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Development & Resource Management Department vj

BY: SANDRA BROCK, Planner Il %/wd(

Development Services Division

SUBJECT:  CONSIDERATION OF A REQUEST BY THE FRESNO COUNTY OFFICE OF
EDUCATION TO PROVIDE A RECOMMENDATION REGARDING THE
PROPOSED PURCHASE OF A 3+ ACRE COMMUNITY SCHOOL SITE
LOCATED AT 4939 EAST YALE AVENUE, SOUTHEAST OF THE
INTERSECTION OF NORTH WINERY AVENUE AND EAST CLINTON WAY

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission take the following action:

RECOMMEND CONDITIONAL APPROVAL of purchase of this site for a school, provided that
the Fresno County Office of Education amend the City of Fresno General Plan and the
McLane Community Plan to redesignate the site’s land use from “Light Industrial” to “Public
Facility — High School.”

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

California Public Resources Code Section 21151.2 and Government Code Section 65402(c) require that
school districts inform the local land use jurisdiction of intent to purchase and develop facilities; and that
the local jurisdiction, in turn, provide a report to the school district within 30 days with recommendation
regarding site acquisition. The Fresno County Office of Education (FCOE) sent a letter to the
Development and Resource Management Department on March 18, 2011, providing notice of its
intention to acquire the 3.08-acre property located at 4939 East Yale Avenue, southeast of North Winery
Avenue and East Clinton Way (vicinity map and copy of the FCOE letter are attached).

The subject property is not planned for a public school site; it is designated for light industrial use by the
Fresno-Yosemite Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, McLane Community Plan and 2025 Fresno
General Plan, and it is zoned M-1-P, Industrial Park Manufacturing District, but the existing building on
this property has been leased by FCOE for public educational purposes. In 2008, Conditional Use
Permit (CUP) No. C-08-018 was approved to establish a community school serving up to 120 students,
spanning 7" through 12th grades, at the subject property. In the intervening time, the site has been
named the “Violet Heintz Education Academy” and its programming has been revised to encompass
education and services for students in 9" through 12" grades (the updated Program Description is
attached).

Fresno Municipal Code Subsection 12-304-B.10 provides that governmental facilities essential and
desirable for the public welfare and convenience and in conformity with General Plan objectives may be
located by Conditional Use Permit in any zone district where the proposed governmental facility use is
not expressly prohibited. The CUP application was also evaluated pursuant to Director’s Classifications
Nos. 43, 110-A, and 181 which provide for outpatient substance abuse counseling, educational
services, and vocational schools to be sited in the M-1-P zone district. The February 28, 2008 approval
letter for CUP No. C-08-018 is attached. No appeals were received and no Planning Commission
hearing was necessary for this CUP.
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PROJECT INFORMATION

PROJECT

APPLICANT

LOCATION

SITE SIZE

PLANNED LAND USE

ZONING

PLAN DESIGNATION
AND CONSISTENCY

ENVIRONMENTAL
FINDING

Request for a report on plan consistency for proposed purchase of the
subject property for use as a public school

Fresno County Office of Education (proposed buyer); current owner is
Austin Enterprises.

4939 East Yale Avenue; Located on the north side of East Yale
Avenue, southeast of the intersection of North Winery Avenue and
East Clinton Way (APN 494-231-03)

Council District 4, Larry Westerlund
Approximately 3.08 acres

Existing - Light Industrial
Existing - M-1-P (Industrial Park Manufacturing District)

Pursuant to Table 2 (Planned Land Use and Zone District
Consistency Matrix) of the 2025 Fresno General Plan and MclLane
Community Plan, the proposed school {public facility) would not be
consistent with the site's planned light industrial land use.

The subject property is located within the 60-65 CNEL noise contour
of Fresno-Yosemite International (FY1) Airport. Pursuant to Tables 1
and 2 of the Fresno Yosemite Infernational Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan (copies attached), a school located in the 60-65
CNEL noise contour may be conditionally acceptable provided that
the building meets noise attenuation standards. An on-site survey of
the property by Ambient Air Quality & Noise Consulting has
determined that the building's acoustical characteristics make it
acceptable without additional insulation necessary (see attached
Noise Monitoring Report dated October 22, 2010).

The subject property is not within any approach protection zones but
it is located in the Traffic Patlern Zone (Safety Zone 6) of FYI Airport.
The proposed use would not present distracting light or glare, sources
of smoke or electrical interference, nor would it attract birds. Table 3
(“Airport Land Use Safety Compatibility Criteria”) of the FY! Airport
Land Use Compatibifity Plan states that all land uses are acceptable
in Safety Zone 6 with little or no risk (see attached Table 3).

A Categorical Exemption for Conditional Use Permit No. C-08-018 for
the “Forward Bound Academy” was filed on February 27, 2008 (copy
attached}. FCOE has subseqguently engaged consultants for
supplemental studies required by the California Department of
Education and will make its own updated finding prior to purchase.
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STAFF Recommend Conditional Approval of FCOE purchase of this site,
RECOMMENDATION provided that the Fresno County Office or Education amend the
Fresno General Plan and Mcl.ane Community Plan to change the
designated land use of this site from “Light Industrial® to “Public

Facility — High Schoo!”

BORDERING PROPERTY INFORMATION

Planned Land Use Existing Zoning Existing L.and Use
North Light Industrial . M-1-P Office buildings
Industrial Park Manufacturing District
. : M-1-P . -
East Light Industrial Office/warehouse buildings
Industrial Park Manufacturing District
South Light Industrial M-1-P Office buildings
Industrial Park Manufacturing District
West Light Industrial M-1-P Office buildings

Industrial Park Manufacturing District

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING

On February 27, 2008, a Class 1 Categorical Exemption was filed for the Conditional Use Permit No.
C-08-318, based upon the determination that the project met criteria under CEQA Guidelines Section
15301. A copy of the Categorical Exemption and its receipt of filing are attached.

Pursuant to requirements of the California Department of Education, FCOE has conducted
supplemental studies to ensure the health and safely of students attending this facility. The Fresno
County School Board will adopt its own updated environmental finding for the acquisition of this
property.

BACKGROUND / ANALYSIS

Land Use Plans and Policies

Obijective E-28 of the 2025 Fresno General Plan directs the City to “Cooperate with and encourage all
school districts within the metropolitan area to provide the educational facilities and programs necessary
to meet the needs of the area’s student population.” The Violet Heintz Education Academy serves
countywide needs under the aegis of Fresno County Office of Education’s specialized programs.
General Plan Policies E-28-a and E-28-e specifically address the proposed acquisition of this site by
FCOE:
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E-28-a. Support strategies and programs of school districts and the Fresno County Office of
Education to etficiently and consistently provide access to and utilization of the
highest quality educational programs and support services feasible.

E-28-e. Support measurcs to acquire planned school sites and construct school facilities,
including the assessment of additional school fees on new development, consistent
with applicable state and federal laws....

Objective E-29 of the 2025 Fresno General Plan directs the City to “Plan for location and design of
schools to ensure their physical and functional compatibility with surrounding urban development, and
the proposed acquisition of this existing building appears to fulfill that objective. The building on the
subject property was constructed in accordance to Fresno Airport Center No. 3 (Tract 2605) covenants,
which established local design rules that exceed City Zoning regulations. Construction plan checks for
the interior renovations were reviewed by the City’s Building and Safety Division to ensure that the
building met standards for an educational ("E") occupancy under the California Building Code. The
Violet Heintz Academy has successfully operated at this location for nearly two years, evidence of its
functional compatibility.

Policy E-29.a provides more specific guidance on locating school sites:

E-29-a. Schools should be located and designed to facilitate safe and convenient access to
circulation systems including pedestrian and bicycle routes whenever possible;
maintain compatibility with surrounding land uses; contribute to a positive
neighborhood identity; and, support the overall community design objectives of the
general plan, community plan or applicable specific plan.

¢  When school districts propose a new school site inconsistent with an adopted
plan, or in zone districts where schools are not permitted, the city shall require a
plan amendment and rezone application for the site. Pursuant to state law,
districts shall also obtain the appropriate special permit.

The final bullet point under General Plan Policy No. E-28-a is the basis for conditionally recommending
in favor of FCOE acquisition of the subject property. The County Office of Education has not yet applied
for or received approval for a plan amendment to depict the subject property as “public facility” on the
McLane Community Plan and 2025 Fresno General Plan maps.

Depicting school sites on plan maps is important for emergency response planning and for subsequent
environmental assessments in the vicinity of schools. Students are considered “sensitive receptors” for
air pollutants, and Public Resources Code Section 21151.4 has specific requirements for assessing
proposed emitters of hazardous air pollutants within one-quarter mile of school sites. While the light
industrial/business park nature of surrounding properties does not potentiate large industrial emissions,
there are some chemicals used in light industries which require special consideration. Having this
property depicted on plan maps as a "Public Facility — High School” would properly denote the site for
future assessments to ensure ongoing health and safety for the students attending the Violet Heiniz

Education Academy.
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CONCLUSION / RECOMMENDATION

Based upon review and analysis of this request, staff recommends that the Planning Commission make
the following determination:

The proposed acquisition of the property located at 4939 East Yale Avenue for educational
use may be conditionally approved, provided that the Fresno County Office of Education
amends the City of Fresno General Plan and MclLane Community Plan to re-designate the
land use of this site from “Light Industrial” to "Public Facility - High School.”

Attachments: Vicinity Map
March 18, 2011 letter from Fresno County Office of Education with attached aerial photograph
Current Violet Heintz Education Academy Program Description updated by FCOE on Aprit 12, 2011

March 28, 2008 letter of final approval for CUP C-08-018 which established a community school at
the subject property

Table 1, Airport L.and Use Noise Compatibility Criteria, Fresno-Yosemite International Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan

Table 2, Interior Noise Level Reduction {(dBA) CNEL Range (Annual Average), Fresno-Yosemite
International Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

Noise Monitoring Report for Violet Heintz Education Academy, Fresno, CA, dated October 22,
2010, prepared by Ambient Air Quality and Noise Consulting

Table 3, Airport L.and Use Safety Compatibility Criterta, Fresno-Yosemife International Afrport Land
Use Compatibility Plan

City of Fresno "Class 1” Categorical Exemption, Environmental Assessment No. C-38-018, filed on
February 27, 2008 with Fresno County Clerk receipt for filing
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== Fresno county
lmm office of education

Larry L. Powell
Superintendent

March 18, 2011

John M. Dugan, AICP

Director/Planning Commission Secretary

City of Fresno

Development & Resource Management Department
2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor

Fresno, CA 93721

Subject: Request for Planning Commission Report on Violet Heintz Education Academy (4939
E. Yale Avenue)

Dear Mr. Dugan:

The Fresno County Office of Education (FCOE) has been operating the Violet Heintz Education
Academy (VHEA) in a leased building at 4939 E. Yale Avenue since 2008. VHEA operates as a
community school for up to 120 students. On February 22, 2008, the City of Fresno approved
Conditional Use Permit No. C-08-018 to allow school use of the site.

FCOE wishes to acquire ownership of the 3.08-acre site. One of the requirements of the
California Department of Education for site acquisition is for FCOE to request a Planning
Commission report and general plan conformity evaluation in accordance with Public Resources
Code Section21151.2 and Government Code Section 65402(c). Public Resources Code
Section 21151.2 requires the Planning Commission to investigate the site and within 30 days after
receipt of this notice, submit a written report of its investigation and recommendations concerning
acquisition of the site. Government Code Section 65402(c) requires the planning agency to report
to the District within 40 days as to the conformity of the proposed school project with the adopted
general plan.

The use of the site as a school would not change as a result of FCOE’s acquisition of the site. A
map showing the location of the site is attached.

Please contact me or our consultant Scott Odell, AICP, of Paoli & Odell, Inc. (233-7260) if you
have any questions regarding this request or the project.

Thanks for your assistance.

)z~

Jeffrey D. Becker
Director, Facilities & Operations

Attachment

Cc: Scott QOdell, AICP, Paoli & Odell
Z:\Projects\Yale Building\Rehabilitation Project\Site Acquisition\Planning Commission\10.04 VHEA PC Consultation.doc

1111 Van Ness Avenue ¢ Fresno, California 93721-2000
(559) 265-3000 « TDD (559) 497-3912 » Web Site: www.fcoe.org
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Fresno County Office of Education
Violet Heintz Education Academy Program Description
4939 E. Yale Ave,
[revised April 12, 2011]

The Vioiet Heintz Education Academy (VHEA), located at 4939 E. Yale Ave,, is operated by the Fresno
County Office of Education Community Schools program and consists of a non-comprehensive school
program for grades 9-12 between the hours of 7:00 AM and 5:00 PM. There are approximately 100-120
students attending. Students in the Fresno metropolitan area arrive by city bus that drops of! students at
the intersection of Clinton/Winery. Students then proceed on foof (o the school campus. Students from
rural areas arrive by a South Valley transportation bus contracted through the FCEOC, Students arrive
from approximately 7:45 AM 1o 8:00 AM and leave from 2:15 PM (o 3:30 PM.

The Fresno County Superintendent of Schools is respotsible for the operation and the administration of
the Community Schools in the County of Fresno. The educational program includes: administrative
services, secretarial services, certificated and classified employees, instructional equipment, materials and
curricufum supplies. This program has a strong collaborative component comprised of several agencies
working together to provide support to students. The collaborative agencies that also have employces
occupying the building are as follows: the County of Fresno Probation Departiment and Mental Health
Services, WestCare (substance abuse services), and California Youth Outreach. Staff include probation
officers, mental health clinicians, substance abuse counselors, outreach counselors, and clerical staff.

The educational program provides educational services for students who are referred by the probation
department or courts pursuant to seclions 300, 601, 602, and 654 of the Welfare and Institutions Code or
for students who are on probation and are not presently attending school. The program provides students
with an educational program tailored to meet their individual academic needs and the curriculum is
designed to provide {or wide differences in ages and academic abilities. The VHIEA program provides the
following program fracks designed to address the unique needs of the student population:

I. The Day Reporting Center (DRC) Program is a 120-180 calendar day treatment and
educational program for 9-12 grade minors. This multi-disciplinary approach is a treatment
oriented program among the Fresno County Office of Education, Fresno County Probation,
Fresno County Mental Health, WestCare, and California Youth Outreach. The focus is upon
those students who have drag and/or alcohol problems. The students are court ordered to
attend DRC and receive mental health treatment, substance abuse treatment or both.

2 The VHEA Education-Only Program provides educational programs for students who are
probation referred, have been expelled from their district of residence, and are not enrolled in
any other school. Students in grades 9-12 are provided with an educational program tailored
to meet their individual academic and behavioral needs. Students in the education-only
program are generally enrolled for up to two semesters,

Future Consideration
Inn order to better equip these students for successful careers, the VHEA program may expand its offerings
to include career technical training such as:

Culinary Arts
Building Trades
Graphics Design
First Responders
Small Engine Repair

LA P L2 B e
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MNE-<Zd=%» Planning and Development Department
2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor Nick P. Yovino, Director

Fresno, California 93721-3604
(559) 621-8277 FAX (559) 498-1012

March 18, 2008

Please Heply To:
Kevin Fabino
{559) 621-8046

Jeffrey Becker

Fresno County Office of Education
1111 Van Ness Avenue

Fresno, CA 83721

SUBJECT: CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NO. C-08-018 REQUESTING
AUTHORIZATION TO UTILIZE AN EXISTING BUILDING AS A COMMUNITY SCHOOL.
HOUSING THE FRESNO COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION COURT SCHOOLS
PROGRAM ON PROPERTY LOCATED AT 4349 EAST YALE AVENUE
(APN: 494-231-03U)

Dear Mr. Becker:

The Planning and Development Department Director on February 22, 2008, approved Conditional Use
Permit Application No. C-08-018 requesting authorization to convert the use of an existing office building
to house a community school facility serving approximately 120 students in grade levels 7 through 12,
operated by the Fresno County Office of Education Court Schools: the Forward Bound Academy for
students who have been recently released from the Elkhorn Correctional Boot Camp facility; and the Day
Reporting Center community-based multi-disciplinary program. The conditional use permit has been
noticed to adjacent property owners in accordance with the Fresno Municipal Code, and no appeals have
been filed.

You may now obtain the necessary permits and proceed with the development of the project in
accordance with the conditions noted in the Notice of Granting Special Permit dated December 11,
2007, a copy of which has previously been sent to you. Please note that in order for the Planning and
Development Department to issue building permits, a corrected site plan and landscape plan must be
submitted to the Planning Division for review and approval.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

1. Development shall take place in accordance with Exhibit(s) A, E, L-1, -2, L-3 and L-4 dated
January 25, 2008 and the program description statement dated January 25, 2008.

2. Comply with the requirements of the City of Fresno Planning & Development Department, Building
& Safety Services Division memorandum dated January 30, 2008. Apply and comply with all
requirements thereof, for a Change of Occupancy for the subject property, as required by City of
Fresno Planning & Development Department, Building & Safety Services Division memorandum
dated January 30, 2008 Contact Yeghia Oulashian with the Building & Safety Division for
reguirements.



Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-07-234
January 3, 2008
Page 2

3. All previously imposed conditions for the subject property remain in place (except as may be
modified by the approval of this special permit) and are inciuded herein by reference.

4. Approval of this special permit may become null and void in the event of failure by the applicant
and/or authorized representative, architect, engineer, or designer to disclose and delineate all facts
and information relating to the subject property and the proposed development.

5. Approval of this special permit may become nuil and void in the event that development is not
completed in accordance with all conditions and requirements imposed on this special permit, the
Zoning Ordinance, and all Public Works Standards and Specifications. The Planning and
Development Department shall not assume responsibility for any deletions or omissions resulting
from the special permit review process or for additions or alterations to construction plan not
specifically submitted and reviewed and approved pursuant o this special permit or subsequent
amendments or revisions. (Include this note on the site plan.)

6. The exercise of rights granted by this special permit must be commenced by February 22, 2012
(four years from the date of approval). There is no extension.

Please Note: To complete the backcheck process for building permits relative to planning and zoning
issues, submit eight copies of the corrected site plan and six copies of elevations, landscaping and
irrigation plans, together with required covenants (or preparation fees) and studies or analysis to the
Planning Division for final review and approval, ten days before applying for building permits.

Copies of the final approved site plan, elevations, landscaping and irrigation plans stamped by the
Planning Division must be submitted for unstamped copies of the same in each of the four sets of
construction plans submitted for plan check prior fo the issuance of building permits.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, feel free to give me a call at the number listed above.

Sincerely,

|G &

Kevin Fabino, Planning Manager
Current Planning Division




TABLE 1

AIRPORT LAND USE NOISE COMPATIBILITYCRITERIA

LAND USE CATEGORY

1.....Exterior Noise Exposure

(CNEL)

60-65 65-70 70-75
Residential, Lodging, and Care 7
*Residential (including single-famity, multi-family) _ _
Retirement homaes, residential support facilities, hospitals, ¢ _
nursing homes, large child day care centers, adult day care
facilities
*Hotels, motels, other transient lodging 0 »
*Mobile Homes _ _
Public and Institutional
* Schools, libraries 0 0 _
*Places of worship, auditoriums, concert halls, theaters, 0 0 5
indoor arenas
Cemeteries, Parking + + 0
Commercial and Industrial
Offices, service commercial, retail, shopping centers, + 0 .
restaurants
Wholesale, warehousing, research and development, fight + + 0
industrial
Extractive industry, industrial, manufacturing, utilities + + 0
Agricultural, and Recreational
Cropland T T
Naiure preserves, Livestock breeding, Zoos 0 _
Regional parks, athletic fields, golf courses, outdoor spectator + 0 0
sports, water recreational facilities, horse stables
Amphitheaters 0

13
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TABLE 1 (cont)

AIRPORT LAND USE NOISE COMPATIBILITY CRITERIA

Symbol

Land Use

* Acceptability |

.o Inferpretation/Conditions .

+

Compatible

The activities associated with the specific land use may
be carried out with essentially no interference from
aircraft noise.

Conditional

The indicated noise exposure will cause interference
with the activities. Building structure must be capable of
attenuating noise to the indoor acceptable CNEL.,
standard construction methods will normally suffice.
Indoor Uses: Noise exposure may cause moederate
interference with indoor activities, extensive
construction features required o make the indoor
environment accepiable.

Outdoor Uses. CNEL is acceptable for outdoor
activities, although some noise interference may occur,
caution should be exercised with regards to noise-
sensitive uses.

incompatible

Unacceptable noise interference upon these activities
will occur indoor and outdoor. Adequate structural
noise insulation is not practical under most
circumstances. Severe noise interference makes
outdoor activities unacceptable

Acoustical
Analysis
Required

An acoustical analysis shall be performed by an
individual or firm experienced in  Acoustical
Engineering

14




TABLE 2

INTERIOR NOISE LEVEL REDUCTION (dBA)
CNEL RANGE (Annual Average)

GENERALIZED LAND USE 60-65 65-70 70-75
Residential AS - to--
Transient Lodging AS 25" dBA --
Schools, Hospitals and Nursing Homes

AS 25'dBA -

Cemmercial AS AS 25dBA

Manufacturing” + AS 250BA

Legend

+ Uses normally acceptable.

-= Uses should not be permitied.

! Acoustical studies may indicate a nead for additional insulation in noise sensitive living
areas such as sleeping quarters and areas of the facility used at night for relaxing and
conversing.

: Noise level reductions are for those portions of the buildings where the public is

received, office areas, and noise sensitive areas where noise tevels are low.

AS Acoustical studies shall be performed to determine if insulation shouid be added to
sensitive ocoupancy areas.

15
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EDUCATION ACADEMY
FRESNO, CA

OCTOBER 22, 2010

PREPARED FOR:

FRESNO COUNTY
OFFICE OF EDUCATION

1111 VAN NESS AVENUE
Fresno, CA 93721

PREPARED BY:

AMBIENT

AIR QUALITY & NOISE CONSULTING

1214 PARK STREET, SuITE 301
Paso RosLEs, CA 93446
805.226.2727
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TERMS & ACRONYMS
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INTRODUCTION

This purpose of this noise moenitaring report Is to evaluate the exierior and interior aircraft noise
levels at the existing Violet Heintz Academy, located at 4939 E. Yaole Avenue, Fresno, CA
{Assessor’s Parcel Number 494-231-03U). A background discussion of acoustic fundamentals, the
existing noise environment in the vicinity of the existing Violet Heintz Academy, and applicable
reguictory framework is Giso included o assist in the interpretation of this repori.

BACKGROUND

ACOUSTIC FUNDAMENTALS

Noise is generally defined as sound that is loud, disagreeable, or unexpecied, Sound is
mechanical energy transmitted in the form of a wave because of a disturbance or vibration.
Sound levels are described in terms of both amplifude and frequency.

AMPLITUDE

Amplitude is defined as the difference between ambient air pressure and the peok pressure of
the sound wave. Amplitude is measured in decibels {dB) on a logarithmic scale. For example, a
65 dB source of sound, such as a fruck, when joined by another 65 dB source results in a sound
amplifude of 68 dB, not 130 dB (i.e., doubling the source strength increases the sound pressure
by 3 dB). Amplitude is interpreted by the ear as corresponding to different degrees of loudness,
Laboratery measurernents correlate a 10 dB increase in amplitude with a perceived doubling of
loudness and establish a 3 dB change in amplitude as the minimum audible difference
perceptible to the average person.

FREQUENCY

The frequency of a sound is defined as the number of fluctuations of the pressure wave per
second. The unit of frequency is the Heriz (Hz). One Hz equals one cycle per second, The
human ear is not equally sensitive to sound of different frequencies. For instance, the human ear
is more sensitive to sound in the higher portion of this range than in the lower and sound waves
below 16 Hz or above 20,000 Bz cannct be heard at al. To approximate the sensitivity of the
human ear to changes in frequency, environmental sound is usually measured in what is referred
to as "A-weighted decibels” [dBA). On this scale, the normal range of human hearing extends
from about 10 dBA fo about 140 dBA. Common community noise sources and associated noise
ievels, in dBA, are depicted in Figure 1.

ADDITION OF DECIBELS

Because decibels are legarithmic units, sound levels cannot be added or subtracted through
ordinary arithmetic. Under the gecibel scale, a doubling of scund energy comesponds to a 3-dB
increase. In other words, when two identical sources are each producing scund of the same
loudness, the resulting sound level at a given distance would be 3 dB higher than one source
under the same condifions. For exampile, if one cutomobile produces a sound level of 70 dB
when it passes an observer, two cars passing simultaneously would not produce 140 dB; rather,
they would combine to produce 73 dB. Under the decibel scale, three sources of equal
loudness together would result in an increase of 5 dB.
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Figure 1
Common Noise Levels

Common Qutdoor | Noise Level Common Indoor
Activities (dBA) Activities
Rock Band

Jet Fly-over at 300m (1000 ft)

Gas Lawn Mower at 1 m (3 ft)

Diesel Truck at 15 m (50 ft),

at 80 km (50 mph)

Noisy Urban Area, Daytime
Gas Lawn Mower, 30 m (100 ft)
Commercial Area

Food Blender at 1 m (3 ft)
Garbage Disposal at 1 m (3 ft)

Vacuum Cleaner at 3 m (10 ft)
Normal Speech at 1 m (3 ft)

Heavy Traffic at 90 m (300 ft)
Large Business Office
Quiet Urban Daytime Dishwasher Next Room
Quiet Urban Nighttime Theater, Large Conference
Quiet Suburban Nighttime Room (Background)

Library
| Bedroom at Night,
| Concert Hall (Background)

Quiet Rural Nighttime |

| Bfoadcasthecording Studio

| Lowest Threshold of Human
|
 Hearing

Lowest Threshold of Human |
|
Hearing |

>

Source: Caltrans 2008
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ComMMON NOISE DESCRIPTORS
SOUND LEVEL WEIGHTING

The decibel scale alone does nol adequaiely characierize how humans perceive noise. The
dominant frequencies of a sound have a substantial effect on the human response o that
sound. Although the infensity {energy per unif area} of the sound is a purely physical quantity,
the loudness or human response is determined by the characteristics of the human ear.

Human hearing is limited in the range of audible frequencies as well as in the way it perceives
the sound-pressure level in that range. In general, peopie are most sensilive to the frequency
range of 1,000-8,000 Hz, and perceive sounds within that range better than sounds of the same
amplitude in higher or lower frequencies. To approximate the response of the human ear, sound
levels of individual frequency bands are weighted, depending on the human sensitivity 1o those
frequencies, which is referred to as the "A-weighted” sound level. The A-weighting nefwork maost
closely approximates the frequency response of the human ear when listening to most ordinary
sounds. When peopie make judgmenis of the reigtive loudness or annoyance of a sound, their
wdgmenis tend to correlate well with the A-weighted scale. Other weighting networks have
been devised to address high noise levels or other special problems (e.g., B-, C-, and D-scales),
but these scales are rarely usad.

NOSE DESCRIPTORS

The intensity of environmental noise fluctuates over fime and several descriptors of time-
avercaged naoise levels are typically used. In most cases, the noise exposure in areas around
adirports is expressed in terms of the Day-Night Average Sound Level [DNL). DNL is o measure of
the average A-weighied sound level of all aircraft flights occuring over a 24-hour period with
penalty of 10 dB added to nighttime flight operations that occur between the more noise-
sensitive hours of 10 p.m. and 7 a.m. In California, noise exposure arcund airports is expressed in
terms of the Community Noise Equivalent Level {CNEL). CNEL is identical to DNL except that, in
addition to the panalty added to nighttime flight operaticons, there is an additional penalty of 5
dB added to operations that occur between 7 p.m. and 10 p.m. in some instances, energy-
equivalent noise lavels [(Leq) and single-eveni noise levels (SEL) are used to supplement
discussions of aircraft noise exposure. The Leq noise level is an average of the instantanaous
noise levels occurring during d specific period of fime converted to relative energy values. Leq
noise levels are typically used to express hourly-average noise levels. SELs are sometimes used o
exprass levels associated with intermittent noise events, such as aircraft fly-overs.

HumAN RESPONSE TO NOISE

The human response to noise is subjective and varies considerably from individual 1o individual,
The acceptability of ncise and the threat to public wel-being is the basis for land use planning
policies preventing exposure to excessive community noise lavels. In terms of land use
compatibility, with regard to institutional land uses, noise is often evcaiuated in ferms of the
potential for noise events to result in increased levels of annoyance or interference with speech
communication and learning.
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ANNOYANCE

With regard 1o potential incregses in annoyance and activity interference, land use
compdiibiity determinctions are typically based on the use of the cumulalive noise exposure
metrics (e, CNEL or DNL}. Past research has identified a correlation between the cumulative
noise exposure meiric and individuals who were highly annoyed by transpertation noise. Based
on these identified correlations, the day-night average noise exposure meiric became o basis
for noise standards. When expressed graphically, this correlation indicates that approximaiely 13
percent of the population is highly annoved at a noise level of 85 dBA DNL. It alse indicates that
the percent of people describing themseives as being highly annoved accelerates smoathiy
between 55 and 70 dBA DNL. A noise level of 65 dBA DNL is a commoenly referenced dividing
point beiween lower and higher rates of people describing themselves as being highly
annovyed,

Research related to the use of the day-night average noise exposure metric became the basis
for many of the neise criteria subsequently established for federal, state, and local entities. Most
federal and state of Cdlifornia reguiations and policies related to franspertation noise sources
establish a noise level of 65 dBA CNEL/DNL as the basic iimit of caccepiable noise exposure for
residential and other noise-sensifive land uses. For instance, with respect to aircraft neise, both
the Federai Aviction Administration (FAA) and the State of California have identified ¢ noise
level of 65 dBA DNL gs the typical dividing point between normally compaiible and normally
incompatinle noise-sensitive land use for determination of land use compatibility,  An inferior
noise level of 45 dBA CNEL/DNL is generally considered sufficient to protect against activity
inferference al most neise-sensitive land usas. For noise-sensitive land uses exposed o aircraf
noise, noise levels in excess of 65 dBA CNEL/DNL are typically considerad fe result in a potenticlly
significant increase in levels of annoyance {Caltrans 2002.)

The day-night average noise exposure metric is currently the only noise metric for which there is
a substantial body of research data and regulatory guidance defining the relationship between
noise exposure, people's reactions, and land use compadatibility. However, when evaiuating
environmental noise impacts involving infermitient noise events, such as aircraft overflights, the
use of cumulative noise metrics may not provide a thorough understanding of the resuliant
impact., The general public often finds it difficult to understand the relationship between
infermittent noise events and cumulative noise exposure metrics. In such instances,
supplemenial use of average energy-equivalent or single-event noise metrics may be helpful as
o means ¢f increasing public understanding regarding the relationship between these metrics
and the extent of the resultant noise impact. Although the use of supplemental noise
descriptors can provide increased understanding of intermitient noise events and relationship 1o
the cumulative noise metrics, current regulations do not identify quantitative criteria, metrics, or
computation methods pertaining to the use of other noise descriptors for determination of land
wse compatinility with regard to aircraft noise exposure, (Caltrans 2002.)

SPEECH COMMUNICATION

For most noise-sensitive land uses, an interior noise level of 45 dB Leq is typically identified for the
protection of speech communication in order to provide for 100-percent intealligibility of speech
sounds. For outdoor voice communication, an exterior noise level of 60 dBA Leq aliows normal
conversation at distancas up to 2 meters with 95 percent sentence intelligibility. Based on this
informalion, speech interference begins 1o become a problem when steady exterior noise ievels
reach approximately 60 to 65 dBA [Caltrans 2002.)

Noise Monitoring Report AMBIENT Air Quality & Noise Consulting
Viclet Heinlz Education Academy, Fresno, CA October 22, 2010



LEARNING

Recent studies have shown a strong relafionship beiween noise and children’'s reading ability.
The atieniion spans of children, as well as adulls, alse appear 1o be adversely affected by noise,
Some studies indicate that, in o noisy environment, adults have increased difficulty
accomplishing compilex tasks. For institulional land uses, such as schools, interior noise levels are
typically imited 1o a maximum of 45 dBA CNEL/DNL,

One of the issues associaled with assessment of noise effects related to learning is which noise
metnc correlates most closely with the impacts. For example, CNEL/DNL, with its nighttime
weighting, may nct be the best measure of noise impacts on schools given that operational
activities at schools are often limited to the daylime hours [Calirans 2002.) As a result, various
standards and recommended criteria have been developed to specifically address classroom
noise. For instance, in June 2002, the American National Standards Institute, Ing. [ANS!) released
a new classroom ccoustics standard  entitied  Acoustical Performance  Criteria, Design
Requirements, and Guidelines for Schools {ANSIS12.60-2002). For schools exposed 1o intermitient
noise sources, such as airport and other fransportation noise, the ANSI standards recommend
that interior noise levels not exceed 40 dBA Leg during the noisiest hour of the day. At present
complying with the ANSirecommended standard is voluntary in most locations.

EXISTING NOISE ENVIRONMENT & REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

Exterior ambient noise levels at Violet Heiniz Education Academy are influenced primarily by
aircraft operations conducted at Fresno Yosemite International (FYI) Alrport, which is lecated
approximately 0.3 miles o the northeast. The foliowing provides a discussion of the curent
regulatory framework pertaining to airport noise and land use compatibility planning, FYI Arport
operations, and projected airport noise exposure contours,

AIRPORT NOisE &LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLANNING

Airport noise abatement and land use compatibility planning in the United States is performead ot
the nationdl, state, regional, and locat levels. The following provides a summary of the more
pertinent regulations and planning efforts associated with land use compatibility planning at FYI
Airport,

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

As a means of implementing the Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979, the FAA
adopted the Federal Aviatfion Regulation [FAR] Part 150 Noise Compatibility Program [(Part 150
Programj}. These regulations establish a voluntary program which cirports can ulilize to conduct
dirport noise compatibility pianning.  Airports which choose to undertake a Part 150 study are
eligible for federal funding both for the study itself and for implementation of aporoved
compenents of ihe local program., The FAR Part 150 Program allows dirport operctors o
voluntarily submit noise exposure maps and noise compatibility programs to the FAA for review
and approval, A noise compalibility program sets forth the measures that an airpert operator
"has taken” or "has proposed” for the reduciion of exisiing incompatible land uses and the
prevention of additional incompatible land uses within the area covered by noise exposure
maps. Airport noise exposure maps are typically depicted in terms of the average-daily noise
level [i.e., DNL or CNEL). For the purposes of federal regulations, all land uses are considered
compatible with noise levels of less than 65 dBA CNEL/DNL. At higher noise sxposures, selected
land uses are also deemed acceptable, depending upon the nature of the use and the degree
of structural noise attenuation provided. FAA determinations under Part 150 are not intended o

Noise Monitoring Report AMBIENT Air Quality & Noise Consulling
Violel Heintz Education Academy, fresno, CA October 22, 2010



substitute federally determined land uses for those delermined fo be appropriate by local
authorities in response o locally determined needs and values in achieving noise compafible
land uses (Calfrans, 2002},

CALTRANS DIVISION OF AERONAUTICS

The Caltrans Division of Aeronautics has adopied CNEL as the noise descripior 10 be used in
describing the noise impact boundary of Califernia airports. The Division of Aeronautics has
identified a maximum dllowable noise criterion of 65 dBA CNEL for nolse-sensitive land uses
{Caitrans 2002.)

FRESNO YOSEMITE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT — AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS PLAN

The FYI Airport and Environs Plan (AEP) was adopted in September 1992 and subsequently
amended on June 24, 1997, The AEP sets forth the criteria which the Fresno Counly Airport Land
Use Commission (ALUC) will use in evaluating general and specific pilans, zoning ordinances,
building reguiations, and cirport mast plans proposed for adoption or amendment in the vicinity
of the airport. The FAR Parf 150 Airport Noise Compatibility Program s not replaced or
superseded by the AEP (City of Fresno 1992).

The primary goal of the AEP is {0 safeguard the general weltare of the inhabitants within the
vicinity of the girport and to ensure the continued operation of the airpori. The AEF utilizing the
CNEL noise descriptor for evaluation of airport noise and land use compatibility. In accordance
with the airport/land use noise compatibility criteria identified in the AEP, schools are considered
"Conditicnally Accepiable” within exterior noise environments of 40 to 65 dBA CNEL, "Normally
Unaccepiable” within exterior noise envircnments of 65 to 70 dBA CNEL, and "Clearly
Unaccepiable” at levels in excess of 70 dBA CNEL. A "Conditionally Acceptable” noise
exposure is defined s having moderate interference with outdoor activities and with indoor
activities when windows are open, The land use is considered acceptable on the conditions that
outdoor activities are minimal and that construction features have been incorperaied sufficient
to achieve acceptable exterior-to-interior noise aitenuation. Within “Conditionally Acceptable”
noise environments, interior noise levels aftributable 1o exterior noise sources are limited to a
maximum of 45 dBA CNEL. New or redeveloped school uses are prohibited within the 70 dBA
CNEL contour (City of Fresno 1992). '

FRESNO YOSEMITE INTERMATIONAL AIRPORT — AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN

The FY! Alrporf Land Use Compatibility Plan [CLUP) was recently adopted by the Fresno County
ALUC on Qciober 4, 2010, The CLUP sets forth the criteria which the Fresnc County Airport Land
Use Commission will use in evaluating general and specific plans, zoning crdinances, building
regulations, and airport master plans propesed for adoption or amendment in the vicinity of the
dirport. The primary goat of the CLUP is to safeguard the general welfare of the inhabitants
within the vicinity of the airport and to ensure the continued operation of the dirport.

The CLUP utilizes the CNEL noise descriptor for evaluation of adirport noise and land use
compatipility, In cccordance with the airport/iand use noise compatinility criteria identified in
the CLUP, schools are considered "Condilionally Acceptable™ within exterior noise environments
of 60 to 70 dBA CNEL, and "Incompatible” af tevels in excess of 70 dBA CNEL. Prior to approval
of new school uses located within the 65 or greater CNEL contour, an accustical analysis shall be
demaonstrating that intericr noise levels attributable to extericr sources does not exceed 45 dBA
CNEL. New or redeveloped schools shall be prohibited within the 70 CNEL contour (Fresno
County ALUC 2010},
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FRESNO YOSEMITE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT — 14 CFR PART 150 NOISE COMPATIBILITY PROGRAM

The Fresno Yosemite International Airport Noise Compatibility Program (NCP) was approved by
the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Avialion Administration, on July 28, 2008. The
NCP includes various actions that the cirport recommends be taken 1o ensure continued
compatibility with girport noise environs. Specifically, the Land Use Element of the NCP includes
actions that would encourage the development of compatibility fand uses within the 60 CNEL
noise contour of the airport. The NCP also encourages local jurisdictions to amend existing
zoning regulations and building cedes in order to promote the development or redevelopment
of compatible land uses, Noise-sensitive uses within the 60 1o 65 CNEL contour would be
permitted with conditions that they are constructed to achigve an interior noise level of 45 CNEL,
or lower. Such measures are within the authorily of the local jurisdictions and the Federdl
government has no authority fo control focal land uses (FYI Airport 2010).

FRESNO YOSEMITE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT OPERATICNS

£Y1 Airport is a joint use civilian/milifary airport owned and operated by the City of Fresne. 1 is
used by commercial air carriers, air carge operators, charter operaiors, the State of California,
general avigtion, and the United States military. The California Air National Guard occupies a 58
acre orea adjacent to McKinley Avenue in the southeast portion of FYI Airport. About 250
general aviglion aircraft are based at FYI Airport {Fresno County ALUC 2010).

AIRPORY NOISE EXPOSURE MAPS

Aircraft noise exposure in a community is usually described in terms of noise exposure Maps,
These maps identify ncise contours around airports where the average noise level can be
expected to fall within the ranges specified by the contour lines. Within California, most cirport
noise contour maps utilizing the CNEL noise metric, depict contour levels in 5 dB increments.
Typicaly, the CNEL contouwrs reflect average A-weighted CNELs for aircraft activities taking
place on an average day. For airports, the average day is determined by analyzing flight
aclivity over the period of one full year. This gives an indication of the year-round average neise
exposure for the cormmunity.

FYI Airport, in cooperation with the FAA, recently updated the FY1 Afrport Master Pian (AMP) in
2006. Although not formally adopted, the AMP provides a 20-year pianning window for FYIl. The
AMP and the subsequent joint environmenial document (EA/EIR) took into consideration the 20-
yvear FAA approved aviation demand forecast. The FY! Airport's current noise contours, which
are included in the recently adopted CLUP, are based on activity forecasts obtained from the
recenily updated AMP and EA/EIR {Fresno County ALUC 2010; FYI Alrport 2G10). FY1 Airport noise
contours are depicied in Figure 2,

Flgure 2 clso depicis the location of the Violet Heintz Education Academy in relation fo the
projected FY! Airport noise contours. As shown, the Viclet Heintz Education Academy is located
within the projecied 60 - 65 CNEL noise expasure contours of FY] Airport.
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NOISE MONITORING SURVEY

A noise monitoring survey was conducted on October 13, 2010 af the Violet Heinlz Education
Academy. The purpose of the noise monitoring survey was to determine the exterior-te-interior
noise level reduction {NLR] for primarily exposed classrooms located at the existing Violet Heiniz
Education Academy, For noise monitoring purposes, primarily exposed classrooms were
identified s those classrcoms located clong the outer perimeter walls of the building,
paricularly classroom having windows and/or doors on adjoining exterior classroom walls,
Classrooms 101, 102, 202, 303, 305, and 401 and the school library (Rocm 404) were selected for
this monitoring effort. Noise monitoring locations are depicied in Figure 3.

PROCEDURES

An exterior artificial noise source consisting of o loudspeaker, sound amplifier, and a pink noise
generator was used o achieve an exterior noise level of approximately 20 dBA above ambient
noise levels, measured ¢t approximately 10 feet from the exterior building facade of primarily
affected classrooms. The loudspeaker was positioned ot a height of approximately 8 feet
above ground level and angled al an incidence of approximately 45 degrees perpendicuiar fo
the buillding facade. For determination of exterior-to-interior NLR, noise measuremenis were
conducted within the classroom and at exterior iocations ai equivalent distances from the
exterior loudspeaker. The amplified sound level output was kept constant during corresponding
exierior and interior noise monitoring surveys. All noise measuremenis were conducfed using ¢
Larson Davis Mode!l 820 integrating sound level meter, placed at a height of 5 feet above
ground/floor level. The sound level meter was calibrated prior o and upon completion of each
measurement, Monitored  classrooms, exterior loudspeaker locations, and interior noise
monitoring locations are depicted in Figure 3.

For interior classroom noise measurement surveys, the scund meter was placed at o minimum of
five feet from classroom walls, Monitoring was conducted with classroom doors closed and
heating, ventilations and air conditioning (HVAC) systems turned off. Windows within all of the
monitored classrooms are fixed duai-pane and non-operational. The NLR was calculated from
the exterior and interior neoise measurement data obtained for ecch of the classrooms
monitored. The NLR was then subtracted from the cormresponding FYI Airperf noise contour vaiues
io determine interior CNEL noise levels for monitored classrooms.,

REsSULTS

Table 1 provides a summary of the noise monitoring results for each ciassroom, including exterior
and interior noise levels, and calculated NLR for each classrcom. Based on the monitoring
conducted, the exterior-to-interior NLR for monitored classrcoms ranged from 36 to 40 dB.
Exterior-to-Interior NLR for Classroom 401 and the Library [Room 404) couid not be delermined
due to influences from interior noise sources, including noise generated by refrigeration unifs
localed in the adjoining kitchen. Based on the calculaied NLR for monitored Classrooms 101
through 305, the calculated average NLR for monifored classrooms located along the outer
perimeter walls of the building was 38 dB. However, it is imporiant to note that some interior noise
sources, such as computer fans, clocks, and people talking in adjoining rooms/corridors could
not be entirely eliminated during the monitoring surveys conducted in these classrooms. As @
rasult, the actual NLR for these classrooms may be slightly higher than indicated. in addition, it is
important to note that noise monitering was conducted within classrooms having windows along
the building facade, which would be anlficipated to have slightly lower NLR potential when
compared to classrooms without windows.
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Based on the FYI Airport’s noise contour map {Figure 2), projected exterior airport noise lavels ot
Viole! Heiniz Education Academy would be Defween 60 and 465 dBA CNEL. Based on these
exierior noise levels and the calculated exterior-fo-interior NLR for monitored classrooms, as
discussed above, predicted interior noise levels of primarily affected classrooms would range
from approximately 20 to 29 dBA CNEL.

COMPATIBILITY WITH FYI AIRFORT NOISE ENVIRONS & PLANS

Y1 AIRPORT AND ENVIRONS PLAN

In accordance with the FYI Alrport and Environs Plan [1992), schools are considered
“conditionally accepiable” within exterior noise environments of 60 to 65 dBA CNEL. Noise-
sensitive land uses are considered accepiable on the conditions that outdoor activities are
minimal and that interior noise levels attributable to exterior noise sources are reduced to a
maximum of 45 dBA CNEL (City of Fresno 1992},

In comparison to the FY! Airport’s projected noise contours (Figure 2}, the Violet Heintz Education
Academy is located within the projected 60 CTNEL contour of FYI Airport and, thus, would be
considered a "condiliondily ccceptable” land use. Exterior activities al Violet Heinlz Education
Academy are limited primarily o occasional recreational activilies. No exterior activities, such
as outdoor classroom or interpretive areqs, were identified gt the school thal would be
subsionticlly affected by exterior aircraft noise, As discussed above, calculated interior
classroom noise levels attributable o airport neise would be approximately 29 dBa CNEL, or less,
and would not exceed 45 dBA CNEL.

FRESNO COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMEATIBIITY PLAN FOR FY! AIRPORT

The FYI Airport Land Use Compafibility Plan (CLUP) was recently adopted by the Fresnc County
ALUC on October 4, 2010. In accordance with the airport/land use noise compatibility policies
and criteria identified In the CLUP, schools are considered "conditionally accepiable” within
exterior noise environments of 60 fo 70 dBA CNEL. Prior 1o the approval of new school uses
located within the 65 CNEL contour, an acoustical analysis is required to demaonstrate that
interior noise levels attributable 1o exterior sources would not exceed 45 dBA CNEL (Fresno
County ALUC 2010},

In compariscn 10 the FYl Airport's projected noise contfours, the Violet Heiniz Education
Academy is loccated within the projected 60 CNEL contour and, thus, would be considered o
“conditionally accepiable” land use. Violet Heintz Education Academy is not located within the
projected 65 CNEL contour of FYI Airport. However, as discussed above, no exterior acilivities,
such as outdoor classroom or interpretive areas, were identified at the schoaol that would be
substantially affected by exterior aircraft noise. In addition, calculaied interior classroom noise
levels alfributable 1o cirport noise would be approximately 29 dBA CHNEL, or less, and would not
axceed 45 dBA CNEL.

SUMMARY CONCLUSIONS

Based on the noise monitoring conducted, the Violet Heintz Education Academy was found to
provide a relatively high level of exterior-to-interior siructural NLR. The calculated exterior-to-
interior NLR for moenitored classrooms iocated along the exterior walls of the bulding averaged
approximately 38 dB. The overall structural NLR for the building, taking into account the more
ceniral interior areas of the building, would fikely be higher. Assuming an extericr noise level of

Noise Monitoring Repord AMBIENT Air Quality & Noise Consulting
Violet Heintz Education Academy, Fresno, CA Qctober 22, 2010
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40 o 65 dBA CNEL, based on the location of Viclet Heintz Education Academy in relation to FYI
Alrport's projected noise contours [Figure 2], the predicted interior average-ddily noise levels for
classrooms would be approximately 29 dBA CNEL, or less. Predicied interior noise levels ai Violet
Heintz Education Academy, due 1o FYl Airport operations, would nol exceed the 45 dBA CNEL
interior nolse standard ideniified in applicakle FY! Airport tand use compatibility plans.  This
conclusion is based on airport operational projections and associcted noise contours obtained
from the FYI Alrport Land Use Compatibility Plan, which was recently adopted by the Fresne
County ALUC on Ocicober 4, 2010.

Noise Monitoring Repart AMBIENT Air Quality & Noise Consulling
Violel Heiniz Education Academy, Fresno, CA October 22, 2010
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TABLE 3

AIRPORT LAND USE SAFETY COMPATABLITY CRITERIA

- BAFETY ZONES
LAND USE CHARACTERISTIC —
Zone 1 Zone 2 Zone 3 | Zone 4 Zaone b Zane 6
Residential Uses - (A) (B) (C) -- b
Other Uses in Structures e (D,E) (E) (E) - - +
Other Uses Not in Structures {D/F) (D) + + - +
SPECIAL CHARACTERISTICS (IN "Z_QR?:QUTS!DE- OF STRUCTURES)

Distracting Lights or Glare - I I - T
Sources of Smoke or Electrical - - -- -- -- &

Interference
Aftractor of Birds - -- - - _ +

NOTES

1. See Figure 4.2.1, Safety Compatibility Zones.

2. Refer to figure 4.2.2 for dimensional layout of the Safety Compatibility Zones.

INTERPRETATION

+ Compatible: Use is acceptable with little or no risks.

() Conditional: land use proposals that fall within this category must be reviewed on a
case-by-case basis by Commission or jurisdiction having authority. The Commission or

jurisdiction having authority may determine the use to be acceptable under conditions cited

below,

Density no greater than: 1 dwelling unit per 3 acres.
Density no greater than 2 dwelling units per acre.

No uses atiracting more than 10 persons per acre.
No schoois, hospitals, nursing homes, or similar uses.

A
B
C Density no greater than 5 dwelling units per acre.
D)
E
F

Characteristic cannot reasonably be avoided or located outside the indicaled safely zone.,

- Incompatible: Use is unacceptable due to associated high risks.

16




E200810000091

CITY OF FRESNO
CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. C-08-018

THE PROJECT DESCRIBED HEREIN iS DETERMINED TO BE CATEGORICALLY
EXEMPT FROM THE PREPARATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS
PURSUANT TO ARTICLE 19 OF THE STATE CEQA GUIDELINES

APPLICANT: Jeffrey D. Becker
Fresno County Office of Education
1111 Van Ness Avenue
Fresno, California 93721

PROJECT LOCATION: 4939 East Yale Avenue. Located on the north side of East
Yale Avenue between North Winery and North Fine
Avenues. {APN: 494-231-03)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-08-018 requests
authorization to to convert the use of an existing office building
to house a community school facility serving approximately 120
students in grade leveis 7 through 12, operated by the Fresno
County Office of Education Court Schools Program.

This project is exempt under Section 15301/Class 01 of the State of California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.

EXPLANATION: Class 1 consists of the operation, repair, maintenance, permitting, leasing,
liscensing, or minor alteration of existing public or private structures, facilities,
mechanincal equipmant, or topographical features, involving negligible orno
expansion of use beyond that existing at the time of the lead agency
determination.

The proposed project is subject to authorization by a special permit and
consists of a change in use and operations of an existing building from office-
commerclal to public school with negligible expansion of use beyond existing
conditions. The subject parcel is zoned M-1-P (Industrial Park Manufacturing
District) which is consistent with the 2025 General Plan and the Mclane
Community Plan land use deslignation of light industrial. The site has no value
as habitat for endangered, rare or threatened species and complies with all
conditions of the Class 1 Categorical Exemption. No adverse environmental
impacts would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Date:  February 22, 2007

F H [L E@ Prepared by: Awfr\
fupua |

Submitted by:

FEB 27 2008 Kevin Fabino m)"
Planning Mana
F CLERK City of Fresno
By_%jM‘ MVLJ Planning and Development Dept

DEFUTY (559)621-8277

£200810000091



STATE OF CALIFORNIA - THE RESOURCES AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

ENVIRONMENTAL FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT

Lead Agency: CITY OF FRESNO

Receipt # E20081000009%1

Date: 02/27/2008

County Agency of Filing: FRESNO COUNTY CLERK

Daocument No: E20081 0000091

Project Title: ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO C-08-018

Project Applicant Name: JEFFREY D, BECKER

Phone Number: (559) 621-8277

Project Applicant Address: 2600 FRESNO STREET, FRESNO, CA 963721

Project Applicant; PRIVATE ENTITY

CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION

Signature and title of person receiving payment:

3 50.00

Total Received  § 59,00

TN dsha.




