the California Department of Fishahd Game (and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service,as appropriate) that adequate mitigation measures are incorporated
intothe project'sapproval.

1..2. Where feasible, development Shall avoid disturbance in Wetland areas,
includingvernal pools and riparian. cOl11rnunitiesalong .rivers and .streams.
AvoiClance of these areas shall including siting structures at feast100 feet from
the.outermostedge ofthe wetland.. Ifcomplete avoidance is.not possible, the
disturbance to the wetlandshallbe minimized to the maximumextentpossible,
with restoration of the disturbed area provided. New vegetation shall consist
of (lativespecies similar to those removeq.

"'3. Where wetlands. or other sensitive habitats cannot be avoided,
replacement habitat at a nearby aff:'site location shall be provided. the
replacementhabitat shall be substantially equivalent in nature to the habitat
lost ana shall.be provicledat a ratio suitable to assure that. at.a minimum,
there is ne net less of habitat acreage or value. Typically, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Serviceand California Department of Fish and CSamereCluire a ratio of
thri;le replacement acres for every one acre of high qt.lality riparian or wetland
habitat lost.

1-4. Existingartd mature riparian Vegetation shall be preserved to the extent
feasible, except When trees are diseasedor otherWise constitute a hazard to
persons or property. . Dlitingconstructibn, all activities and storage of
equipmentshall occur outsideof the drip lines of any trees to be preserved.
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Ongoing/prior to
approval of land
use entitlement

Ongoing/priotfo
approvalof land
useehtltJemeht

Ongqing/prior to
approval' of land
use entitlement
and during
construction

Ongoing/ptiol'to
approVal of land
use entitlement
and during
construction

Management
Dept.

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

A - Incorporated into Project
B- Mitigated

C - Mitigation in Process
D - Responsible Ag~ncy Contacted

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MASTERENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTREPORT (MEIR)NO.10130 I SCH No. 2001011091
FORTHE2025 FRESNO GENERALPLAN

Project/EA No.EA·13·02
I\IIEIR l\IIitigation I\IIQl1itQril1gChec.klist

Date: February 1S,2.0t3

MITIGAiloN MEAsURe

Hi. Within the iel!'mtified ripariaOcorridors,envirol101entaUy se.nsitivehapitat
at~asshan be proteQted against anysignifiQAnt elistuptionof hClbitat values
and only uses consistent with these values shall be allowed (e.g., nature
education and research, fishing and habitat enhancement and protection).

IA'. All areas Within identified riparian corridorS :.;hClU be maintained in a
natural state or limited to recreation and open space uses. RecreationshaU
be limited to passive forms of recreation, with any facilities that are
constructed required to be non..intrusive to wildlife or sensitive species.

J.1. If the site of a proposed development or public works. project is found to
Contain UniqUe archaeol¢gical or paleontological resourCes; and it can be
demonstrated thatthE'l project will caUSe damage to these resources,
reasonable efforts shall be made to permit any or aU of the resource to be
s¢ientifically removed, or it shall be preserved in situ (left In an Undisturbed
state). In situ preservation may include the following options, or equivalent
measures:
a. Amerlding.cOrlstructiorl plans to avoid the resources,

b. Setting asiele sites containing these resources by deeding them into
permanent conservation easements.

c. Capping or covering these resources with a protective layerof soil before
buildii1g on the sites.

d. Incorporating parks, green space or other open space into the project to
leave these resources undisturbed and to provide a protective cover over
them.

e. Avoiqing public disclosure of the location of these resources until or unless
the site is aqequately protected from vandalism or theft.

Ongoing/prior to
approvClIOf lanel
use entitlement
and during
construction

Ongoing/prior to
.approval ofland
~use entitlement
and during
construction

Ongoing

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Development &
Resource
Management
Dept.

Public Works
Dept.

A-Incorporated into Project
B ..Mitigated
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C - Mitigation in Process
o .. Responsible Agency Contacted

."

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MAStERENVIRONME.NtAlIMPACT REPQRT (MEtR.) NQ. 1{)130 I SCH No. 2001071{)91
FOR. THE2025FRE$NoGENIERAlPlAN

ProJect/EA No. EA...13-02
MEIRMitigation Monitoring phecklist

Date.: February 15;2013

MitiGAtiON MEASURE WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

.....2. An archaeological assessment shall be conducted for the project if I Ongoing
prebistoric human relics are found that were not previously assessed during
the environmental assessment for the project. The site shall be formally
record~dJ and archaeologist recommendations shall be made to the City on
further site investigation or site avoidance! preservation measures.

J':3..lf there are suspected human remains, the Fresno County Coroner shall I Ongoing
becolitacteq immediately. lf'the re.mainsor other archaeological materials are
pOsSibly ofNative American origin, the Nptive American Heritage Commission
shan be contacted imrnediately, and the Califomla Archaeological Inventory's
Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center shall be contacted to obtain a
referrallistof recognized archaeologists.

J-4..... V'lhere.maintenpnce, reppir .. stabilization, rehabilitation, restoration, I Ongoing
preservation, conservation or rec.onstructionof the historicpl resource will be
cohdUctedconsistent with the Secretary of the Int~rior's Standaros for the
Treatment of Historic Properties with GUidelines for Preserving,Rehabilitating,
Restoring and Reconstructing Historic Buildings (Weeks and Grimmer, 1995),
the project's impact on the historical resource shall generally be considered
mitigated below a level of significance and thus not significant.

t<..1. The City shall. adopt the land .. use noise compatibility standards I Ongoing
pr~sentedin Figure VK..2for general planning purposes,

K-2. Any required acoustical analysis shan be performed as reqUired by I Ongoinglupon
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MAstl;RENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (MEIR) NO. 10130 ISCH No.20()10i109j
fOR THE 2025 FRESNQGENERAL PLAN

PrQj~qtlEA No.. EA-13-02
MEIR Mitigatioll MooitoringChec;klist

Date: February 15,2013

MITIGATION MEASURE

Policy H..1-d of the 2025 Fresno General Plan for. develoPment projects
proposing residential or othernoise senSitiVe uses as definedbyPolicy H-1-a,
to prOVide compliance with the pf:jrformance stanqardsiqentified py Policies H
1..,;:1anq H-1..,k. (Note: all are POHciesofthe2Q25 Frf:jsno Genf:jral Plan.)
The follOWing measures can be used to mitigate noise impacts; however,
impacts may not be Jully mitigated Within the 70 dBA hOise contour areas
depicted on FigUre VK4~
• Site Planning. See ChapterV for moredetails.
• Barriers. See ChapterV for mOre details.
• Building Designs. See ChapterV for moredetails.

K..a. The Citysh'all cOl1til1Ue to enforce the California Administrative Code,
Title 24, Noise Insulation Stand<:irds. Titl.e 24 requires that an acoustical
analysis be performedfor all newmulti-family construction in areaswhere the
exterlorsound' levels exceed 60 CNEL The analysis shall ensure. that the
bUilding design limitsthe interior noiseenvironment to 45CNELor below.

L..t. Any bottstrubtion that occurs asa result of a project shall conform to
currf:jnt Uniform Buildil1gCode regUlations Which address seismic safety of
new structuresanq slope requirements. As appropriate, the City shallrequiI'e
;:1 preliminary soils xeport prior to subdivision map review to ascertain site
specific subsurface information necessarytc estimate fOUndation conditions.
This reportshall reference and make use of themost recent regional geologic
maps available from the California Department of Conservation, DiVision of
MineS andGeology:

N-1.The CitY shall cooperateWithe:tppropriate energyproviders to ensurethe
provision of adequate energy generated and distributionfacilitiesj inclUding
envirOnmental reviewas reqUired.
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MAS1"i:RI:NVIRONMENTAlIMPACT REPORT (MEIR)NO.10130 rSCH No.2001071097
F=QR.1"HI:20:l5F=RI:SNOGI:NEML.PI.AN

Project/EA No. EA-13-02
MEIR Mitigation Monitoring Checklist

Date: February 15, 2013

I\IIITIGATION MEASURE

Q."1. The City shall establ.ish. and irnp1ementdesign guidelines applicable to-all
Commercial and manufactllringzonedistricts. These design guidelines will
require consideration of the appearance of non-residential buildings that are
visible to pedestrians and vehicle drivers using major streets or are visible
from proximate properties zoned or planned for resldentlal use.
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MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (MEIR)
REVIEW SUMMARY

Projected Population. and Housing. The City of Fresno experienced a period of notable
growth in the construclion of single fC3mHy residences over the first five-year period of the. 2025
Fresno General Rlan (2003 through 2007). However, this development has occurred within the
parameters.anticipated by the General Plan and the mitigation measures established by Master
Environmental ImPC3ct Report (MEIR 10130/SCH 2001071097). The General Plan-and its MEIR
lltilizeda projected population growth rate for purposes of land.use and resource plannin~.l. This
projection anticipated an annuataverape population growth of approximately 1.9 percent over
the 23-year planning period. Ropulationestimates provided by the State of California
Department of Finance (DOF) indicate a population growth of approximately 60, 000 people
between.2002C3nd 2007 with a growth rate varying from 1.47 to 1.97 percent per year. These
estimates are well within the growth projections of the GenerC31 Rlanancl MEIR.

The City has processed 110 plan amendment appli0C3tions since the adoptlonof the 202p
Fresno General Plan. These ;applicationshC3ve resultedinchansesofplanned land use that
C3ffecteclC3pproximately .1 ,000 acres, representing approximC3telyonepercent .ofihe .Ia.nd.areC3
within the 2025 Fresno General RIC3n boundary. TheimpC3cts ofthese amendments are minimal
and not significant in relation to the balance of the density and intensity of the land uses
impactedby the plan amendment applications.

Based upon this, many ofthe assumptions relied upon for the MEIR to address other impacts,
suchas traffic, air quality, need for public utililies, services and facilities and water supplies are
still. valid. to the extent that these assumptions relied upon projected population growth .. during
the General Plan planning period. For this reason and the others provided below, the Staff finds
that the circumstances have not changed from the time the MEIR wascertifiedand/or new
information is not known. pursuant to CEQA Guideline Section 15179(b)(1) and the MEIR may
still be relied upon. ..

Transportation and Circulation. Subsequent to the certification of theMEIR the City of
Fresno has required the preparation of approximately 200.site specific fraffic impact studies and
had required the provision of street,intersection signalization and transportation improvements
in accordance with the adopted mitigation measures of the MEIR. The City's Traffic Engineer
reports that through review of these approximately 200 traffic impacfstudies, the City has not
seen traffic counts substanfiallYdifferent than those predicted by the MEIR. .Concurrently with
these efforts, the City adopted a new program for traffic.signal and major street impact fees to
pay for planned improvemehtsthrooghout Fresno (not Just in new growth areas, as has been
the case with the previous impact fee program). These fees will more comprehensively provide
for meeting. transportation infrastructure needs and will expedite reimbursement for
developments, Which construct improvements that exceed the project's proportionate share of
the corresponding traffic or transportation capacity needs.

in addition to the local street system, theOityhasentered. into an agreementwith the California
Department of Transportation to collect impact fees for state highway facilities which may be
impacted. by new'dsvetoprnent projects, The .Gity participates in. the Fresno County
Transportation Authority, whico recently was successful in obtaining voter re-authorlzatlonof a
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half-cent sales tax to be dedicated toa wide range of transportation facmtie~and programs
(inCluding mass transit). The City is also an acfive participant in (>rigoing regional transportation
planning efforts, such asa freeway deficiency study, a corridor study for one ormore.addltlonal
SanJoaquinRivercrossitJg~,and the 8tate's"Blueprintfor tl1e ValleY" prpce~s.AII these studies
were commenced afterthe MEIR wascertified, butnone of them isyet completed. Therefore. it
cannotbe concluded. that Fresno'senVironmentalsettin~ or the MEIRanalysis of traffic and
circulation have materiaUychangedsince NOVemberof2002.

Therefore, Staff finds that the circumstam~es haye I)otchangedfrom the time the MEIe. Was
certified and/or new information is not known based upon traffic impacts pursuant to CEQA
Guideline Section 151.79(b)(n

Air Quality and Global Climate Change . staff has. worked closely With the.regional San
Joaquin.ValleyAir Pollution Control.District (SJVAPCD) since the NOYember2g02certification
of the .. 2025Fresno.General PlanMaster Envirpnmental1mpact Report (MEIR). .Potential air .
9pality impacts have been analyzed for everyenvironmental assessment initial study done for
City. development projects. .. Projects are required to .. comply with SJVAPCD rules and
regQlatiqns Via conditions qf approval and mitigation measures fOrmUlated in tMe MElR.

Overall,. reVisitationof tMesejs~ueslead~totheGQ~cjrt1S'0n that, While fh~re h.ave bean changes
in air.quality laws, planning r~quirements. and rules and regulations since certification of the
M.EIR, the actualenvironll1ental setting.has not evidenced degracJation ?fair quality. (Because
air qoaiity and global climate change are .rnattersofsome PUbHc.controversy, .additional
documentation has beeosuppHedorl mis issue; please referto tI1e appended full analysis with
supporting data.)

In iconjunction with SJVApCDattaif1rnentplans andattendanLrl.lle$ ana regUlations that were
adopted prior tothecertificatiol"l af the MEIR. policies in tl1e2025 Fresno.~eneral Plahand
MEIR rnitigation measureS!ilirflea .atimprp\ling~irqQaliJyapP~!ilrto b~worlsiiOg .. 8Ince.2002,
data show that pollutant.leVels have beensteaaJlydecrea~ing fpr O~one/oxidantsandfor
particulate matter(tO.miGr()n~and 2rnicrons ... in.. si~~)" . Recentaaaptiortof new .air.C)uality
~ttainrnentplansby SJ\jAPCP,callingforbroa~erandmotestringenl rule.sandregulations to
.~cpieve~ompliance.1vVith national and .state standards, isexpecteq toacc.elerate progress
toward. a.ttainme.ntpfc[eanairactstandard~.

AnalysisofglobaJclimat~changeanal.y$isVias not part pftMe MSI~ in2QO~, doe tolacl~ of
$cientificcoosensus on.thematteranda lack of analytical tools.. t1ow~ver.uncJe( the.MSIR~nd
Gen\9ral Plan: mitig.ation mfilasures .and. policie~for. reducingall;fprms of air poHl1ticm. level~of
weenhoysegase~h~lVe be.en reducedalongwiththeotper regulated air pOllutants, At thispoint
in time,detailed analysis and conclusions as to the. significance ofQreenhouseg~semissjons
and.strategfesfor mitigation ar!9stUf npt .. feasible,pecaose thEi legislative1y-mancJated
~reehhousegasirwentorY benchmarkjng~nd tMe envitonmerttal analysis policy formUlation
tasks. of .. tMe .California .Eovir?nmentat fJrotectionAgency .: AirResources .... Boardand .tl)e
Governor's Qffice pf Planning.and research are not completed, .The information available does
potsupport any conclusion that tpe construction of MartinRay~eIlly tar~ .ahd relgtea street
irnprovementsorotMer City projects would have. a significantly adverse impact on global climate
¢hange. Similarly'.there is insufficfent information toco.nclude that global climafe change ""oUld
have a significantly adverse impact uponthe Cityof Fresnp orspecificdeYe!ppment projects.
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Staff is not aware of any particular circumstance or information that would make impacts to air
quality a reasonably foreseeable impact or more severe impact from that identified in the MEIR.
Therefore, Staff finds that the circumstances have not changed from the time the MEIR was
certified and/or new information is not known based upon air quality impacts pursuantto CEQA
Guideline Section 15179(b)(1).

Water Supply. Quality and Hydrology. The City of Fresno has initiated. continued and
completed numerous projects addressing general plan and MEIR provisions relating maintaining
an adequate supply of safe drinking water to serve present and future projected needs. A water
meter retrofit program to meter service to all consumers by the end of the year 2012 is
underway, incompliance with State law that predated the MEIR and with new regulations
affecting the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Central Valley Project. (While the,federal regulation
has trumped a voter-approved City charter amendment thaIspecifically prohibited.using meters
for residentialdevelopment, the City's plans and policies have always contained measures
calling for water conservation and for seeking ways to reduce average consumption of
households. Metering is recogni:z:ed as the best implementation measure for this,and does not
constitutes change in the City's environmental setting or-the analysis and mitigation in the 2025
Fresno GenElral Plan MEIR.) After ce.rtification of the MEIR. the City commenced operation of
its northeast <:lrea surface water treatmenHacility;initiatedandbeganconstructionofadditional
groundwater wells with granular activated 'carbon filtration systems as necessal)'to. remediate
groundwater contamination that was discussed in the MEIRandits mitigation measures;
provided for additional groundwater recharge areas; and expanded its network of water
transmission main pipeline improvements allowing for improved distribution Ofwater supply.

As called for in 2025 General Plan policies and MEIR mitigation measures, the City has
implemented several programs for preventing water pollution: In conjunctioh With Fresno
MetropOlitan Flood Control District and the RegionalWater Quality Control Board (RWQCB) City
inspectors assist in enforcing the National Pollutant Discharge Elimihatibn System Stormwater
Pollution Prevention regulations; The Planning and Development Department also consults with
RWQCB on specific development projects which may requlreon-slte wastewater treatmentand
provides project,.specific cOhditions and evensepplementaleevlronmenta! analysis for such
projects, with specific mitigation measures. The City's Department of .Public Utilities has
enhanced its industrial pretreatment permitting program for industrial wasfewatergenerators
who discharge to the Fresno-Clovis Wastewater Treatment and Reclamation Facility.

Staff is hot aware of any partlcutar circumstance or information that would make impacts to
water supply, quality and hydrology .a reasonably foreseeable impact or.more Severe impact
from that identified .in the MEIR. The Director of Public Utilities finds that the circumstances
have not changed from the time the MEIR was certified and/or new mformatlon is not known
based upon traffic impacts pursuant to CEQA Guideline Section 15179(b)(1).

Agricultural Resources. The tmplementatlonofapplicable polieiesslnceadoptlon. of the 2025
Fresno General Plan has encouraged the development of urban uses in a more systematic
pattern that avoids discontinuity and the creation of vacant by-passed properties. These efforts,
together With the requiremenf to record "righHo-farm" covenants, facilitate th~ continuation of
eXisting agriCUltural uses within the city's planned utbangrowth boundary during the interim
period preceding orderly development of the propenyas anticipated by the General Plan., Staff
IS not aware of any particular olrcumstance or information~hat would make impacts from loss of
agricultural resources a reasonablyforeseeable impact or more severe impact from that



MEIR REVII::W SUMIVIARY
Page4

identified in the MEIR. Staff finds that the circumstances have not changed from the time the
MEIR was certified and/or new information is not known related to loss of agricultural resources
pursuant to GEQA GUideline Section 15179(b)(1).

D.emahdfor Utilities and Service Systems. .The.City of Fresno has continued to provide for
utilities and servi.ce systems commensurate with the demands of increased population and
employment within its service area, implementing policies of the 2025 Fresno General Plan and
conforming to MEIR mitigationmeasure.s. Programmatic measures have been continued,
e)(panded or initiated to increase the efficiencies of providing services in a manner that will
reduce potential impacts upon the naturaland human environment. These improvements have
included bringing the City's first surface water treatment planton-llne to distribute treated
surtace water, thereby preventing a worsening of groundwater overdraft in northeast Fresno;
.convertinga substantial portion .of the City's service vehicle fleet to alternative fuels; and
expanding recycling and conservation .measures (includinQ. contractil1g with a .. major material
sorting and recycling facility and a green waste processor to comply with AB 939 solid waste
reduction mandates) to more Judiciously use. reso.urces~nd .minimize. adverse impacts the
environment. Adoption ofCity"'widepoliceand fire facility development impact fees and a
contract. to consolidate flre ·service with an adjacent fire prevention district have been
accornplisheci to .assure the provisIon of adequate.firefightil1g capacity to serve a .bro~der
.geographic:e)(tend of urban development arid more intensive. and mlxed-use development
throughoutthe metropolitan area.

Because these changes were· anticipated iniorprovided for by, the 2025 Fresno General Plan
and its MEn~ mitigation measures, they do not constitute a significant or adverse alteration.of
Fresno's environmental setting. Staff is not aware of any particular circumstanc.e. or information
toat would make impacts from increased demand for Utilities and service systems and public
facilities a reasonably foreseeable Impact or more severe impact from that identified in the
MEIR. Staff findS that the circumstances have not .changed from toe time the MEIR was
certified andlor new information is not known related to increased demand for utilities, service
systems, and public facilities pursuant to CEQA Guideline Section 15179(b)(1).

Oemand for Recreatiohal Facilities. The City of Fresno has adopledahd City-wide parks
facility and QUimbyAct fee which provides for the acquisition of new open space and recreation
facilities as well as improvements toexistil1g facilities and programs to provide a broader range
of recreation opportunities. Staff is not .awareof any particular circumstance or information that
would make impacts from increased demand for recreational facilitiel:'a reasonably foreseeable
impact or more severe impact from that identified in the MEIR. Staff finds that the
circumstances have.notchanged from the time the MEIR was certified and/or new information is
not known related to increased demand for utilities, service systems, and public facilities
pursuant to CEQA GUideline. Section 15t79(b)(1).

Biological Resources. The City continues to evaluate all development proposals for potential
impacts upon natural habitats and associated species. dependent upon these habitats. The City
supports continUing efforts to acquire the most prominent habitats Where appropriate,such as
portions of the$anJoaquin. River environs. .When.development or public works proJects. have
be.en proposed in this area, they have been subject to site-specific evaluation through
supplemental environmental analyses, and appropriate mitigation measures and conditions
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applied as derived from consultanon Withtbe u.s. Fish 'and Wildlife ServioeandtheCalifornia
Departmento! Fish and Game. The City has imposed MEIR mitigation measures related to
Biological Resources on projects that identified potentislirnpacts to biological resource§. staff
finds that this hasadequatelyaddteSsed any. potential impact tobiological resources. Staff is
not aware of anyparticular c.ircumstance or information that would make impacts from. loss of
biologioal tesourcesareasonablyforeseeableimpaQtormore severeimpactl"rom that identified
intheMEIR, .Staff finds that thecircurnstances. have notchangedfromthe firne fhe MEIR Was
cettifiedand/or newinformatio'n is notknown related to lossof biologiqal reSOUrQeS pursuant to
CEQAGuideline Section 15179(b)(1).

Potential Disturbance of .CUltul"al'R.es.ources. The City of Fresno has implemented
nUmerous efforts toIdentifyhistoric and QuHural resources, and proVide thorough Qonsidel'ation
as to their valUe and .contribCltions tounderstanding orhistoric and cultural heritage;

Additionally, stafffollowstbeMEIRmitigation.measUl"e§TQr potentialculturall"eSources. Staff is
not aware ofany particular Qircumstanceor information thatWould make impacts to cultural
resources a reasonably foreseeableirnpaQ! that wasnotid~ntified in the MEI~. Sta~ finds that
the circumstances haVe riotchangedfrorn the .time the MEIR wascettified and/or new
inft;>rmaHon is not known related to loss of cultu(al resources pU(suant toGEQA GUideline
Section 1$179(bXj).

Withirl thela,st fiVe years. fheCity has losttw0lawsUit$ .(\lalley Advooates Y.COFandfieritage
Fresno v: RDA,City of.FreshO). related to histori~al resources.that related to six particQlar
buildings; at t\AlPd.ifferent. ;particul~r sit~$, .'. The...CJ;QA ;projects .~t issue. were revievved.unoer
independentQEQA docQments, not underthe.MEIRassubsequentprojects (Le.,.one un.der .'~.

separate EIRand.oneunder a categpricalexemption)... These pmjects are site specific and are
notre~sonal:>Jyexpected tocreateadditipnal .impaptstoc~ltural resoqrces. thatwould affect a
ftl'ldlng underS~ctlon 15179. These particUlar projects.may be prQperly assessed under the
f\i1~IR focusedEIH'.prQceduresQr. mitigated negative declaration.procedures under Section
1517f3and notaffect the overallMEIRfindings.

Generation of NOise.. The City of PresnCl continuest() irriplerri~nt mi(ig;atlon meaSUresahd
appli.Qable.plan. poJicies to reQqcethe.level. o.fnoiseto whichsensiU\le .noIse receptots are
t30Posed.. .These.efforts .inclu~eidentifica:tion. ofhighnoJse. eXPQsure.ar~~s, .limiting th~
developmentofneyv noise sensitive tJseswithin tmese identified areas and conducting noise
expoSQrestCl.dies and teq~iring implerrJenlation.ofappropriatedesi.gn measures to reduQenoise
~xposure,$taff finds that these efforts haveadeqtJately .addressedany potentialimpaQts that
may h~lVearisenrelatedtQnoiseand is notawareof anyfacts Or cirQLJ!tl~tanQeth~twouldrrJak~
noise impacts ba'le a more severe impacttha~that i?entifiedinthef\i1EIR,AcJdjtlonally,staffiS
notaw~re. o.f~ny Informa.fionQfdata. tb'Clt was notknownatthe time thatthe ME,IR was certified
.thatwOl,lld be.able to mitig.ate noise imp~cts beyond thatidentifieo and contetrlplated.t>y the
ME1R.$t'afffinds that the QirqUml3tances have t'lotchangedfrom the. time the MEIR was
Certified ;and/or neWilifotmationisl1otknown related to noise lmpaclspursuant toCEQA
GUidelil1e Section 1517$(b)(1J;

Geolo9yand Soils~ TheCitYQf'Fresl10 has a predprninal1tlyflatterrainwitbfewgeolo.gicorsoi!
quality constraints. The. City continues to apply appl!Qable1o·cal and :state construction codes
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and standards and continues to adopt new standardsas appropriate to insure the safety of
residents and protection of property improvements.
Staff finds that thesecode.s and standards haveadequatelyaddre.ss.edany potential impacts
that may have.arisen related to geology and soils and is not aware of any facts orcircumstance
that would make impacts related to geology and soils a reasonably foreseeable impact not
addressed in the MEIR. Staff finds that the circumstances have not changed from the time the
MEIR was certifieg and/or new information is not known regarding impacts related to geology
and soils pursuant to CEQA Guideline Section 15179(b)(1).

Hazards and Potential Generation ofHazardous Materials . The City contlnues to implement
General Plan policies and assure compliance with MEIR mitigation measures as new
development is planned and constructed; and as Code Enforcement actiVities are conducted, in
order to prevent flood damage, structural failures due to soiland.geologie instability, and wildfire
losses. Development in the vieinityof airports has been reviewed and.appropriately conditioned
with regard to adopted and updated airport safety and noise policies•. In consultation with
Fresno County Environmental Health and the California Environmental Protection Agency
DepartmenfofToxicSubstancesControl,ind.ustrial and commercial facilities that USe, handle,
or store potentiaUyhazardousmaterialsareappropriatelysited,conditioned, and inspected
periodicallyby>theFresno Fire Department10 prevent:adverse occurrences. H()melandSecurily
regulations have been taken into considerationwhen revieWing f()odproduetion, processing. and
$torage facilities, and theCltyhas conducted and participated in mUltiple emergency response
exercises tp d~velop response plans that would protect life, hee;tlth, and safety in the event of
railroad accidents and other potential hazards.

Staff finds that these procedures, as outlined in the 2025 Fresno General Plan and its MEI.R (as
well as in related regLllationsandcodes pertaining. to hazards and hazardous materials) have
adequately addressed potential impacts that may have arisen related to hazards. Staff is not
aware of any facts or circumstance that would make impacts related to hazards and hazardous
materials reasonably foreseeable impacts not addressed in theMEIR Staff finds that the
clrcumstances have not materially changed from the lime the MEIR wascertltled and/qrnew
information is not known related to impacts from hazards and hazardous materials pursuant to
CEQA Guideline Section 15179(b)(1).

Demand for Energy. The City of Fresno has taken a number of steps to reduce energy
consumption, both "in house" to set an example, and in the policy arena. The most notable"in
house" actions ate the following:

• Construction of solar panel generator facilities at the. Municipal Services Center (MSC)
and at Fresno-Yosemite International Airport. The MSC facility, completed_ in 2004,
generates 3.05 GWfof energy (equlvelent to operation of 286 homes per year) and has
resulted in reduction of 966 tons of CO2 emissions (equivalent to 2,414,877 vehicular
miles not driven). . .

• Replacement of .asigniflcantnumber of vehicles in the municipal fleet with clean air
vehicles, (please refer to the following table).
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CURRENT CITYOF FRESNO "CLEAN AIR" FLEET

.~2§~~l~~~ff:[~!:]s::~~~~;~~~ps_ ...
2 Hybrid (dlesel-electric) Transit Buses

12

5

UCompressEld' Natural Gas (CNG) Pickups. Vans:aod Sedans

Fle>,< FuelPickups. Van~ andSedans (c;NGlUnleaded Fuel)

"'

(gasolin~·electric) Sedans and Trucks

..... •. i
VOlllvIO;).

.... ' .:J.TIP-,I·....opane ....owereo Vetlicl(~S

: . .., "''"' .... ....io ...103 LI'\I\:J. v .. v vv Refuse I rUCKS

Retrofitted Diesel PoWered Refuse Truckswith combination
lean NOx catalystand diesel Particulate filt~rs

.,,"p,, V~;HPU Diesel Powered StreetSweepersWith
combination lean NOx catalystand dies~1 particulat~ j'iiltm::i

....:~~' ONG/Electric HybridRefuse Truck

Heavydutydiesel trucks and construction equipment
equipped with exnaustafter-treatment.devices

l:JL~~~d Equlpment¥dthexhaustaftar-traatment4evlpas
[~]~ean Air" Vehicles in the Cityof Fresno fleet
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In the, develppment st~ndardspolicyarena, the City is taking nurnsreussteps to increase
residential densities and cpnnectivity between residential and commercial land uses, thus
facilitating more Walking. biking anOtransit ti(jetship (which has Increased ~20/<> in recent
mcmths) andsaving energy:

• Amended thezonin~ codetoallowdevelopment.of mixed use projects in all commercial
zone districts citywide, and in theC-Manel M..t zpneoistrictswithintheCentral Area.

• Amended the zoning code to allow density .b~nuses f9raffotdabJe housing projects.
SUch bonuses permitdensity increases of approximately 300/<>,

• Amended zoning .code.to eliminate the "drop down". proYision,Whichpetmitted
developmentatonedensity range less thanthatshown on theadopted land use map.

• Amended the zoning code to increase heights in various residential and commercial
zone 'districts and tedoce theminimom lot size in the R-1zone district from p,OOO to
5,OPOsqllarefeef.

• IrlitiatedtheActiyityCenterStudYiWhlehlS (jefining the potential ActiYityCenterslocated
in.Sxhibit6pf the 2025 Fresno General Plan and proposing des~gn classifications and
ihcreaseo densityranges forthese centers ano corresponding transportatipn corridors.

$t~ff Jsinot aWare ofanyfactsot cirCUmstance: fhat WoUld makeimpactste,latedto energy
(jemaQ(js reasonablyfo[eseeable impacts thatwerenot aqdresseo,In the MEJR, Stafffindsthat
thecircomstanees have not materially changed from thetime theMElg' waS certifiedan(j/pf new
infotmatioh, is, npt known telafe(j fpenergydemandiropacts PO(so\:U"Itto QE:ClA GUideline
Septipn1p1.'79(p)(1);

Mineral Resources. The City of Fresno has adopted plan policies and City ordinance
provisi<ms consistent with requirements of theState of California necessary to preserve access
to areas of identified resources and for restoration ,of land after resource recovery (surface
mining) activities. Staff finds that these policies and Fresno Municipa~ Code provisions have
adequ~t~ly addressed any potential impacts that may !'lave :arisen related to mineral resources
and is not aWare of any facts or circumstance that would make loss of mineral resources a
reasonably foreseeab.le impact not addressed in the MStR. Staff finds thaJ. the circumstances
have not changed from the time the MEIR was certified and/or hew information is not known
related to loss ofmineral resources pursuantto GEQA Guideline Section 15179(b)(1).

School.f"aciUties. theOlty ,off"reSI1P continu~s, to cpn$l.Ht \Nith$ff~cte~ ,~ch()pl Qistrict$ and
pt:lrticipafeihscl1oo1 site ,planning effor!s'fo assure the identifiCation ofa{)propriate locatiOn
altetnatives for planned sphool facilities, Staff,is not :awarepfany infprmaU:Oh from th.~ scho'Ol
~istrict~ .or .. otherwise. to .dem?nsttate . thata~eqoate . school .: facilities .ate not ,being
accommodated. onCler .fhecorrent General Piananolor thafthe ne~d, ,for sChoOl. facili.fiesis
.expected.. tocause imp,actsnot io~ntified.in th~ .. ME1R..Staff find~ that the circlJmstances.have
n<:\tchangeofrom, the time the MEl!={ was,certifieo '<;ind/or new informatkm, i.s notknpwn related
to neeo for schOOl faciliti~s pursuant to CEQAGuideline S~ction 1&1¥Q(b)(1 ).
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PQt¢l'ltlal A¢stheth:lmp~~ts •. D~sl~l~ Guidelines Were appended ta the,20268reShb.Geheral
Plan. t~rough. tneplan adopfion process conduct~d concurrentl¥ WittlMEIRanalysis..As noted
preViouslY,General Plan poHciesencour~geand promote infiH development, and .the Pity of
~resn<'l .PI(lonin~ .and .Development Department has implerTlenteddesign ,guidelines for
reviewing infill hoUsihgdeyelOpment proposals. TheO~p(lrtment h(l~ prepareddetaileddesign
gUidelines for the. Tower DistrictSpecifip Pianarea(lod theF9!ton'-LoweJISpec:ific Plan area,
both.of\Nhfch~ntainen?laves of.Unique structures. TheOity has adopted pqliqiespromoting
inCOrporafiohof publicartVJithin private developrnent projects, 'Vv'rich wnl c:ontributeto(l more
~ppe(lling .ViSl.lal . environment, benefittinQ users. pf .the", privatE) .. property as well as the
surrounding community.. In additionjth~CityQf Fr~snQand lneCityof FreshoR~d~veJ()pment
Agency have T",ndeopublipirnprovements which improve the 'generala~sthetic. Staffi~; not
awar.e.of~P¥ .. sitHation .~rcirClJn1stances Where there. are r~,as<ilnably foreseeable aesthetic
impacts not identified and aSsessed in the MEIR$tafffinOs thatth~ cjrcl1mstanc~s.have not
changedfrPrt' .the time the.Mpl~ W~$,cettified al'ldlC5t.neW" irlfbrmatiCm is hc)tknbWhr~lated
a~sthetic il'l1pactspursuanf toC.EQA GuidelineSectiol1 t5179(p)(1).
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APPENDIX

STATOS()F MEIRANALYSISV\l.ITH RE<3AROfO AIR QUALIfY AND bLlMATEbHANGE

EXt=CUTIVE SUIVIMARY

Analysis of global climate change analysis was not part of the MEIR in 2002, due to lack of
scientific consensus on the matlerandalack of analytic~1 tools. However, under the MEIR and
General Plan mitigation measures and policies for .reducing .all forms of :air pollution, levels of
greenhouse gases have been reduced along with.the other regulated air pollutants. At this point
in time, detailed analysis and conch,lsiQnsas to the .significance of greenhouse gas .emissions
and §itrategies for mitigation are still not feasible, because the legislatively-ml:indated
greenhot:isegas inventory benchmarking \and the· en\(iror:u:nentalahalysis policy formulatioh
tasks. of the California Environmental Protection Agency Air Resources Board and the
Governor's Office of PJanning.and research are not completed. The information available does.
not support any conclusion that the construction of Martih Ray Reilly Park and related street
improvements or other City projects would have a significantly adverse impact on global climate
change. Similarly, there is insufflcientinformation to conclude that global climafechange would
have a significantly adverse impacfupon the City of Fresno or specific developmentprojects.
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SUPPORTING DATAAND ANALYSIS

While there have been changes in airquality regulations since the November 2002 certification
of the ,2025 Fresno General Plan MEIR, the actual environmental setting has not evidenced
degradation of air quality.

The adverse air quality impacts associated with the' myriad of human activities potentiated by
the long range general plan for the Fresno metropolitan area. can be expected to remain
significant and unavoidable, and cannot be completely mitigated through the. General Plan or
through project-level mitigation measures. lnorder to provide a suitable living environment
Within the metropolitan area, the General Plan and its MEIR included numerous air pollution
reduction measures.

The 2025 Fresno General Plan and its MEIRgaveemphasis to pursuing cleaner air as an over
arChing goal. The urban form element of the. General.Plan was designed to .. foster efficient
transportation and to. support mass transit . and subdivision. design standardS are. being
implemented to support pedestrian travel. Strong, policy direction .in the Public Facilities and
Resource Conservation elements require that air pollution improvement bea primary
consideration for' all land development proposals, that development and public facility proJects
conform to the 2025 Fresno General Plan-and itsjEIFR mitigation'meaSl.lreS, and that the City
work conjunctively with other agencies toward the goal of improving.airquality.

ThE) MEIR mitigation checklistsketched outa .series of actions for the City to pursue with regard'
to its own operations, and City departments are purSUing these objectives. The.Fresno Area
Express (FAX) bus fleet and the Department of Public Utilities solid waste collection truck fleet
are being converted tocleanetfuels. Lighter"duty Vehicle fleets are also incorporating
alternative fuels and. "hybrid" vehicles. . Mass transit system. improvements are supporting
increased ridership. Construction of sidewalks, paseos, bicycle lanes and bike paths is being
required for new development projects, .andarebeingincorporatad. int() already-built segments
of City rights-of-way with financing from grants, gas tax, and other road construction revenues.
Traffic signal synchronization is being implemented. The Planning. and . Development
Department amended the Fresno Municipal Code to ban all types of residential woodburning
appliances, thereby removing the most prominent source of particulate matter pollution from
new construction.

Pursuant to a .:specific MEIR mitigation measure, .all proposed development projects are
evah,lated with the "Urbemls" iair quality impact model that evaluates potential generation of a
range of air pollutants and pollutant precursors from project construction, project-related traffic,
and from various area-wide non-point alrpollutlon sources (e.g., combustion appliances, yard
maintenance activities, eto.). The results of this "Urbemls" model evaluation are used to
determine the significance of development projects'airquality impacts as wellas the basis for
any project-specific air quality mitigation measures.

There are no new (i.e., unforeseen in the MEIR) reasonable mitigation measures WhiCh have
become available since late. 2002 that would.assure the reductlonof cumulative (city-wide) air
quality impacts to a lass than significant level at project bulldou], even with lulI compliance with
attainment plans and rules promt.ilgated by the' California Air Resources Board and the San
Joaquin Valley Air PollutionControl District.
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Through implementation of regional air quality attainment plans by the San Joaquin Valley
Unified Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD), as supported by implementation of 2025
Fresno General Plan policies and MEIR mitigation measures, air pollution indices have shown
lmprovement.. Progress is being made toward attainment of federal and state ambient air
quality standards.

Ozone/oxidant levels have shown gradual improvement, as depicted in the following graphsfjnd
charts from the California Air Resources Board (graphics with an aqua background) and from
the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (those with no background color):

Ozone Trends Summary: San .Joaquin Valley Air Basin

GRAPH NOTES: The "Nationall997 8-Hour Ozone Design Value" is a tI:1ree"year running average c>fthe
fc>urth~highest 8-hour ozone measurement averages in each of the three years (computed according to the
method specified in Title 40, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 50, Appendix I).

Under the 1997 standard,in effect thrc>ugh the end of 2007, "Attainment" would be ac:hievi:ld ifthet/1ree
year average were less than,orequal to, 84 parts per billion (ppb), or 0.084 parts per million (ppm). In 2008, a
new National 8-Hour Ozone Attainment standard went into effect: a three year ayerage of 75ppp (Q.075
ppm). Data and attainment status for2008 is expected to become available in 2009.

The California Clea.n Air Act has a different calculation method forits8~hr oxidant [ozone] standard design
value, and anattainrnent standard that is lower (0.070 ppm). The ozone impr(>Vernent trend under the state
CIMn Air Act 8-hour ozone standard parallels the trend forthe national 8-hour standard.

Correspondingly, the number of days per year in which the National s-hour Ozone Standard has
been exceeded have also decreased since the end of 2002:
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02:0ne Trends Summary: San JoaquinValleyAir Basin

Itl 1~97, fheFederal Clean Air Act repealed the former National l"hoLJr O:z:onestaiidard.
However, the California CJean Air Act retains this air pollution parameter. The days per year in
which the State of California 1-hour ozone standard has been exceeded have also shown a
generally decreasing frendin the time since the 2025 Fresno General PlanMEIR was certified:
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The current ozone attainment plan for the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin, in place when the
MEIR for thEl 2025 Fresno General Plan was certified,is linked toa federal designation of
"Serious Nonattainment."While ozone/oxidant air quality conditions are showing a trend toward
improvement, the rate of prcqress toward full attainment is not sufficient to reach the national
ambient air quality standards by the target date established by the attainment plan. Mobile
sources (vehicle engines) are the primary source for ozone precursors, and the regulation of
moblle sources occurs at the national and state levels and is. beyond the direct regulatory reach
of the regional air pollutioncorltrol afJency. As noted in the 2025 Fresno GenElral Plan MEIR
and reflected in the Statement of OVElrriding Considerations made When the MEIR was certified,
potentially significant and unavoidable adverse air quality lmpactsarelnherentlrr population
growth and construction in the City of Fresno, given the Valley's climatology and the limitations
on regUlatory control of air pollutant precursors.

In 2004, the. San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District, in conjunction with the California
Air Resources Board, approVed a re-deslqnatlon for the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin to
".Extreme Nonattainment"status for ozone, approving asuccessor air quality attainment plan
that projects ~an JoaquinValley attainment of the national 8~hourozone standard by year2Q2~l

This designation and its accompanying attainment plan. were submitted to the U.S.
EnvironmElntal Protection Agency (lJSEP,i\)Jn Novemberof2004. To date,noformal action has
been taken.by USEPA to date on the proposEld dElsignation ertheattatament plan; the Valley
remainsill"Severe Non-attainment" as of tbis writing.

Tile change from "Severe" to "ExtrElmEl" ozone Nonattatnment would represent an extension of
the-deadline for attainment, but since the regional air basin would not have achieved attainment
by the original deadline, this does not materially affect environmental conditions for the City of
Fresno as they were. analyzed in the MEIR for the 2025 Fresno General Plan. The proposed
revised ozone attainment plan includes not only all the measures inthe preceding ozone
attainment plan, but additional measures for regulating a Wider range of activities to attain
ambient air qualitystandards.

The Valley's progress toward attaining national and state standards for PM..10 (particulate
matter less than 10 microns in diameter) has belen greater since certification Ofthe MEIR:

60

SJV PMIOProgress

20 ;----T---------~--~---~-------1

50 ;--"t---------,.-..,.--,.-..,.---,-1-------------''---1

10 +----lIIt-----~-~~--~-------------j

o

iII :: +--------'+------------,--...'J

i



MEIRREVIEW S.UMMARY
Page 15

As the preceding chart reveals, levels of PM-10 air pollution have decreased since 2002. When
the MEIR was certlfled, the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin was designated in "Serious
Ncnattalnment" for national standards. As of 2007, the number of days where. standards-were
exceeded has decreased to the extent that the Valley has been deemed to be in Attainment.
Under Federal Clean Air Act Section107(d)(3), PM-10 attainment plans and associated rules
and regulations remain in place to maintain this level of air quality. New and expanded
regulations proposed to combat "Extreme" ozone pollution and PM-2.5 (discussed below) would
be expected to provide even more improvement in PM-10 pollution situation.

The 2025 Fresno General Plan provided policy direction in support of "indirect source review" as
a method for controlling mobile source pollution. Although vehicle engines and fuels are outside
the purview of local and regional jurisdictions. in California, approaching mobile source pollution
indirectly, through regulation and mitigation of land uses which generate traffic. is an alternative
approach.

In March of 2006, the San Joaquin VallE.tY Air pollution Control District adopted RLJle9510, its
Indirect Source Review Rule. ..Full implementation of this RUle has been delayed due to
litigation (mitigation feesare being collectedand retained in holding accounts), but projects are
already being evaluated under Rule 9510 and are implementing many aspects of'the Rule, such
as clean ail' design (pedestrian and bike facilities; proximal siting ofrE.tsidential and cornmerclal
land uses; low-pollutionconstructi.on equipment; dust control measures; cleaner-burning
combustion appliances, etc.),

It is anticipated that full implementation (release of mitigation impact fees for various clean air
projects throughout the San Joaquin Valley) and subsequent augmentation of the Indirect
Source Review Rule will accelerate progress toward attainment of federal and state ozone
standards, and will be an important component of the attainment plan for PM.,2.5 (very fine
particulate matter) and for grE.tE.tnhousegas reductions to combat global climate change.

PM-2.51s a neWly-designated category ofair pollutant, the component of PM-10comprised of
particles 2.5 microns in diameter or smaller. The 19.97 CIE.tan Air Act Amendments dirE.tcted that
this pollutant bE.t brought underreQulatory.control, hut federal and .state standards/designations
hadnot been finalized when the 2025 Fresno General Plan MEIR was drafted and certified. In
the intervening time, the San Joaquln Valley Air Basin has beenolassltled us being in
"Nonattainment" for the 1997 federal PM.,2,5 standard and for the State PM-2.5 standard.

An attainment demonstration plan for the federal 1997 PM-2.5 standard has been adopted by
the SJVAPCDandapproVed by the California Air Resources Board, and forwarded to the EPA
for approval (status as of mid-2008).Theattainmentplanwould achleve osmpflance with the
1997 federal Clean Air Act PM-2.5 standard by year 2014, in conjunction with California Air
Resources Board (and US EPA) action to improve dtesel engine emissions. The San Joaquin
Valley Air Basin. has not yet been classified under the more stringent revised federal 2006
PM-2.5 standard; this classification is expected by 2009,

As with ozone and PM-10 pollution, levels of PM-2.5 have already been reduced by already
existing air quality improvement planning policies, mitigation. measures, and regulations. The
foilowing charts depict historic PM-2.5 monitoring data for the regional air basin. Once the
expected SJVAPCD attainment plan is implemented measures specific to PM-2.6 control, the
rate of progress toward attainment offederal and state PM-2.5 standards will accelerate.
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When the 2025 Fresno General Plan and its MEIR were approved in late 2002, the planning
and environmental documents did not directly or separately analyze potential global warming
and climate change. impacts. However, the. general policY direction for consideration of air
quality parameters in development project evaluations and for reducing those air pollutants
which are already under regulation would operate to control these potential adverse impacts.

"Global warming" is the term coined to describe a widespread .climate change characterized by
a rising trend in the Earth's amblent average temperatures with concomitant disturbances in
weatherpatterns and resulting alteration of oceanic and terrestrial environsand biota. When
sunlight strikes the Earth's surface, some of it is reflectedb,a,ck int.o space as infrared radlatlon,
When the net amount of solar energy reaching Earth's surface is about the same as.the amount
of energy radiated back. into space, the average 'ambient temperature of the Earth's surface
w.ould remain more or less constant. Greenhouse gases potentially pisturb this equllibrlum by
absorbing and retaining infrared energy, trapping heat.In the atmosphere-the "greenhouse·gas·
.effect." -

,.....

The predominant" current opinion within the scientific , commUnity Is thafglobal warming is
occurring,. and that it is being ,causedandtoracceleratE:ld via>generationofexcess "greenhouse
gases" [GHGs], that natural carbon cycle processes (such as photosynthesis) .areunableto
absprb suffiCient quantities ofGHG and cannolkeep theleve.lof these gases or-their warming
effect under c.ontrol. Uisbelieyed that a combination of factors related to human activities, such
as deforestation and an increased emission ofGHG into the atmosphere from combustionand
chemicalemissions,is.a primarycause<ofglobal climate change.

The predominant types ofanthropogenic greenhouse gases (those caused by human activity),
are described as follows. It sh.ould be noted thafthestarreCl GHGsare regUlated by existing air
quality policies and rules pursuant.tothelr roles in ozone and particulate matter formation and/or
as p.otential toxic air contaminants. .:"". '." .
. . :~- . ,- '-,

• carbon dioxide (C02),largely generated by combustion activities such as, coal and wood
"·burning and fossil fuel use in vehicles but also a byproduct of respiration and volcanic

.. activity;
"'.•0

• *methane (CH4), known commonly as "natural gas," is present in geologic deposits and is
also evolved .I:5Y'anaerobic decay processes. andanimal"digestion. ona ton-fer-ton basis,
CHdexertsa.bout 20 timeS the greenhouse gas effect of CO2;

• *nitrous" oxiae. (N20 ), produced]n large part by soil, microbes and enhanced through
'application of fertilizers.. N20is also, a byproduct of fossil' fuel burning: atmospheric

nitrogen, an inert g'as that makes up a large proportlon of the atmosphere; is oxidized
when air is ,~xposed to high-temperature combustion. N20 is used in some industrial
processes, as a fuel for rocket and racing engines, as a propellant, and. as an anesthetic.
N20 lsone-component of "OXides of nitrogen" (NOX), long recognized as precursors of

, smog-causing atmospheric oxidants.

• *chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs), synthetic chemicals developed in the late 1920s for use as
improved refrigerants (e.g., "Freon TM"). It WaS recognized over two decades ago that this
class of chemicals exerted poWerful and persistent greenhouse gas effects. In 1981, the
Montreal Protocol halted prOQuctionofCFCs.
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In an effort to addresS the perceivedcaus~s ofQlobal warming by reducing the amount of
anth~opoQenicgreenhollsegasesgenerCiteginGalifomi~,the st~te enacted theGlobal Warming
Solutions Act of 2006 (Codified as Health & Safety Code Section 3850t at seq.). Key
provisions includethefoll(>wing: .

A C89ific~tiorlPf thestafE';ls QOal by requiring thatCalifornia'sGHG emissions Pel n~dLlced to
1990 "baseline"levels :by 2P20.

ASeldeadlinesfor establishing anenforcementmeChanism to tedLleeGHGemlssiohS:

III ElY .June SQ•. 2P07,. the .California. .Air .R~s90rGesB()ard {"GARB") was .reqUired to
publish "discrete early action" GH.G emission reduction measlIres..Discreteearly
actions are ir~gulatiol1s to tedUcegreenhous~ gas emisslo.ns t()b~~d6ptedby the
CARBandenforceableby January 1,2010; .

III .BYJanuary1A20081..·CAR~ was requited to ioentifyWhat th~st~te's' .G!iGE';missIO!1s
wer~in 1990 (setthe I'baseliNlJ.~ndt:'l.pprovea'state~ideernissions limitfor the y~ar

20g0 th.at is.·equi)l~dent to.199P levels. (These st~teWide paseJin~emissions. haVe not
yetbeenaIlOG~ted, to regions,cPlInfies,or.5maller politicaljurisdictipns.) Bythis same
d::ltejCARB was. r~quired to adopt regulatiol1.s to requke the r~portingand verifi,cation
ofst~tewide gr~erJhP\.Iseg~s emissiolJs,

.B¥JanU8ry1,2011 •.CAREl must adopt emissionlimitsandemisskm redUction
measures to take effectby Janll~rY 112P1.2.

I}sstJPlJ8tfft>r this I~gislation, lhe Act.cont~insfactual statements regarding th$.. P9t~.ntial
signific~nt impacts on. O~liforni~'s physiccilelivironment thatcoul9 .be caused by. ,gloPFlI
warming.. Thes~'in(;lude, .~nJncrease .. in the intensity .anddurationof he.8t w~ve~,.the
ex~c~rbationof airqqalityproblems,.areduction inthe quatit>'~ndsllpplyofwaterto the state
from.. the$ierr;a snoW pacK,a rise. in sea .levels resulting. in the. displacem~ntQf thousands of
co~st~I.. businesses. and .. residences', damage to m~rige .ec2systernsCin9... the natural
environment, a!1~an increase in the incidences of infectious diseases; t:'l.sthma,am:lother
human health-related problems,

OIJAu$usf24,200"l, Canf6rni~ .t:i!s()enabtedl.egislation (Pu~li~ Re$ourc~sCQde§~21 P83.0S
and 21097) requiring the stateR,esources'ARency to adopt glljd~llnes foraddtes~in~lcUm~te
change lnenvironrnental ~naly~is pursuant to the California· Enylronm~ntal Quality Act.~y
JUly 1', 2009j the Governor's Off.i.ce of Planning and Hese~rch(ORR)is required to prepare

•

•

•

•

*bydrofluoroc~rbons (tlFCs), another class of synthetic refrigerants developed to replace
GFG~ .

*perflllorocarbOl1s{PFG~),usedinaluminum. andsemic()nductormanufacturing, have an
extremely' stable molecular structure, witllbiological half-lives tens. of thous~ndso.f years,
leading to.ongoing atmospheric accumulatlon of these GHG~.

*sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)is used forinslIlationinelectriceqllipment, semiconductor
manufacturinQ, mt:'l.gnesium refiningand~s a tracer gas .for leak detection. Of ~QYQ~s
eval1lt:'l.ted,SF6exerts the most powerfulgreenh0l.lsegas effect, almost 24,000 times as
powerful asthatof CO2 ona ton..for"ton basis.

wat!;}!" Vt:'l.por,th!;} mostlJredOminantGHG, anda hatural occurrence: approximately 85% of
the wat!;}rvaporin the t:ifmoslJhereis.creafedby e\f~por~tion from tbeoceans.
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guidelines for the mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions, and transmit those draft regLllations
to the Resources Agency. The Resources Agency must-then certify and adoptthe guidelines by
January 1, 2010.

.. The recently-released update of the Urbemis computer model (used by the City of Fresno
Planning and Development Department for environmental assessments, pursuant. toa specific
MEIR mitigation measure) does provide data on the amounts of CO2 and oxides of nitrogen
(NOX) potentially generated by development projects. However, at this point in time, neither
CARS nor the SJVAPCD has determined what the tQ97 baseline or currentl/inventory" o~ GHGs
is forthe entire state nor for any region or jurisdiction Withihthe state. No agency has adopted
GHG emission limits and emission reduction measures, and because CEQA guidelines have
notbeen established for the evaluation and mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions. (there is an
absence of regulatory gUidance). Therefore,the City is unable to productively interpret the
results of the Urbemis model with regard to GHGs, and there is currently noway to determine
the significance of a project's potential impact upon global warming.

The 202.5 Fresno General Plan provides an integrated combination of reSidential, commercial,
industrial, and public facility uses alloWing for proximate location of living, work, educational,
recreational,andshopping activities wIthin Fresno metropolitan area,. Thiscornbination ofuses
has been identified as a potential mitigation measure; to address global warming impacts ina
document published by the California Attorney General's Office entitled, The California
EnVironmental QualityAct Mitigation of G/obci! Warming Impacts (updated January 7,,2008).
Specifically, this document describes this mitigation measure as follows, II Incorporate mi><ed
use,infilland higher density development to reduce vehicle trips, promote alternatives to
individual vehicle travel, and promote efficient. delivery of sel'Yicesand goods"~choing

objectives and policies of the 202.5 Fresno General Plan adopted in late 2002.

The General Plan containaamlx of land uses would be expected to generate fewer vehicle
mileS traveled per capita, leading to reduced emlsslons of greenhouse gases from engine
emissions. It provides for overall denser development with high-intensit¥enclaves,associated
with increased public transit use. The plan fosters mixed use and infill development (being
implemented by mixed-use zoning ordinances added to the fresno MunIcipal Code, as directed
by 2025 Fresno General Plan) policies. The urban form element distributes neighborhood-level

.$nel 'larger cemmercleldevelcpment.jpubllc facilities suohas schools,and recreational sites
throughout the metropolitan area, reducing vehicle trips.

Any manufacturing activities 'that would generate SFa, HFCs, 'or PFCs would be subject to
subsequent environmental review at the project-specific level, as would any uses Which would
generate rrretharteonslte-. The City ofFresno has adopted an ordinance prohibiting installation
of any woodburning flfeplaces or woodburning appllances in neW homes, which would reduce
C02 and N20 from wood combustion.

Through updates in the California Building Code and statewide regUlation of appliance
standards, City development projects conform. to state-of-theartenerg¥-effici~nt building,
I~ghting, and appliance standards as advocated in the California Environmental Protection
~gency's publication Climate Action Team / Proposed Early Actionsto Mitigate Climate. Change
in California (April 2007) and)n. CARB's Proposed Early Actions to MiUgate. Climate Change in
'Califomia (April 2007), The City has further incentivized 'Igreen" building projects by providing
subsidies for solar photovoltaic equipmentJor single"family residential construction, b¥ reducing
development standards (including reductions in required parking spaces, which further reduces
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air pollutant and GHG emissions), and by improving its landscape and shading standards (a
topic included in the Design Guldellnes adopted with the 2025 Fresno General Plan).

Updated engine and tire efficiency standards would apply to residents' vehicles, as well as the
statewide initiatives applicable to air conditioning and refrigeration equipment, regional
transportation improvements, power generation and use of solar energy, water supply and water
conservation, landfill methane captl/re, changes in cement manufacturing processes, manure
management (methane digester protocols), recycling program enhancements, and "carbon
capture" (also known as "carborrsequestration," technologies for captl/ring and converting CO2,

removing ltfrorn the atmosphere).

Due to the lack of data or regulatorygl/ielance that would indicate the 2025 Fresno General Plan
had asignificl:1nt adverse lmpact.upon global climate change, the relatively small size of the
Fresno Metropolitan Area in conjunction with the wotldwlde-scope of GHG emissions, and the
emphasls ln the 2025 Fresno General Plan upon integrated urban designanel air pollution
control measures, it could not be conclueledin2002 nor at present that the 2025 Fresno
Generl:11 Plan would havel:1significantadverseimpl:1cionglobalclimatechange;

As to potential impacts ofgloba\ warming upon the 2025 Fresno. General Plan: .the clty Js
10Cl:1tedin the/Central ValleY,inanurbariizeelareaonfll:1Uerrajn distl:1ntfromthe Pacific coast
andfrom ri\fers and streams. It is outsiele of identifiedfloqcl prone areas; Based on 'its location
We conclude that Fresno is. not likely to be significantly affected by the potential impacts of
global climate change such as lncreasedsea level .anel riVerlstreamchannel flooding; nor is it
subject to Wildfire hazards, While Fresno does contain areas with natural habi.tat (the San
.Joaquin Bluffs and Riverbottom), .a. Change in theseareas'biotainduced by global warming
WOUld nofleave thembereff of l:111 habitat value-it Would simply mean a change in the species
whiCh would be encountered in. these areas. The 2025 Fresno General Plan preserves this
habitat open space area fOf multiple objectives (protection from soil instability and flood
inundation; conservation of designated high..quality mineral resources), so any natural resource
species changes in those areas would not constitute a significantaelverseimpact to the city or a
loss of resource area.

Fresno has historically hael high ambient summer temperatures and an historic heat mortality
levelthat is among the highest in the state (5 heat-related eleathsannually per 100,000
population). Due to the prevalence of air conditioning in dwellings and commercial buildings, an
increase in extreme heat days from global warming is not expected by the Californil:1 Air
Resources Board Research Division to significantly lncrease heat-related deaths in Fresno, as
opposeel to possible effects in cooler portions ofthe state suchasSacramento orLos Angel~s

areas (reference: Projections of Public Health Impacts of Olimate Oht3nge in California:
Scenario Analysis, by Dr; DeborahDreschler, Air Resources Board, ApdI9,200B). Increased
summertime temperatures which may be caused by global warming will be mitigateclbythe
City's landscaping standards to provide shade trees, by statewieleenergyefficiency standards
which insulate dwellings from heat and cold, and by urban design standards which require east.,
west orientation of streets and buildings to facilitate so.largain. Fresno has a heat emergency
response plan and provides cooling centers and free transportatton to persons who do not bave
aCCeSS to air conditioning.

Secondary h~alth effects of global Warming could include increases in .respiratory> and cardiac
illnesses attributable to poor air quality. The San Joaquin Valley AirPolJution Control Dlstriet
provides dailyadvisorie.s and warnings in times of high ozone levels to help senior citizens and
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other sensitive populations avoid exposure. The SJVAPCD hascornmttted to attainment of fine
particulate matter (PM2.!5) standards by Year 20.14 and to attainment of oxidant/ozone
standards by Year 2023, and would adoptadditional Rules and emission controls as necessary
to decrease emissions inventories by those target dates. There is insufficient information to
indicate that global climate change would prevent attainment of air quality parameters affecting
health.

Pursuant to 2025 Ftesno General f>lanpolicyand MEIR .mitigation measures, the City's
Department of Public utilities and Fire Department are required to affirm that adequate water
service can be provided to all developmentprcjeots for potable and fire suppression uses. The
City derives much of its water supply from groundwater, using its surface water entitlements
from the. Kings and San Joaquin Rivers primarily to.recharge the aquifer. A high percentage of
Fresno's annual precipitation is captured and percolated in ponding basins operated by Fresno
Metropolitan Flood Control District. If global climate change. leads to a longer. rainy season
and/or more..storm events throughout the year, grou,ndwater supplies could be improved by
additional percolation.

The City ofFresnocurrenfly treatsand.disftibutes only Some 20% of its 150,000 acre-foot/year
(AFY) surface water entitlement for the municipal water system, directing another 50,000 to
70.000 AFYtorecharg$activitiesviapooding basins. Presently, the City isunable to recharge
the full balance of its :annual entitlement in average and wet years, and releasesar'ly unused
surface water supplies to area irrigation districts for agricultural use in the metropolitan area,
(Which further augments groundwaterrecharge through percolationot itrigated water).

Future surface water plant construction projects. envisioned by the 2025 Fresno General Plan
Wouldae<munt forles.s than 120,000 <;icre-feet peryear of the surface supply. The.G.eneral Plan
direction for future Metropolitan Water Resource Management Plans includesexploring the use
of recycled treated wastewater for.non-potable uses such as landscape irrigation, which would
further effectively extending the City's water supply.•

If the ..global climate change were to cause a serious and. Persistent decrease in Sierra
snowpack, someof Fresno's. water supply could be affected. However, historic records. show

. that the.very long-term prevailing climatic pattern for Central California has included droughts of
long (often, multl-year) duraflon, interspersed with years :of excess precipitation'. Decades
before global climate change was considered as a threat to California's water system, state and

. 'focat agencies tecogni:zeda need to augment water storage capacity for excess precipitation
occurring in wet years, to carry the state through the interveningdtyyears. .

The potential for episodic and long-term drought ls'consldered in the city's Metr'opolitanWater
Resource PJanand in its the .Urban Water Management Plan Drought Contingency component,
to accommodate reductions in available.water supplies. In times of extended severe regional or
statewide drought,a reprioritizationof water dellverles and reallocation for critical urban
supplies vs ..agriculturaluse is possible, but it is too speculative .at this time to determine vvhat
the statewide reprioritization response elements would be (the various responses of statewide
and regional water agencies to thesesttuatlonsare not fully formulated and cannot be predicted
Wiihcertainty). Because the true long term consequences of climate change on California's and
Fresno's water system cannot be predicted, and, it is too speculative at this time to conclude
that there could be a significant adverse impact on water supply for the 2025 Fresno General
Plan due tog!obal climate chal1ge.
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As noted above, it is theorized tha.tglobal warming could lead tornoreenerpy in the atmosphere
and to.increased intensity or frequency ofstormevents, Fresnc's long-term weather pattern is
that rainfall occurs dOriligepisodic and fairly high"ilit~rlsity events. The Fresno Metropolitan
Flood Control District (FMFCD) drainage and flood control .Master Plan, Whi.ch. sets policies for
drainage infrastrucfureandgrading in the entire Fresno-Clovis area, is already predicated on
this type of weather pattern." FMFCDsizesits facilities.(which development potentiated by the
2Q25. Fresno General Plan will help to complete) for "two-year storm events," storms of an
intensity .expected iii appr()ximately5(') percent of average years; however; fheurban drainage
system 'design has additional capacity built into the street system so that excess runoff from
more intense precipitati()n events is directed to Ihestreetsystem. The City's Flood Plan
Ordinance and graQipg standards require that finished floor heights be above the crowns of
streets and above anyetevated dltchbanks of irrigation canals...FMFCD proleot conditions also
preserve "breakover" historic surface drainage routes for runoff from major storms. Ultimately,
drain inlets. and FMFCDbasin dewatering pumps direct severe storm runoff into the network of
Fresno Irrigation District canals and pipelines still extant in thernetropolltan area, with outfalls
beyond the western edge of the metropolitan area.

S.clentific information, analytical lools, and standards for environmental significance of global
warming and green .house. gases .. were not available to the Planning and Development
[)epartmentin .2002when the 2025 Fresno; General Plan·andits>MEIR.were formulated and
appro\fed..-andatthis point. there is still insufficient data.available to draw any conclusions as to
the potential impacts.orsi~nificanceofimpact~, related to. global climate change for the .2025
Fresno General Plan.. S.imilarly, there.. ls insufficient informaticmtoconclude thatglobal warming
may have a potentially significant adverse impact upon the 2025 Fresno General Plan. In a
~ituation when it would be highly speculative to estimate impacts or to make conclusions as to
the degree of adversity and significance of those impacts, the California Environmental Quality
Act allows agencies to terminate the. analysis. In that regard, there is no material change in
status from the degree of environmental review on this topic contained in the 2025 Fresno
;General Plart MEIR.


