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THROUGH:  MIKE SANCHEZ, Planning Man ger—%—‘
Development Services Division a\___ ;

BONIQUE SALINAS, Planner 75 S
Development Services Division

BY:

SUBJECT: CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NO. C-10-196
AND ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO.

C-10-196

RECOMMENDATION

Upon consideration of staff evaluation, it can be concluded that the proposed Conditional Use Permit
Application No. C-10-196 is appropriate for the project site. Therefore, staff recommends the Planning
Commission take the following actions:

1. ADOPT the substituted project specific mitigation measures for Environmental Assessment No.
C-10-196 dated October 29, 2010 (modified on January 18, 2011) and FIND that the new
measures are equivalent or more effective in mitigating or avoiding potential significant effects
and that they in themselves will not cause any potentially significant effects on the environment.

2. ADOPT the environmental finding of a Mitigated Negative Declaration for Environmental
Assessment No. C-10-196 dated October 29, 2010.

3. APPROVE Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 subject to the following:

a.  Development shall take place in accordance with Exhibit A dated October 25, 2010
and Exhibits T, E-1, E-2, F-1, F-2 and F-3 dated October 8, 2010.

b.  Development shall take place in accordance with the Conditions of Approval dated
January 26, 2011.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 filed by Raul Gonzalez on behalf of the City of Fresno
Department of Public Utilities, Wastewater Division, pertains to approximately 8 acres of property (the
total parcel is 170 acres) at the Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facility located on the
south side of West Jensen Avenue between South Cornelia and South Chateau Fresno Avenues. The
application proposes an upgrade to the existing dewatering facility located at the City of Fresno
Wastewater Reclamation Facilities which will include following: the replacement of existing belt filter
presses with new centrifuges, construction of new annex building, construction of new silo, and the
paving of new access roads. The purpose of the dewatering facility is to remove liquid from the biosolids
in order to reduce the hauling costs (the city pays per pound to haul away these biosolids). Centrifuges
are a more technologically advanced method of producing dry biosolids.

The project is required to be reviewed by Planning Commission because pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15074.1, prior to approving a project with substituted mitigation measures, a public hearing must
be held.
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PROJECT INFORMATION

PROJECT Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 proposes the
| | replacement of existing belt filter presses with new centrifuges, |
construction of new annex building, construction of new silo, and the
paving of new access roads at the City of Fresno Wastewater Treatment
Facility.
APPLICANT Raul Gonzalez on behalf of the City of Fresno Department of Public
Utilities, Wastewater Division
LOCATION Located at the Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facility
located on the south side of West Jensen Avenue between South
Cornelia and South Chateau Fresno Avenues. (APN; 327-030-24T).
SITE SIZE + 8 acres (entire parcel is approximately 170 acres)
LAND USE Existing - Wastewater Treatment Facility
Proposed - Modifications to the existing facility
ZONING AE-5 (Exclusive 5-Acre Agriculture)

PLAN DESIGNATION
AND CONSISTENCY

The project is consistent with 2025 Fresno General Plan land use of
public facilities (wastewater treatment facility) designated for the site.

RECOMMENDATION

ENVIRONMENTAL Finding of Mitigated Negative Declaration filed on October 29, 2010
FINDING
PLAN COMMITTEE There is no Plan Implementation Committee in Council District 3
RECOMMENDATION
STAFF Staff recommends approval of Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-

10-196, subject to the Conditions of Approval, and approval of the related
environmental document with substituted mitigation measures.

BORDERING PROPERTY INFORMATION

Planned Land Use Existing Zoning Existing Land Use
North County County Agricultural
AE-5
South Public Facilities . _ Wastewater
Exclusive 5-Acre Agriculture Treatment Plant
East Public Facilities AE-20 Tr\éqja?rs;;[gnwta;’?rnt
Exclusive 20-Acre Agriculture a
AE-5 Wastewater
West Public Facilities
Exclusive 5-Acre Agricufture Treatment Plant
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ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING

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, including the Master Environmental Impact Report (MEIR No. 10130) for the 2025 Fresrio
General Plan, and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) No. A-09-02 (SCH # 2009051016).

The proposed project has been determined to not be fully within the scope of MEIR No. 10130 and
Mitigated Negative Declaration No. A-09-02 as provided by CEQA, as codified in the Public Resources
Code {PRC) Section 21157.1(d} and the CEQA Guidelines Section 15177(c). It has been further
determined that all applicable mitigation measures of MEIR No. 10130 and Mitigated Negative
Declaration (MND) No. A-09-02 have been applied to the project, together with project specific mitigation
measures necessary to assure that the project will not cause significant adverse cumulative impacts,
growth inducing impacts and irreversible significant effects beyond those identified by MEIR No. 10130
as provided by CEQA Section 15178(a). It has been further determined that the proposed project is
consistent with policies of the 2025 Fresno General Plan. Many of the project’s potential impacts fall
within the scope of Master Environmental Impact Report No. 10130 prepared for the 2025 Fresno
General Plan ("MEIR"), State Clearinghouse No. 2001071097 and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND)
No. A-09-02 and this Mitigated Negative Declaration is tiered from that MEIR and MND.

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 certified
and the MND adopted; and, that no new information, which was not know and could not have been
known at the time that the MEIR was certified as complete or the MND was adopted, has become
available.

Therefore, based on the attached environmental assessment and the list of identified mitigation
measures, 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 Application No. C-10-196
(State Clearinghouse No. 2010111001) was published on October 29, 2010 with comments received
from state agencies through the State Clearinghouse.

Changes to Project Specific Mitigation Measures

After circulation of the environmental finding prepared for Environmental Assessment No. C-10-1986,
there was a recommendation to modify several mitigation measures related to biological resources from
the California Department of Fish and Game. Upon review of these revised mitigation measures, staff
has determined that these mitigation measures are equally effective as the previous biological resources
related mitigation measures. Pursuant to Section 15073.5(c), the Miligated Negative Declaration is not
required to be recirculated because the mitigation measures are being “replaced with equal or more
effective measures or revisions”.

BACKGROUND / ANALYSIS

Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 filed by Raul Gonzalez on behalf of the City of Fresno
Department of Public Utilities, Wastewater Division, pertains to approximately 8 acres of property (the
total parcel is 170 acres) at the City of Fresno Wastewater Treatment Facility located on the south side
of West Jensen Avenue between South Cornelia and South Chateau Fresno Avenues. The application
proposes an upgrade 1o the existing dewatering facility located at the City of Fresno Wastewater
Reclamation Facilities including the following: the replacement of existing belt filter presses with new
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centrifuges, construction of new annex building, consiruction of new silo, and the paving of new access
roads.

Specifically, the project proposes to replace existing belt filter presses dewatering equipment with
centrifuge dewatering equipment and new centrifuge dewatering units sufficient to process 425 gallons
per minute (gpm), with one of the centrifuges out of service. The proposed project wilf also provide the
potential capability for future modification to allow up to 850 gpm of digested sludge to be dewatered by
centrifuge, should that be called for in the future. The objectives of the project are to: increase the
sludge dewatering facility reliability, increase the sludge cake storage capacity by providing a new silo;
reduce hauling cost by the addition/use of centrifuges, reduce the negative impacts of struvite
(precipitate) formation.

Mitigation Measures

As mentioned above, after circulation of the environmental finding prepared for Environmental
Assessment No. C-10-196, there was a recommendation to modify several mitigation measures related
to biological resources from the California Department of Fish and Game. Staff has determined that
these mitigation measures are equally effective as the previous biological resources related mitigation
measures. Pursuant to Section 15073.5(c), the Mitigated Negative Declaration is not required to be
recirculated because the mitigation measures are being “replaced with equal or more effective measures
or revisions”. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15074.21, in order for the City of Fresno to approve
a project with deleted and substituted mitigation measures, the City of Fresno must do both of the
following:

1) Hold a public hearing on the matter.... Where no public hearing would otherwise be held to
consider the project, then a public hearing shall be required before a mitigation measure may be
deleted and a new measure adopted in its place.

This Planning Commission hearing serves as this public hearing.

2) Adopt a written finding that the new measures are equivalent or more effective in mitigating or

avoiding potential significant effects and that they in themselves will not cause any potentially

significant effects on the environment.

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission adopt this finding as detailed at the
beginning of this staff report in the Recommendation section.

The mitigation measures to be deleted and replaced are as follows:

1. Original Mitigation Measure Bl-1-1: A preconstruction survey shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist to examine potential burrows on the project site for the existence of burrowing owl. The
survey shall be conducted within 30 days prior to any construction activities within 50 feet of the
roadway to be repaved. Results of the preconstruction survey shall be prepared in a letter and given
to the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) for their review and approval prior to any
construction activities at the roadway.

1a. Revised Mitigation Measure Bl-1-1: A qualified biologist should perform surveys according to
protocol (The California Burrowing Owl Consortium, 1993} prior to commencing Project-related
activities or the City can assume that all burrows along the roads are occupied by burrowing
owls and mitigate accordingly. A preconstruction survey is also warranted if Project activities do
not commence within 30 days of completing protocol-level surveys. Results of the survey(s)
shall be prepared in a letter and given to the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG)
for their review and approval prior to any Project-related activities.
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2. Original Mitigation Measure BI-1-2: If burrowing owl or active burrow is found, the CDFG 1995
guidelines, "Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation,” shall be consulted and the City shall select
one of the following measures for implementation by a qualified biologist;

a.
b.

Destroy vacant burrows prior to March 1 and/or after August 31

Redesign (reschedule) the roadway repaving project element temporarily or permanently to
avoid occupied burrows or nest sites until after the nesting/fledging season (March 1 through
August 31)

Delay the roadway repaving project untit after the nesting/fledging season

Install artificial burrows in open space areas of the project site and wait for passive relocation
of the burrowing owl

Active relocation of the burrowing owl with conditions. The City shall fund relocation of
burrowing ow! to unoccupied, suitable habitat that is permanently preserved (up to 6.5 acres
per nesting pair} at a recognized burrowing owl mitigation bank.

2a. Revised Mitigation Measure Bl-1-2: If burrowing owl occupancy is assumed or if protocol-level
surveys detect presence of burrowing owl, all of the following mitigation measures should be
implemented (DFG, 1995):

a.

Avoid active burrows by at least 250 feet during the nesting season (February 1 through
August 31). Destroy burrows during the non-nesting season (September 1 through January
31) after owls are passively relocated (see d. below).

Offset the loss of foraging and burrow habitat by acquiring and permanently protecting an
appropriate amount of land (consult with the Department) at a location adjacent to occupied
habitat and acceptable to the Department.

Offset destruction of occupied burrows by enhancing existing unsuitable burrows or creating
new artificial burrows at a ratio of 2:1 on the protected land from b.

Passively relocate owls, if they must be moved. Allow one or more weeks to allow the owls
to acclimate to alternative burrows.

Provide funding for long-term management and monitoring of the protected land. The
monitoring plan should include success criteria, remedial measures, and an annual report to
the Department.

LAND USE PLANS AND POLICIES

The subject site is located within the boundaries of the 2025 Fresno General Plan. The proposed project
has been required to comply with all applicable goals and policies within this plan.

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION REVIEW FINDINGS

No special

permit may be issued unless it is found that the privilege exercised under the permit, as it may

be conditioned, conforms to the findings of Section 12-405-A-2 of the Fresno Municipal Code. Based
upon analysis of the conditional use permit application, staff concludes that all of the required findings
can be made for this conditional use permit application as follows:
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Fihdings per Fresno Municipal Code Section 12-405-A-2

a. Alf applicable provisions of this Code are complied with and the site of the proposed use is adequate in size
and shape to accommodate said use, and accommodate ail yards, spaces, walls and. fences, parking,
loading, recycling areas, landscaping, and other required features; and,

Finding a: The subject site is adequate in size and shape to accommodate the proposed use.
Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 will comply with all applicable
codes given that the special permit conditions of approval will ensure that all
conditions are met prior to the site being occupied by the proposed use.

b. The site for the proposed use relates to streets and highways adequate in width and pavement type to carry
the guantity and kind of traffic generated by the proposed use; and,

Finding b: The proposed project will result in fewer trucks needed to haul the sludge given
that the improved dewatering facility will result in less biosolids. Fewer trucks
coming to the facility will result in fewer traffic impacts.

c. The proposed use will not be detrimental to the public welfare or injurious fo property or improvements in the
area in which the property is located. The third finding shall not apply to uses which are subject to the
provision of Section 12-306-N-30 of the FMC.

Finding c: The proposed use will not have a negative impact on either the subject site or
neighboring properties given that the applicant has been required to comply with
conditions that will help to protect the health, safety and welfare of public.

Conclusion

The appropriateness of the proposed project has been examined with respect to its consistency with
goals and policies of the 2025 Fresno General Plan; its compatibility with surrounding existing or
proposed uses; and its avoidance or mitigation of potentially significant adverse environmental impacts.
These factors have been evaluated as described above and by the accompanying environmental
assessment. Upon consideration of this evaluation, it can be concluded that Conditional Use Permit
Application No. C-10-196 is appropriate for the project site.

Attachments: Exhibit A: Vicinity Map
Exhibit B:  Aerial Photograph of site
Exhibit C:  Noticing Map (350-foot radius)
Exhibit D: Letter from the Department of Fish and Game
Exhibit E: Site Plan, Elevations and Floor Plans
Exhibit F:  Operational Statement
Exhibit G; Conditions of Approval dated January 26, 2011
Exhibit H: Environmental Assessment No. C-10-196
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Exhibit B
Aerial Photograph of Site
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Exhibit C
Surrounding Property Notification Map (350-feet)
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Exhibit D
Letter from the Department of Fish and Game
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Mitigation Measure Bi-1 2. is not adequate mitigation if only one of the five measures is
implemented. If burrowing ow! accupancy is assumed or if protocol-level surveys detect
presence of burrowing owl, all of the following mitigation measures should be
implemented (DFG, 1985):

a. Avoid active burrows by at [east 250 feet during the nesting season
{February 1 through August 31). Destroy burrows during the non-nesting
season (September 1 through January 31) after owls are passively relocated:
(see:-d. below). '

b. Offsetthe loss of foraging and burrow habitat by acquiring and permanently
protecting an appropriaté amount of tand (consult with the Depariment) ata’

jocatlon adjacent to occupled habitat and acceptable tothe Departmant.

¢. Offsetdestruction of cecupled burrows by enhancing existing unsuftable
hutrows or éreéatiiig new antificial burrows at a ratio of 211 on the protected
lznd from b.

d. Passively relocate owls, if they must be moved. Allow one or more weeks to
allow the bwis to-acclimate to altemative burrows.

.. Provide funding for long-term randgement and monitoring of the protected
" tand. The monitoring plan should Thckuide success criteria; remedial
moasures, and an annual report to the Départment. ‘

Results of all surveys should be submitted to the Department for réview and comiment
-~ prior to cortimisncing Projéct-related activities.

Jf the above mitigation measures are implemented, the Project-related Impacts to
. bitrrowitig owl will be less than significant.

it you have any questions regarding these comments, pletise éan.!agtf'[l,isa,-,ﬁvmer.

Environmental Scientist, at (559) 243-4014, extension 238 or ioymer@dfg.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

. Regional Manage

“eo: - SeePage Three
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cc.  MWH
618 Michillinda Avenue, Suite 200
Arcadia, California 91007 '

559 2433004 T-300  P.004/005  F=954
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California Department of Fish and Game. 1985, Staff réport on burrowing owi
mitigation; Memorandur, October 17, 1895.

The Californla Bufrowing Owi Consaortium, 1993, Burrowing ow! survey protocol and
mitigation guidefines; April, 1993.




Exhibit E
Site Plan, Elevations and Floor Plans
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Exhibit F
Operational Statement




City of

=i ey
Department of Public Utilities

Wastewater Management Division
5807 West Jensen Avenue

Fresno, California 93708-8458
589-621-5100 ~ FAX 558-498-1700 .
www fresno.gov T \@{\\

? s
%”“Mfmsm S

Providing Life’s Essentiaf Servicas

September 15, 2010

City of Fresno

Planning & Development Department
2600 Fresno St, Third Floor

Fresno, CA 93721-3604

Project:  Enhanced Dewatering Faciiity
Subject:  Operational Statement

Dear Sirs:

The Enhanced Dewatering Facility is being submitted by Raul Gonzalez of the City of Fresno on
behalf of the Department of Public Utilities Wastewater Division. It pertains to 8 acres of property
located at 5607 West Jensen APN 32703024T and is zoned AE-5. An authorization for planned
land use of AE-5 to include the construction of the Enhanced Dewatering Facility is requested.
The existing site currently exists of 170.72 acres with over 220 parking spaces. The proposed
facility will be operated 24 hour per day, seven days a week. The proposed project wili be
constructed on the City of Fresno’s Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facility (RWRF). The
actual project site is approximately 0.2 mile south of our Jensen Avenue fence line. The General
Plan land use designation is Public Facility — Wastewater Facility. There are no Community,
Spegific, or Redevelopment Plans associated with the facility.

This dewatering project is required to enhance the dewatering capacity at the Regional Water
Reclamation Facilities (RWRF). The current dewatering facilfity does not provide adequate sludge
dryness and system redundancy. Improved dewatering will be achieved by the use of centrifuges,
replacing older generation belt filter presses. Sludge cake transport costs can be significantiy
reduced by increasing cake dryness. System redundancy will be provided by adding a second silo
for storage and truck loading and adding progressive cavity cake pumps to convey dry solids to
either silo rather than a single direction belt conveyor.

No new employees are required to staff the enhanced dewatering facility. These types of systems
are fully automated and require minimal maintenance. The RWRF is currently staffed 24 hours a
day, 7 days a week and it would be this staff's responsibility to maintain and monitor the system.
The RWRF s a secure facility with controlled access 24 hours day, 7 days a week. No additional
security measures will be required.



This equipment will be located in the existing Dewatering Building and a Dewatering Annex
buiiding to be constructed on the east side of the Dewatering Building. The Dewatering Annex and
new silo will match the existing Dewatering Building and silo in architectural appearance and color
scheme. The nearest City of Fresno neighbors are more than two and a haif miles away while the
nearest County of Fresno neighbor is agricultural and are more than a half mile away.

if you have any questions, please feel free to call me.

Sincerely,

, \JLZ—"“ .

aul 5. Gonzalez, P.Ej1S.E.
Project Manager '
Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facility
5607 W. Jensen Avenue
Fresno, CA 93706
(659) 621-5290 ph
raul.gonzalez@fresno.gov




Exhibit G
Conditions of Approval dated January 26, 2011 (Including
comments from other agencies)




CITY OF FRESNO
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
JANUARY 26, 2011

N i

Il CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION NO. C-10-196

NOTICE TO PROJECT APPLICANT

In accordance with the provisions of Government Code Section 66020(d)(1), the
imposition of fees, dedication, reservations or exactions for this project are
subject to protest by the project applicant at the time of approval or conditional
approval of the development or within 90 days after the date of imposition of fees,
dedications, reservation, or exactions imposed on the development project.

This notice does not apply to those fees, dedications, reservations, or exactions
which were previously imposed and duly noticed; or, where no notice was
previously required under the provisions of Government Code Section
66020(d)(1) in effect before January 1, 1997.

PART A - PROJECT INFORMATION

1. Assessor's Parcel No:  327-030-24T
2. Job Address: 5607 West Jensen Avenue
3 Street Location: Located at the Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater

Reclamation Facility located on the south side of West
Jensen Avenue between South Cornelia and South Chateau
Fresno Avenues

4, Existing Zoning: AE-5 (Exclusive 5-Acre Agriculture)

5. Planned Land Use: Public Facilities (wastewater treatment facility)

8. Plan Areas: 2025 Fresno Generai Plan

7. Project Description: Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 proposes

the replacement of existing belt filter presses with new
centrifuges, construction of new annex building, construction
of new silo, and the paving of new access roads at the City

of Fresno Wastewater Treatment Facility.

PART B — GENERAL CONDITIONS AND REQUIREMENTS

Conditional Use Permit Amendment Application No. C-10-196 is scheduled to be heard by the
Fresno Planning Commission on January 26, 2011. Staff is recommending that Planning
Commission approve Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 subject to the conditions
of approval contained in this document.



Conditions of Approval

Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196
January 26, 2011

Page 2

A Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared for the proposed project that is dated
October 29, 2010. A public naotice of the attached Mitigated Negative Declaration finding for
Environmental Assessment Application No. C-10-196 was published in The Fresno Bee on
Qctober 29, 2010. The proposed project was also routed to the State Clearinghouse on
Qctober 27, 2010 with two comments received from state agencies within the 30-day comment
period which ended on November 30, 2010. All relevant comments received from the State
agencies have been incorporated into these conditions of approval or have been
substituted as mitigation measures pursuant to Section 15074.1 of the CEQA Guidelines.

IMPORTANT: PLEASE READ CAREFULLY

Please note that this project may be subject to a variety of discretionary conditions of approval.
These include conditions based on adopted City plans and policies, those determined through
site plan review and environmental assessment essential to mitigate adverse effects on the
environment including the health, safety, and welfare of the community, and recommended
conditions for development that are not essential to health, safety, and welfare, but would on the
whole enhance the project and its relationship to the neighborhood and environment.

Discretionary conditions of approval are listed in the last section of this list of conditions under
the heading “Part F - Miscellaneous” and may be appealed. All code requirements, however,
are mandatory and may only be modified by variance, provided the findings pursuant to Fresno
Municipal Code (FMC) Section 12-405.A can be made.

All discretionary conditions of approval will uitimately be deemed mandatory unless
appealed at the Planning Commission hearing on January 26, 2011.

In the event you wish to appeal the Planning Commission's decision or discretionary conditions
of approval, you may do so by filing a written appeal with the Director. The appeal shall include
a statement of your interest in or relationship to the subject property, the decision or action
appealed and specific reasons why you believe the decision or action appealed should not be
upheld. Your appeal must be filed by February 10, 2011.

Approval of this special permit shall be considered null and void in the event of failure by the
applicant and/or the authorized representative, architect, engineer, or designer to disclose and
delineate all facts and information relating to the subject properly and the proposed
development including, but not fimited to, the following:

1. All existing and proposed improvements including but not limited to buildings and
structures, signs and their uses, trees, walls, driveways, outdoor storage, and open land
use areas on the subject property and all of the preceding which are located on adjoining
properly and may encroach on the subject property;

2. All public and private easements, rights-of-way and any actual or potential prescriptive
easements or uses of the subject property; and,

3. Existing and proposed grade differentials between the subject property and adJo:nmg
property zoned or planned for residential use.
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Approval of this special permit may become null and void in the event that development is not
completed in accordance with all the conditions and requirements imposed on this special
permit, the Zoning Ordinance, and all Public Works Standards and Specifications. The
Development and Resource Management Department shall not assume responsibility for any
deletions or omissions resulling from the special permit review process or for additions or
alterations to construction plans not specifically submitted and reviewed and approved pursuant
to this special permit or subsequent amendments or revisions. (include this note on the site
plan.)

No uses of land, buildings, or structures other than those specifically approved pursuant to this
site plan shall be permitted. (Include this note on the site plan.)

Transfer all red line notes, etc., shown on Exhibit A dated October 25, 2010. CORRECTIONS
SHALL INCLUDE ALL THOSE LISTED IN THIS DOCUMENT AND THOSE LISTED IN THE
CORRECTION LIST PROVIDED BY THE PLAN CHECK PROCESS.

The exercise of rights granted by this special permit shall commence by January 26, 2015 (four
years from the date of approval). There is no exception.

To complete the back-check process for building permits relative to planning an zoning
issues, submit four copies of this corrected, final site plan, together with three copies of
the elevations and any fees and title reports for required covenants and any required
studies or analyses to Bonique Salinas in the Development Services Division for final
review and approval at least fifteen days before your final backcheck appointment. It
may be necessary to resubmit these “corrected exhibits” a second time if not all the
conditions have bheen complied with or are not shown on the exhibits. Once the
“corrected exhibits” are approved by the Development Services Division, please place
these exhibits in the plan check set and contact the Development Services Division,
along with Traffic Planning, to_set up an appointment to signoff and stamp these
exhibits. Please bring two additional copies of the site plan exhibit{s} to this
appointment so that both the Development Services Division and Traffic Planning have a
final signed-off copy of the site plan.

Copies of the final approved site plan, elevations, landscape, and irrigation plans stamped by
the Planning Division must be substituted for unstamped copies of same in each of the sets of
construction plans submitted for plan check prior to issuance of building permits. The final
approved site plan must also include all corrections identified in the plan check process.

Be advised that on-site inspections will not be authorized unless the final stamped approved site
ptan, elevations, landscape, and irrigation plans are included in the plan check file copy.

Please contact Bonique Salinas at (559) 621-8024 or via e-mail at
Bonique.Salinas@fresno.gov for an appointment for final sign-off for building permits
following your receipt and substitution of the copies of the stamped, corrected, approved
exhibits in the plan check sets.
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PART C — PUBLIC iMPROVE'MENT REQUIREMENTS

1)

PUBLIC WORKS, ENGINEERING DIVISION REQUIREMENTS

The following requirements are based on city records and the accuracy of the existing and
proposed on-site and off-site conditions depicted on the exhibits submitted. Requirements not
addressed due to omission or misrepresentation of information, for which this review process is
dependent, will be imposed whenever such conditions are disciosed.

In a response dated October 28, 2010, the Public Works Department, Traffic Engineering
Division determined that there are no on-site traffic related or off-site improvement
requirements for the proposed project.

PART D — PLANNING/ZONING REQUIREMENTS

1

2)

3}

PLANNING
a) Development is subject to the following plans and policies:

1. AE-5 (Exclusive 5-Acre Agriculture)
2. 2025 Fresno General Plan

ZONING

a) Development is proposed in accordance with the existing AE-6 (Exclusive 5-Acre
Agricufture) zone district.

b) The applicants shall comply with all conditions of approval indentified in all previously
approved entitlement applications for the subject site.

BUILDING HEIGHT

a) The maximum allowable building height is 35-feet except for non-dwelling structures
such as windmills, silos, water tanks, etc. The proposed silo exceeds this height but is a
structure allowed to be over 35-feet in height.

BUILDING SETBACK, OPEN SPACES AND LANDSCAPING

Maintain all previously required building and landscape setbacks which are as follows:
a) Building Setbacks:

a. 35 feet along Jensen Avenue
b. 35 feet along Cornelia Avenue
¢. 35 feet along Central Avenue
d. 35 feet along North Avenue
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4)

6)

c)

Landscape Setbacks:

a. 10-feet along Jensen Avenue

Although no irees are required because no new parking is proposed, maintain the
existing requirement of providing 1 medium sized tree for every two parking stalls on-
site.

SPACE BETWEEN BUILDINGS

a)

N/A

FENCES, HEDGES, AND WALLS

a)

b)

c)

Temporary fences to secure projects under construction are allowed. Any temporary
fence shall be adequately secured and constructed to prevent overturning due to wind,
vandalism, and/or casual contact by the general public. The construction shall be
performed in such a manner as to minimize any potential safety hazard, which may
occur as a result of improper fence instaliation or damage to the fence.

Only those fences as shown on the site plan shall be reviewed for approval.

Future fences shall be reviewed and approved by the Development and Resource
Management Department prior to installation. (Include this note on the site plan.)

QOFF-STREET PARKING

a)

b)

Given that no new employees are proposed under the current project, no additional
parking is required.

Provide an adequate number of accessible parking stalls as required by the State of
California Building Code.

Lighting where provided to illuminate parking, sales or display areas shall be hooded
and so arranged and controlled so as not to cause a nuisance either to highway traffic or
to the living environment. The amount of light shall be provided according to the
standards of the Department of Public Works. Depict all proposed lights on the site
plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION MEASURES

a)

The project shall comply with all project specific mitigations measures identified in the
Mitigated Negative Declaration Project Specific Monitoring Checklist prepared for
Environmental Assessment No. C-10-196 dated October 29, 2010, revised on January
18, 2011, which are as follows
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Biological Resources

1.

Mitigation Measure Bl-1-1: A qualified biologist should perform surveys according
to protocol (The California Burrowing Owl Consortium, 1993) prior to commencing
Project-related activities or the City can assume that all burrows along the roads are
occupied by burrowing owls and mitigate accordingly. A preconstruction survey is
also warranted if Project activities do not commence within 30 days of completing
protocol-level surveys, Results of the survey(s) shall be prepared in a letter and
given to the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) for their review and
approval prior to any Project-related activities.

Mitigation Measure Bl-1-2: If burrowing owl occupancy is assumed or if
protocol-level surveys detect presence of burrowing owl, all of the following
mitigation measures should be implemented (DFG, 1995):

a. Avoid active burrows by at least 250 feet during the nesting season (February 1
through August 31). Destroy burrows during the non-nesting season (September
1 through January 31) after owls are passively relocated (see d. below).

b. Offset the loss of foraging and burrow habitat by acquiring and permanently
protecting an appropriate amount of land (consult with the Department) at a
location adjacent to occupied habitat and acceptable to the Department.

c. Offset destruction of occupied burrows by enhancing existing unsuitable burrows
or creating new artificial burrows at a ratio of 2:1 on the protected land from b.

d. Passively relocate owls, if they must be moved. Allow one or more weeks to
allow the owls to acclimate to alternative burrows.

e. Provide funding for long-term management and monitoring of the protected land.
The monitoring plan should include success criteria, remedial measures, and an
annual report to the Department.

Cultural Resources

3. Mitigation Measure CUL-1: The Project specifications shall state that if previously

unidentified and potentially significant archaeological resources (e.g., stone artifacts,
dark ashy soils or burned rocks, or old glass, metal, or ceramic artifacts} become
apparent during ground disturbances, work in that location shall be diverted and a
qualified archaeologist shall be contacted immediately to evaluate the nature and
significance of the find.

Mitigation Measure CUL-2: Before construction-related earthmoving activities and
excavation at depths of 2 feet below the surface (into the Modesto Formation), the
services of a qualified Principal Paleontologist shall be retained and consulted.

5. Mitigation Measure CUL-3: Consistent with Federal and State law, if fossils are
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discovered during excavation of the silo site, an approved Principal Paleontologist
must be called to the site to develop mitigation measures to protect those resources.
Based on the information in the PIR prepared for the Project, the Paleontologist shall
determine when and where monitoring will be required, and who will conduct it.

The Paleontologist shall coordinate with appropriate construction contractor
personnel to provide information regarding applicable requirements concerning
protecting paleontological resources. Contractor personnel, particularly heavy-
equipment operators, shall also be briefed on procedures to be followed in the event
that fossil remains and a currently unrecorded fossil site are encountered by
earthmoving activities if a paleontological construction monitor is not on the site.
Additional briefing shall be presented to new contractor personnel as necessary.
Names and telephone numbers of the monitor and other appropriate mitigation
program personnel shall be provided to appropriate contractor personnel.

When required, monitoring shall consist of visually inspecting freshly exposed cuts
into the Modesto Formation, and spoil piles for the discovery and recovery of larger
fossil remains, and periodically dry test screening to allow for the discovery and
recovery of smaller fossil remains. If larger veriebrate fossils are noted by
construction workers or monitors, excavation there will cease, and the monitor will be
notified. The monitors will then notify the Principal Paleontologist.

The monitor and recovery staff will salvage all larger vertebrate fossil remains, as
soon as practicable and as quickly as possible, under the supervision of the Principal
Paleontologist following Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (1995) and State
(Caltrans, 2007) guidelines. The monitor shall document the location and proper
geologic context of any recovered fossil occurrence or rock or sediment samples.
Any recovered rock or sediment sample from the Modesto Formation shall be
processed to allow for the recovery of smaller fossil remains that normally are too
small to be observed by the monitor. Pursuant to Society of Vertebrate Paleontology
(1995) standard measures, no more than 6,000 pounds (12,000 pounds total) of
sediment need be processed from the Modesto Formation.

If the Paleontologist or monitor determines that the fossil site is too unproductive or
the fossil remains not worthy of recovery by the monitor, no further action will be
taken to preserve the fossil site or remains, and earthmoving activities shall be
allowed to proceed through the site immediately.

All fossil specimens recovered from the Project site as a result of mitigation,
including those recovered as the result of processing rock or sediment samples, will
be treated (i.e., prepared, identified, curated, catalogued) in accordance with
desighated museum repository requirements. Rock or sediment samples will be
submitted to commercial laboratories for microfossil, pollen, radiometric dating, or
other analysis, as appropriate.

The monitor shall maintain daily monitoring logs that include the particular tasks
accomplished, the earthmoving activity monitored, the location where monitoring was
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~ conducted, the rock unit(s) encountered, the fos‘sii‘Specimen‘s"recovéred, and’

associated specimen data and corresponding geologic and geographic site data. A
final technical report of results and findings shall be prepared by the Paleontologist in
accordance with any City requirement and archived at a repository mutually
approved by the City and Paleontologist.

Mitigation Measure CUL-4: [f human remains are uncovered, or in any other case
when human remains are discovered during construction, the Fresno County
Coroner is to be notified to arrange their proper freatment and disposition. If the
remains are identified—on the basis of archaeological context, age, cultural
associations, or biological traits—as those of a Native American, California Health
and Safety Code 7050.5 and Public Resource Code 5097.98 require that the coroner
notify the NAHC within 24 hours of discovery. The NAHC will then identify the Most
Likely Descendent who will determine the manner in which the remains are treated.

b) The project shall implement and incorporate, as_appropriate and if applicable, the

8) NOISE

mitigation measures indentified in the Master Environmental impact Report (MEIR) No.
10130 — 2025 Fresno General Plan Mitigation Monitoring Checklist (attached).

a) Pursuant to Section 10-102.b of the FMC, noise levels for industrial zoned properties

shall not exceed 70 decibels at anytime measured at the nearest subject property line.
Future uses and/or development shall be required to comply with this provision.

PART E — CITY AND OTHER SERVICES

1) BUILDING AND SAFETY SERVICES DIVISION

a) Plans and permits are required.

2) FIRE PROTECTION REQUIREMENTS

a) Comply with the attached memorandum from the City Fresno Fire Department dated

October 19, 2010.

3) FLOOBD CONTROL REQUIREMENTS

a) Contact the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District to determine if any fees are due

prior to issuance of building permits.

4) SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

a) Comply with the attached letter from the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

dated October 21, 2010.
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5)

7)

8)

9)

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTIILITIES

a) Comply with the attached memorandums (2) from the Department of Public Ulilities
dated Qctober 20, 2010 (also see e-mail from Greg Contreras dated October 26, 2010).

DEPARTMENT OF TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

a) No requirements.

FRESNO COUNTY ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

a) Comply with the requirements from the County of Fresno Department of Public Health
dated Qctober 21, 2010. Please note that the project was routed by the State
Clearinghouse to the Regional Water Quality Control Board and no comments were
received by this agency.

SCHOOL DISTRICT

a) Pay any required fees to the West Park Elementary/Washington Union High School
District prior to issuance of building permits.

FRESNO IRRIGATION DISTRICT

a) Contact the Fresno Irrigation District for requirements, if any.

10) NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

b} Comply with the attached letter from the Native American Heritage Commission dated
November 2, 2010 (as applicable).

PART F — MISCELLANEOQUS

1)

Approval of this site plan is contingent upon the submittal of corrected exhibits showing all
existing/proposed on-site conditions as reflected on all exhibits and the following:

a) Comply with the operational statement submitted for the proposed project dated
September 15, 2010.

b) Project applicant shall comply with requirements that may be imposed by the Regional
Water Quality Control Board as it relates to the implementation o0 WDR Order No. 5-01-
254,

¢) Screen all roof-mounted equipment from the view of public rights-of-way. Depict all
mechanical equipment on site plan and elevations.

d) If archaeological and/or animal fossil material is encountered during project surveying,
grading, excavating, or construction, work shall stop immediately. {Include this note on
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the site plan.):

If there are suspected human remains, the Fresno County Coroner shall be immediately
contacted. If the remains or other archaeological material is possibly Native American in
origin, the Native American Heritage Commission {Phone: (916) 653-4082) shall be
immediately contacted, and the California Archaeological Inventory/Southern San
Joaquin Valley Information Center (Phone: (805) 644-2289) shall be contacted to obtain
a referral list of recognized archaeologists. An archeological assessment shall be
conducted for the project, the site shall be formally recorded, and recommendations
made to the City as to any further site investigation or site avoidance/preservation.
(Include this note on the site plan.)

If animal fossils are uncovered, the Museum of Paleontology, U.C. Berkeley shall be
contacted to obtain a referral list of recognized paleontologists. An assessment shall be
conducted by a paleontologist and, if the paleontologist determines the material to be
significant, it shall be preserved. {Include this note on the site pian.)

All discretionary condition of approval will ultimately be deemed mandatory unless
appealed in writing to the Development and Resource Management Department Director
within 15 days.

K:\Master Files ~ 2010\CUPAC-10-196, 5607 W Jensen, WasteWalerFacility, Maj Amend --BS\Documents\COA- C-10-196.doc



FIRE DEPARTMENT

Date:  October 19, 2010

To: BONIQUE SALINAS, Planner 11
Planning and Development Department , Current Planning

From: MIKE SCHMIDT, Supervising Fire Prevention Inspector
Fire Department, Fire Prevention & Investigative Services

Subject: C-10-196 was filed as a major amendment by Raul Gonzalez on behalf of the City of
Fresno, Department of Public Utilities-Wastewater Division, and pertains to 8 acres of
property located on the south side of West Jensen Avenue between South Cornelia and
South Chateau Fresno Avenues, 5607 West Jensen Avenue, APN 327-030-24T. The
applicant proposes the replacement of existing belt filter presses with new centrifuges,
construction of new annex building, construction of new silo, the pavement of new
access roads at the City of Fresno, Wastewater Treatment Facility. The annex building
and silo will match the color and architectural style of existing structures. The property
is zoned AE-5-UGM, Exclusive Five Acre Agricultural-Urban Growth Management.

Hydrants
Show location/s of existing fire hydrant/s within 450° of the proposed structure or install new

hydrant/s with minimum 1500 GPM flow @ 20# residual pressure.

Fire hydrants shall be installed, tested, approved, and all surface access roads shall be installed
and made serviceable prior to and during the time of construction. The hydrant 4 1/2" outlet shall
face the access lane.

Clarify drive access around the proposed building with regard to access to fire hydrant/s.



General .
Provide a site plan that shows the location of this project on the WWTP site.

Note on plans: All structures shall be provided with approved fire sprinklers because of the travel
distance to the nearest fire station.



V San Joaquin Valley

“ AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT

HEALTHY AIR LIVING

October 21, 2010

Bonique Salinas

Development & Resource Management

2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor

Fresno, CA 93721-3604

Project: Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196
District CEQA Reference No: 20100799

Dear Bonique Salinas:

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (District) has reviewed the

above referenced project. The District offers the following comments:

1. Based on information provided to the District, project specific emissions of criteria
pollutants are not expected to exceed District significance thresholds of 10
tons/year NOX, 10 ton/year ROG, and 15 tons/year PM10. Therefore, the District
concludes that project specific criteria pollutant emissions would have no

significant adverse impact on air quality.

2. Therefore, the District concludes that the proposed project is not subject to District

Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review).

3. The proposed project may be subject to District Rules and Regulations, including:
Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601
(Architectural Coatings), and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified
Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations). In the event an existing building
will be renovated, partiaily demolished or removed, the project may be subject to

District Rule 4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants).

Seyed Sadredin -
Executive Director/Air Pollution Control Officer

Southern Region
34946 Flyover Court
Bakersfield, CA 93308-9725

Central Region (Main Office)
1990 E. Gettysburg Avenue
Fresno, CA 93726-0244
Tel: (559) 230-6000 FAX: (559) 230-6061

Northern Region
4800 Enterprise Way
Modesto, CA 95356-8718
Tel: (209) 557-6400 FAX: (209) 557-6475

www.valleyair.org www.healthyairliving.com

Tel: 661-392-5500 FAX: 661-392-5585

Printed on recycled paper. n



District CEQA Reference No. 20100799

The above list of rules is neither exhaustive nor exclusive. To identify other District
rules or regulations that apply to this project or to obtain information about District
permit requirements, the applicant is strongly encouraged to contact the District's
Small Business Assistance Office at (559) 230-5888. Current District rules can be
found online at: www.valleyair.org/rules/1ruleslist.htm.

If you have any questions or require further information, please call Ms. Debbie Johnson
at (559) 230-5817.

Sincerely,

David Warner
Director of Permit Services

D&aﬁre ~S0fnser)

fse Arnaud Marjollet
Permit Services Manager

DW: dj

Cc: File
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Date:  October 20, 2010 Providing Life’s Essential Services

To: BONIQUE SALINAS, Planner III
Planning and Development Department

From: GREG CONTRERAS, Senior Engineering Technician
Department of Public Utilities, Planning and Engineering

Subject: SEWER REQUIREMENTS FOR CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT C-10-196

General

C-10-196 was filed as a major amendment by Raul Gonzalez on behalf of the City of Fresno, Department
of Public Utilities-Wastewater Division, and pertains to 8 acres of property located on the south side of
West Jensen Avenue between South Cornelia and South Chateau Fresno Avenues, 5607 West Jensen
Avenue, APN 327-030-24T. The applicant proposes the replacement of existing belt filter presses with
new centrifuges, construction of new annex building, construction of new silo, the pavement of new
access roads at the City of Fresno, Wastewater Treatment Facility. The annex building and silo will match
the color and architectural style of existing structures. The property is zoned AE-5-UGM, Exclusive Five
Acre Agricultural-Urban Growth Management.

Environmental Recommendations

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION MAY BE ISSUED: The project may have adverse impacts but impacts
can be mitigated without further study or are not serious enough to warrant an Environment Impact
Report.

Sewer Requirements

Sewer facilities are available to provide service to the site subject to the following requirements:

1. The Project Developer shall contact Wastewater Management Division/Environmental Services at
(559) 621-5100 prior to pulling building permits regarding conditions of service for special users.

Sewer Fees

The following Sewer Connection Charges are due and shall be paid for the Project:

1. No fees



DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES

Providing Life’s Essential Services
Date:  October 20, 2010

To: BONIQUE SALINAS, Planner II1
Planning and Development Department, Current Planning

From: GREG CONTRERAS, Senior Engineering Technician
Public Utilities Department, Planning and Engineering Division

Subject: C-10-196 was filed as a major amendment by Raul Gonzalez on behalf of the City of Fresno,
Department of Public Utilities-Wastewater Division, and pertains to 8 acres of property located
on the south side of West Jensen Avenue between South Cornelia and South Chateau Fresno
Avenues, 5607 West Jensen Avenue, APN 327-030-24T. The applicant proposes the
replacement of existing belt filter presses with new centrifuges, construction of new annex
building, construction of new silo, the pavement of new access roads at the City of Fresno,
Wastewater Treatment Facility. The annex building and silo will match the color and
architectural style of existing structures. The property is zoned AE-5-UGM, Exclusive Five
Acre Agricultural-Urban Growth Management.

Environmental Comments

It has been determined that public water facilities are not available at this time to serve the Project.

Page 1 of 1



Bonique Salinas

From: Gregory Contreras

Sent: Tuesday, October 26, 2010 1:34 PM
To: Bonique Salinas

Subject: C-196

Hi Bonique,

Sorry for any confusion. City water is too far from the project site to make any water conditions. So no water
requirements for this app.

Thank you,

Greg Contreras
Senior Engineering Technician

Department of Public Utilities
Planning and Engineering

2600 Fresno Street, Fresno, CA 93721
(559) 621-8553 FAX (559) 498-1304
gregorycs@fresno.gov




County of Fresno
Departinent of Public Health
Edward L. Moreno, M.D., M.P.H., Director-Health Officer

Qctober 21, 2010
FAD268404

LU0015816

Bonigque Salinas PE 2602

City of Fresno
Development Department
2800 Fresno Street
Fresno, CA 93721

Dear Ms. Salinas:
PROJECT NUMBER: C-10-186

Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 was filed as a major amendment by Raul
Gonzalez on behalf of the City of Fresno Department of Public Wilities/Wastewater Division, and
pertains to 8 acres of property located on the south side of West Jensen Avenue between South
Cornelia and South Chateau Fresno Avenues. The applicant proposes the replacement of existing
belt filter presses with new centrifuges, construction of new annex building, construction of new silo,
the pavement of new access roads at the City of Fresno Wastewater Treatment Facility, The annex
building and silo will match the color and architectural style of existing structures. The property is
zoned AE-5/UGM (Exclusive Five Acre Agricultural/Urban Growth Management).

APN: 327-030-24T ZONING: AE-5/UGM ADDRESS: 5607 West Jensen Avenue

Recommended Conditions of Approval;

« Prior to occupancy, the applicant shall provide an Annuat Update Form, and any necessary
amendments, for the Hazardous Materials Business Plan on file with the Fresno County
Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division. Contact the Certified Unified
Program Agency at (559) 445-3271 for more information.

+ All hazardous waste shall be handled in accordance with requirements set forth in the California
Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.5, This chapter discusses proper fabeling, storage and
handling of hazardous wastes.

« Please ensure this project has been routed to the Regional Water Quality Controf Board for
review and comment.

REVIEWED BY:
B
Janet Gardner pitmminn ™
R.E.H.S., M.P.H.

Environmental Health Specialist It

(559) 445-3271

ig
ce: Mendez / Mahal, Environmental Health Division (CT1900)

C-10-196 Jensen WWTP
1221 Falton Mall / P.O. Box 11867 / Fresno, California 93775 /(559) 445-3271 / FAX (559) 445-3301

Equal Employment Opportunity » Affirmative Action + Disabled Binployer



- NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Ameld Sehwarzenegger Goveroor

915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364
SACRAMENTO, CA 85814

(916} 653-6251

Fax (816} 657.5380

Web Slte wyw.nahtcagey
e-mall; ds_nahc@pacbeil.net

November 2, 2010

Bonique Salinas, Planner

City of Fresno
5607 Waest Jensen Avenue

Fresno, CA 937086
Joloni ool

Re: SCH#2ETTTOUTCEQA Notice of Completion; proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for
the Conditional Use Permit No. C-10-196, Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastwater Reclamation
" Facilities Dewatering Facility Upgrade Project: located in the City of Fresno; Fresno County,

" California

C) ™
-G AD
{4 )Q

STATE CLE AR ‘\ii{;me Ow‘ufj}__

Dear Bonigue Salinas:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the state ‘trustee agency’
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21070 for the protection and preservation of California’s
Native American Cultural Resources. (Also see Environmental Protection Information Center v.
Johnson (1985) 170 Cal App. 3" 604). The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA - CA
Public Resources Code §21000-21177, amendment effective 3/18/2010) requires that any
project that causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource,
that includes archaeological resources, is a 'significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per the California Code of Regulations §15064.5(b)(c )(f)
CEQA guidelines). Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the
environment as “a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical
conditions within an area affected by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or
aesthetic significance. The lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an
adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential effect (APE), and if so, to
mitigate that effect. State law also addresses Native American Religious Expression in Public
Resources Code §5097.9.

The Native American Heritage Commission did perform a Sacred Lands File (SLF)}
search in the NAHC SLF inventory, established by the Legislature pursuant to Public
Resources Code §5097.94(a) and_Natlve American Cultural Resources were not
identified within one-half mile of the Area of Potential Effect {APE). 1t is important to do
early consultation with Native American tribes in your area as the best way to avoid
unanticipated discoveries once a project is underway and to learn of any sensitive cultural
areas. Enclosed are the names of the culturally affiliated tribes and interested Native
American individuals that the NAHC recommends as ‘consulting parties,’ for this purpose,
that may have knowledge of the religious and cultural significance of the historic properties
in the project area (e.g. APE). A Native American Tribe or Tribal Elder may be the only
source of information about a cultural resource.. Also, the NAHC recommends that a
Native American Monitor or Native American culturally knowledgeable person be employed
whenever a professional archaeologist is employed during the ‘Initial Study' and in other
phases of the environmental planning processes.

Furthermore the NAHC recommends that you contact the California Historic
Resources Information System (CHRIS) of the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), for




information on recorded archaeological data. This information is available at the OHP
Office in Sacramento (916) 445-7000.

Consultation with tribes and interested Native American tribes and interested Native
American individuals, as consulting parties, on the NAHC list ,should be conducted in
compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321-43351) and Section 106
and 4(f) of federal NHPA (16 U.5.C. 470 [f)jet seq.), 36 CFR Part 800.3, the President’s
Council on Environmental Quality (CSQ; 42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.) and NAGPRA (25 U.S.C.
3001-3013), as appropriate. The 1992 Secrefary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Hisforic Properties were revised so that they could be applied to all historic resource types
included in the Nationat Register of Historic Piaces and including cultural landscapes.
Consuitation with Nafive American communities is also a matter of environmental justice as
defined by California Government Code §65040.12(e).

Lead agencies shouid consider avoidance, as defined in Section 15370 of the

" California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) when significant cuitural resources could be

~ affected by a project. Also, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 and Health & Safety
__Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally discovered archeological

. resources during construction and mandate the processes to be followed in the event of an
accidental discovery of any human remains in a project location other than a ‘dedicated

- “cemetery. Discussion of these should be included in your environmental documents, as
appropriate.

The authority for the SLF record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory,
established by the California Legistature, is California Public Resources Code §5097.94(a)
and is exempt from the CA Public Records Act (c.f. California Government Code
§6254.10). The results of the SLF search are confidential. However, Native Americans on
the attached contact list are not prohibited from and may wish to reveal the nature of
identified cultural resources/historic properties. Confidentiality of “historic properties of
religious and cultural significance’ may also be protected the under Section 304 of the
NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior' discretion if not eligible for listing on the National
Register of Historic Places. The Secretary may also be advised by the federal Indian
Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.S.C, 1996 in issuing a decision on whether or not to
disclose items of religious and/or cuitural significance identified in or near the APE and
possibly threatened by proposed project activity.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native
Americans identified by this Commission if the initial Study identifies the presence or likely
presence of Native American human remains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for

- agreements with Native American, identified by the NAHC, to assure the appropriate and
dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated grave liens.
Although tribal consuitation under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; CA Fublic
‘Resources Code Section 21000 — 21177) is ‘advisory’ rather than mandated, the NAHC does
request 'lead agencies’ to work with tribes and interested Native American individuals as
‘consulting parties,’ on the list provided by the NAHC in order that cultural resources will be

*protected. However, the 2006 SB 1059 the state enabling legistation to the Federal Energy

Policy Act of 2005, does mandate tribal consuitation for the ‘alactric transmission corridors. This

is codified in the California Public Resources Code, Chapter 4.3, and §25330 to Division 15,

requires consultation with California Native American tribes, and identifies both federally
recognized and non-federally recognized on a list maintained by the NAHC




Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d)
of the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be followed,
including that construction or excavation be stopped in the event of an accidental discovery of
any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery until the county coroner or
medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American. . Note
that §7052 of the Health & Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American cemeteries

is a felony.

)’Iease feel free to contact me at (916) 653-6251 if you have any guestions.
!

avé Singieton
Program Analyst

Attachment: List of Cuiturally Affiliated Native American Contacts

Cc:  State Clearinghouse
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Exhibit H
Environmental Assessment No. C-10-196




Mitigated Negative Declaration and
Initial Study for
Conditional Use Permit Application
No. C-10-196

(SCHNo. 20lp(lloo\ )

Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater
Reclamation Facilities
Dewatering Facility Upgrade

Lead Agency:
City of Fresno

Contact: Bonique Salinas,
Planner
(559) 621-8024




CITY OF FRESNO Filed with:

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A FRESNO COUNTY CLERK
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 2221 Kern Street, Fresno, California 93721

PROJECT TITLE AND ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
EA No. C-10-196 for
Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196

APPLICANT:
Raul 8. Gonzalez, Project Manager STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
City of Fresno Department of Public Utilities, Office of Planning & Research
Wastewater Division 1400 Tenth Street, Suite 212
5607 West Jensen Avenue Sacramento, California 95814

Fresno, Ca 93706

PROJECT LOCATION:

5607 W. Jenben Avenue; County of Fresno
Assessor's Parcel Number: 327-030-24T
Latitude 36.704 N, Longitude -119.890 W

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Raul Gonzalez, on behalf of the City of Fresno Department of Public Utilities,
Wastewater Division, has filed Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196 pertaining to approximately 8
acres of property located on the south side of West Jensen Avenue between South Cornelia and South Chateau
Fresno Avenues. The project proposes to replace existing belt filter presses dewatering equipment with
centrifuge dewatering equipment and will provide new centrifuge dewatering units sufficient to process 425
gallons per minute (gpm), with one of the centrifuges out of service. The proposed project will also provide the
potential capability for future modification to allow up to 850 gpm of digested sludge to be dewatered by
centrifuge, should that be called for in the future.

The objectives of the project are to: increase the sludge dewatering facility reliability, increase the sludge cake
storage capacity by providing a new silo; reduce hauling cost by the addition/use of centrifuges, reduce the
negative impacts of struvite (precipitate) formation. Specifically, the applicant proposes the replacement of
existing belt filter presses with new centrifuges, construction of new annex building, construction of new silo, the
pavement of new access roads at the City of Fresno Wastewater Treatment Facility. The annex building and silo
will match the color and architectural style of existing structures.  The property is zoned AE-5/UGM (Exclusive
Five Acre Agricultural/Urban Growth Management).

Notice is hereby given that the City of Fresno has prepared an Initial Environmental Study (JES) under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the project described as the Dewatering Facility Upgrade
Project. The City Council intends to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the project and has
authorized the release of the MND for public review and comment on the above project and its potential
impacts. : '

The proposed project would be located at Cornelia Avenue and Jensen Avenue, in the City of Fresno, within the
boundaries of the existing Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facilities (RWRF). The project is
the construction and operation of upgraded sludge dewatering facilities in a new annex to the existing
dewatering building, associated yard piping, construction piping to a new storage silo, a polymer storage facility,




Notice of Intent to Adopt
EA No. C-10-196
October 29, 2010

a new transformer, and improved paving for, extension and widening of an existing road. The total area
disturbed within the existing plant site would be approximately 3.2 acres. The proposed dewatering facility
would be a roofed concrete building with architectural features match the existing dewatering building,
approximately 36 feet in height and about 6,350 square feet in area; a concrete silo, approximately 65 feet tall,
41 feet in diameter near one end; and connecting structures. The facility would look substantially similar to the
existing dewatering building and silo; the yard piping would be buried.

The project site is not on any of the lists enumerated under Government Code section 65962.5.

The analysis in the IES indicates that the proposed project can be implemented without causing significant
adverse environmental impacts with the incorporation of mitigation measures for specific issues.

Additional information on the proposed project, including the proposed environmental finding of a mitigated
negative declaration initial study and all documents and technical studies referenced in the initial study, may be
obtained from the Development and Resource Management Department, Fresno City Hall, 2600 Fresno Street,
Third Floor-North, Room 3076, Fresno, California 93721-3604. Please contact Bonique Salinas at (559) 621-
8024 for more information.

ANY INTERESTED PERSON may comment on the proposed environmental finding. Comments 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 or should not be made. Comments may be submitted at any
time between the publication date of this notice and close of business on November 30, 2010. Please direct all
comments to Bonique Salinas, City of Fresno Development and Resource Management Department, City Hall,
2600 Fresno Street, Third Floor-North, Room 3076, Fresno, California, 93721-3604; or by email,
Bonique.Salinas@fresno.gov; or by facsimile, (559) 498-1026.

NOTICE OF INTENT PREPARED BY: SUBMITTED BY:
Bonique Salinas, Planner

Mlke Sanchez nning Manager

DATE: October 29, 2010 CITY OF FRESNO DEVELOPMENT AND
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT




MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

City of Fresno
Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facilities
Dewatering Facility Improvements

Project Description and Location

Conditional Use Permit Application No. C-10-196: The proposed Project requests authorization
for the construction and operation of improved sludge dewatering facilities, an additional storage
silo and associated yard piping adjacent to the existing sludge dewatering facilities, and widening
and paving an access road on the site of the Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater Reclamation
Facilities. The facilities construction would disturb at total of 3.2 acres on the existing plant site.
The regional location of the Project and the Project site are shown in Figure 1-1 and Figure 1-2,
respectively, of the attached Initial Environmental Study (IES). A layout of proposed facilities is
shown in IES Figure 1-3.

Lead Agency/Project Proponent
City of Fresno

State Clearinghouse Number

Contact Person

Mr. Raul Gonzalez, Project Manager {559} 621-5290

Bonique Salinas, Planner (559) 621-8024
2600 Fresno Street, 3 Floor
Fresno, CA 93721

Finding

The Director of the Development and Resource Management Department, having reviewed the
Initial Environmental Study (IES) of this proposed Project, including the recommendation of the
City’s staff, does hereby find and declare that although the proposed project could have a
significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because
revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent, the City of
Fresno. A Mitigated Negative Declaration will be prepared.

The proposed Project will not result in any adverse effects which fall within the “Mandatory
Findings of Significance” contained in Section 15065 of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) guidelines. The facts supporting this finding are presented in the attached IES
prepared for the Project and in the reference materials cited in the IES.



Mitigation Measures

The City of Fresno Director of the Development and Resource Management Department hereby
finds that the adoption and implementation of the following mitigation measures will reduce to
less than significant or avoid potentially significant effects of the proposed Project.

Biolegical Resources

BI-1 To mitigate for potential impacts on burrowing owls along the roadway to be widened
and paved, the following actions shall be incorporated into the project specifications:

1. A preconstruction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to examine potential
burrows on the project site for the existence of burrowing owl. The survey shall be
conducted within 30 days prior to any construction activities within 50 feet of the roadway to
be repaved. Results of the preconstruction survey shall be prepared in a letter and given to
the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFQG) for their review and approval prior to
any construction activities at the roadway.

2. If burrowing owl or active burrow is found, the CDFG 1995 guidelines, “Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation,” shall be consulted and the City shall select one of the following
measures for implementation by a qualified biologist:

a. Destroy vacant burrows prior to March 1 and/or after August 31

b. Redesign (reschedule) the roadway repaving project element temporarily or permanently
to avoid occupied burrows or nest sites until after the nesting/fledging season (March 1
through August 31)

¢. Delay the roadway repaving project until after the nesting/fledging season

d. Install artificial burrows in open space areas of the project site and wait for passive
relocation of the burrowing owl

e. Active relocation of the burrowing owl with conditions. The City shall fund relocation of
burrowing owl to unoccupied, suitable habitat that is permanently preserved (up to 6.5
acres per nesting pair) at a recognized burrowing owl mitigation bank.

Cultural Resources

CUL-1: The Project specifications shall state that if previously unidentified and potentially
significant archaeological resources (e.g., stone artifacts, dark ashy soils or burned rocks, or old
glass, metal, or ceramic artifacts) become apparent during ground disturbances, work in that
location shall be diverted and a qualified archaeologist shall be contacted immediately to
evaluate the nature and significance of the find.

CUL-2: Before construction-related earthmoving activities and excavation at depths of 2 feet
below the surface (into the Modesto Formation), the services of a qualified Principal
Paleontologist shall be retained and consulted.

CUL-3: Consistent with Federal and State law, 1f fossils are discovered during excavation of the
silo site, an approved Principal Paleontologist must be called to the site to develop mitigation
measures to protect those resources. Based on the information in the PIR prepared for the



Project, the Paleontologist shall determine when and where monitoring will be required, and who
will conduct it.

The Paleontologist shall coordinate with appropriate construction contractor personnel to provide
information regarding applicable requirements concerning protecting paleontological resources.
Contractor personnel, particularly heavy-equipment operators, shall also be briefed on
procedures to be followed in the event that fossil remains and a currently unrecorded fossil site
are encountered by earthmoving activities if a paleontological construction monitor is not on the
site. Additional briefing shall be presented to new contractor personnel as necessary. Names
and telephone numbers of the monitor and other appropriate mitigation program personnel shall
be provided to appropriate contractor personnel.

When required, monitoring shall consist of visually inspecting freshly exposed cuts into the
Modesto Formation, and spoil piles for the discovery and recovery of larger fossil remains, and
periodically dry test screening to allow for the discovery and recovery of smaller fossil remains.
If larger vertebrate fossils are noted by construction workers or monitors, excavation there will
cease, and the monitor will be notified. The monitors will then notify the Principal
Paleontologist.

The monitor and recovery staff will salvage all larger vertebrate fossil remains, as soon as
practicable and as quickly as possible, under the supervision of the Principal Paleontologist
following Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (1995) and State (Caltrans, 2007) guidelines. The
monitor shall document the location and proper geologic context of any recovered fossil
occurrence or rock or sediment samples. Any recovered rock or sediment sample from the
Modesto Formation shall be processed to allow for the recovery of smaller fossil remains that
normally are too small to be observed by the monitor. Pursuant to Society of Vertebrate
Paleontology (1995) standard measures, no more than 6,000 pounds (12,000 pounds total) of
sediment need be processed from the Modesto Formation.

If the Paleontologist or monitor determines that the fossil site is too unproductive or the fossil
remains not worthy of recovery by the monitor, no further action will be taken to preserve the
fossil site or remains, and earthmoving activities shall be allowed to proceed through the site
immediately.

All fossil specimens recovered from the Project site as a result of mitigation, including those
recovered as the result of processing rock or sediment samples, will be treated (i.e., prepared,
identified, curated, catalogued) in accordance with designated museum repository requirements.
Rock or sediment samples will be submitted to commercial laboratories for microfossil, pollen,
radiometric dating, or other analysis, as appropriate.

The monitor shall maintain daily monitoring logs that include the particular tasks accomplished,
the earthmoving activity monitored, the location where monitoring was conducted, the rock
unit(s) encountered, the fossil specimens recovered, and associated specimen data and
corresponding geologic and geographic site data. A final technical report of results and findings
shall be prepared by the Paleontologist in accordance with any City requirement and archived at
a repository mutually approved by the City and Paleontologist.



CUL-4: If human remains are uncovered, or in any other case when human remains are
discovered during construction, the Fresno County Coroner is to be notified to arrange their
proper treatment and disposition. If the remains are identified—on the basis of archaeological
context, age, cultural associations, or biological traits—-as those of a Native American, California
Health and Safety Code 7050.5 and Public Resource Code 5097.98 require that the coroner
notify the NAHC within 24 hours of discovery. The NAHC will then identify the Most Likely
Descendent who will determine the manner in which the remains are treated.

Conchision

The Director of the Development and Resource Management Department hereby finds that the
Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act and reflects his independent judgment.

The location and custodian of the documents and any other materials that constitute the record of
proceedings upon which the City of Fresno based its decision to adopt this Mitigated Negative
Declaration are as follows:

Custodian:

City of Fresno

Development and Resource Management Department
Development Services Division

2600 Fresno Street, Room 3076

Fresno, California 93721

Phone: (559) 621-8024
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Section 1
Project and Agency Information

1.1 PROJECT TITLE AND LEAD AGENCY

Dewatering Facility Upgrade, Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater

Project Title: Reclamation Facilities
Lead Agency Name: City of Fresno
5607 West Jensen Avenue
Lead Agency Address: Fresno, California 93706
Contact Person and Mr. Patrick Wiemiller, Public Utilities Director (559) 621-8650
Phone Number: Mr. Raul Gonzalez, Project Manager (559) 621-5290
Project Sponsor: Same as Lead Agency

1.2 PROJECT BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES

The proposed Project is the construction and operation of the biosclids (sludge) Dewatering
Facility Upgrade and associated yard piping at the Fresno-Clovis Regional Water Reclamation
Facility (RWRF) owned and operated by the City of Fresno, in Fresno County, California, The
facility has a combined service area population of approximately 580,000, of which 495,000 are
in Fresno and 90,000 in Clovis.

The City has prepared this environmental document to address the impacts of the construction
and operation of the proposed Project. This Initial Environmental Study (IES) serves to identify
the site-specific impacts, evaluate their potential significance, and determine the appropriate
document needed to comply with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines.

1.3 PROJECT LOCATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed Project facilities would be located at the RWREF, 5607 West Jensen Avenue, City
of Fresno, Fresno County, California 33706. The regional location of the Project is shown in
Figare 1-1 and the location of the proposed facilities on the RWRF site in

Figure 1-2. The approximate location is Section 22, Township 14 South, Range 19 East, Mount
Diablo Base and Meridian (MDBM), or 36.704 north latitude, -119.890 west longitude. The
facilities are located on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Kearney Park 7.5 minute
quadrangle. The proposed facilities’ sites are surrounded by wastewater treatment facilities and
percolation ponds, Land uses adjacent to the RWRF boundary are agricultural.

FCRWRF Dewatering Facility Upgrade Page 1-3
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Section 1 — Project and Agency Information

Figure 1-2
Existing Facilities
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Section 1 - Project and Agency Information

1.4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
1.4.1 Current Facilities

The RWRF has a rated annual average design capacity of 80 million gallons per day (mgd); the
RWREF provided treatment for an average flow of 68 mgd in 2008-2009. A portion of the RWRF
effluent is recycled; the balance is discharged to percolation ponds. The biosolids generated
from wastewater treatment are thickened, stabilized, and dewatered, and hauled to a facility for
further treatment before the solids are land applied. The dewatered biosolids are called “cakes.”

The sludge dewatering facility, housed within a Solids Dewatering Building, was constructed in
the mid-1990s and consists of seven belt filter presses (BFPs) that drop dewatered sludge onto a
belt conveyor. The belt conveyor conveys the sludge cake to an existing Serpentix conveyor that
transports the sludge to the existing 430 cubic yard (cu yd) silo on the south side of the Solids
Dewatering Building for truck loading. The current capacity of the existing facility is
approximately 425 gallons per minute (gpm) of digested sludge. Typically, the current practice
is to employ four of the seven BEPs.

1.4.2 Proposed Facilities

The Project will replace existing BFP dewatering equipment with centrifuge dewatering
equipment and will provide new centrifuge dewatering units sufficient to process 425 gpm, with
one of the centrifuges out of service. The Project will also provide the potential capability for
future modification to allow up to 850 gpm of digested sludge to be dewatered by centrifuge,
should that be called for in the future.

The objectives of the Project are to:
* increase the sludge dewatering facility reliability
» increase the sludge cake storage capacity by providing a new silo
* reduce hauling cost by the addition/use of centrifuges

reduce the negative impacts of struvite (precipitate) formation

Several centrifuge layout and sludge cake conveyance options (based on centrifuge dewatering)
were evaluated for the Schematic Design Report (MWH, 2010). The selected alternative
consists of the following facilities:

e Three, 300-gpm centrifuges will be installed now; two centrifuges will provide the
needed 425 gpm capacity needed at a moderate loading and the third centrifuge will serve
as standby. Space is provided for future fourth and fifth centrifuges. Ultimately, up to
850 gpm of sludge could be processed with three machines and up to two standby units,

» A classifying conveyor and cake pump are dedicated to each centrifuge. Each centrifuge
will drop sludge cake into a shaftless conveyor that will transfer the solids to the cake
pump via a hopper.

Page 1-6 FCRWRF Dewatering Facility Upgrade
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Section 1 — Project and Agency Information

The cake pumps will feed into a common header pipe that sends the cake to either the
existing silo on the south side of the building or the new silo to be constructed on the
north side. The new silo will be similar in construction to the current silo.

Trucks will load from the silos for offsite hauling to the present McCarthy Farms
location.

Initially, two of the existing BFPs will be removed to allow the instailation of three
centrifuges. The five remaining BFPs will continue to dewater sludge while the
centrifuge system is being constructed and commissioned. The BEPs can also serve as
auxiliary back-up after the centrifuges are placed on line. The BFPs would need to be
removed to accommodate the two future centrifuges.

The cake pumps will be installed in an annex to the northeast side of the existing Solids
Dewatering Building. The annex will be of similar construction to the existing building
with a roll-up door to allow vehicle access for maintenance.

A new silo sludge cake conveyance pipeline (buried) will connect to the north side of the
building annex.

When the annex is constructed, room will be provided for a fourth and fifth cake pump
and for an electrical room on the second floor.

The proposed Project consists of the construction and operation of the following facilities (Refer
to Figure 1-3 for the Project site plan):

1.4.2

A new sludge dewatering building annex, approximately 124 feet by 75 feet, with a
height of 36 feet; the walls of the structure would be approximately 10 inches thick, built
with reinforced concrete.

Approximately 100 feet of yard piping 12 inches in diameter would connect from the
dewatering building to the main plant drain.

A second dewatered cake silo with truck transfer, to be constructed on the north side of
the dewatering building. The silo would be 65 feet tall, including an approximately 4-
foot-high handrail at the top of the structure, and 40 feet in diameter. The walls of the
silo would be 27 inches thick (same dimensions as the existing silo on the other end of
the building).

A new buried pipeline, approximately 35 feet long, to connect the dewatering building to
the silo.

An existing sludge truck access road, now gravel, would be paved and widened in some
areas. The total length of the upgraded road would be 2,000 linear feet, of which
approximately one-fourth would be 36 feet wide and the balance 24 feet wide.

Construction Characteristics

Construction would involve site preparation, grading, and construction of the structures and yard
piping. It is assumed that the construction equipment would move onto the site when needed and
remain on site until that phase of the work was completed.

FCRWRF Dewatering Facilities Upgrade Page 1-7
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Section 1 — Project and Agency Information

An average of approximately 20 to 30 construction personnel are anticipated to be working on
the site at a time and workers would commute to the site daily.

Equipment and vehicles to be used during construction of the Project are estimated as follows:

Construction Equipment and Vehicles
Phase 1 - Site Preparation and Earthwork (2 Months Total Duration)
Backhoe
Blade/grader
Earthmover
Dump Truck
Frontend loader
Roller
Water truck
Pickup trucks
Workers’ commutes

Phase 2 - Building Construction (6 Months Total Duration)
Grade-all/forklift

Crane

Backhoe

Air compressors

Materials deliveries -- concrete

Materials deliveries - rebar

Materials deliveries — roofing decking

Pickup trucks

Workers’ commutes

Phase 3 - Construction Completion (10 Months Total Duration)
Grade-alls/forklifts
Air compressors
Water truck
Roller
Paver
Materials deliveries -- centrifuges, pumps
Materials deliveries — rock and asphalt
Workers’ commutes

Approximately 300 cu yd and 1,260 cu yd would be excavated during construction of the
dewatering building annex and silo, respectively, for a total of 1,560 cu yd. Approximately 185
cu yd of soil would be excavated during construction of the yard piping. All suitable soils would
be reused to backfill the trench once the pipes were installed. Remaining soils would be
stockpiled on site. Disposal of removed asphalt paving would require less than 5 haul trips to a
landfill.

FCRWRF Dewatering Facllity Upgrade Page 1-11
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Section 1 — Project and Agency Information

Construction of the yard piping would involve excavation of the trench, bedding placement, pipe
installation and backfill. The maximum trench depth would be 10 feet and the maximum width
of the trench would be 6 feet. The piping would be generally located east of the existing
dewatering facility, and immediately east of the new and existing silos.

Construction is anticipated to occur over an 18-month period beginning in spring 2011.
Construction phasing would proceed as follows:
e Site preparation would require approximately 2 months
» During the next 6 months the silo, building annex and yard piping would be constructed.
e During the following 10 months, the equipment would be delivered and installed and
tested; final paving and finishing would occur within the last month.

No landscape vegetation would be affected by Project construction or operation and none is
proposed.

A temporary construction NPDES permit is required for all construction projects that disturb one
acre or more, Construction of the proposed Project facilities is expected to disturb
approximately 3.2 acres; therefore, a construction SWPPP would be required to comply with the
State Water Resources Control Board General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated
with Construction Activity (Water Quality Order 99-08-DWQ). It is anticipated that the
construction contractor would process the SWPPP.

1.4.3 Operational Characteristics

The proposed facilities would be owned and operated by the City. No new employees would be
hired to operate the facilities.

Sludge processing would occur year-round, 24 hours per day, 7 days per week. The facility
current averages 289 wet tons per day of cake production and transport. Each haul truck has a
capacity of 20 tons per load, and the facility currently hauls approximately 14 to 15 loads per day
to an off-site location (McCarthy Farms). The Project would reduce cake transport by
approximately 77 wet tons per day, to 212 wet tons per day, which in turn would reduce cake off
site transport to approximately 10 to 11 truckloads per day on average.

Polymer and ferric chloride are currently used at the RWRF. Proposed facilities include new
chemical storage and handling for polymer; no new ferric chloride facilities are required.
Polymer is mixed with treated biosolids to enhance the dewatering process and ferric chloride is
added to the digesters to prevent struvite formation in piping and equipment. Under existing
conditions, polymer used with belt presses totals approximately 204 gallons per day (gpd) (neat
emulsion polymer). Approximately 313 gpd of neat emulsion polymer would be used in the
centrifuge during Project operation. Currently, approximately 1,200 gpd of ferric chloride is
used; approximately 1,824 gpd is proposed to be used during Project operation.

The exterior of the new dewatering building annex would be lit from approximately 4 new poles.
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Section 1 — Project and Agency Information

In 2009, the existing dewatering facility used 3.96 million kilowatt hours per year (kWh/yr). The
proposed facility would use an estimated 4.89 million kWh/yr, for an additional 930,000 kWh/yr
over 2009 conditions, a 23 percent increase. Electricity would be supplied by Pacific Gas &
Electric Company (PG&FE). The RWRF would continue to meet a portion of its existing power
demand from onsite energy, burning methane and natural gas generated by sludge digestion.

1.5 RELATIONSHIP OF PROJECT TO OTHER PLANNING
1.5.1 Water Quality Control Plan

The Project area is located within the Tulare Lake Basin region of the California Regional Water
Quality Control Board, Central Valley Basin Region (5F). The Water Quality Control Plan
(Basin Plan) for the region presents designated beneficial uses and water quality objectives for
local surface waters and groundwaters. The relationship of the project to the Basin Plan is
discussed in Section 2.3.9 of this IES.

1.5.2 General Plans

The Project would be constructed in the City of Fresno, which has an adopted General Plan (City
of Fresno, 2002). The proposed facilities would be constructed on paved areas or graded open
land adjacent to the existing dewatering facilities within the existing RWRF. Therefore, there
would be no effects on zoning or general plan land use of the dewatering facility upgrades and
related piping. No change in zoning or land use on the site would be created by the Project.
Therefore, the Project would be in compliance with the City of Fresno General Plan.

1.5.3 Regional Transportation Plan

The 2007 Fresno County Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for the area includes the Project
area (Fresno COG). No changes in offsite roadway use would result from the proposed Project
and no new roadways or other transportation methods would be required. Therefore, the Project
would be in compliance with the RTP,

1.5.4 Regional Housing Allocation Plans

The proposed Project includes no housing. Therefore, demonstrating consistency with Regional
Housing Allocation Plans is not applicable to the proposed Project.

1.5.5 Air Quality Plan

The proposed Project is located in the Central Valley San Joaquin Basin, under the jurisdiction of
the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Quality Management District (SJVUAQMD). Consistency
of the proposed Project with applicable air quality plans is analyzed in Section 2.3.3 of this IES.

1.5.6 Habitat Conservation Plans

There is no adopted state Natural Communities Conservation Plan (NCCP) and no adopted
federal habitat conservation plan (HCP) that cover the proposed Project site. The U.S. Fish and
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Section 1 — Project and Agency Information

Wildlife Service reported (USFWS, 2008) that Fresno County received a grant to develop a
multi-species HCP-NCCP to conserve agricultural lands and natural habitats at risk from urban
development. The Plan is in development.

PG&E developed an HCP for the operation and maintenance of its facilities in the San Joaquin
Valley. The Final EIR/EIS was published in 2007 (PG&E, 2007). The PG&E HCP-NCCP
would not apply to the proposed Project site.

1.5.7 Regional Land Use Plans

The proposed Project is not within the coastal zone, the Lake Tahoe Basin, the San Francisco
Bay area or Santa Monica Mountains. Therefore, a consistency determination with these
regional land use plans is not applicable to the proposed Project.

1.6 PROJECT APPROVALS

Planning and regulatory agencies that have potential permit or approval authority over the
proposed Project are the following:

Agency Permit or Approval Authority
California Department of Transportation, Permit for transport of heavy construction
Transportation Permits Branch equipment on State Highways
State Water Resources Control Board Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
Regional Water Quality Control Board Review of revised unit process descriptions
City of Fresno City haul permit
Conditional Use Permit amendment
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Section 2
Environmental Analysis

21 ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

[[] Aesthetics [[] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [] Population and Housing

1l Qgg%?g:‘ and Forestty [ \azards and Hazardous Materials || Public Services

|:| Air Quality D Hydrology and Water Quality D Recreation

|:| Biological Resources [] Land Use and Planning D Transportation and Traffic

[] cultural Resources [C] Mineral Resources [] utilities and Service Systems

[T] Geology and Soils [] Noise [C] Mandatory Findings of Significance

2.2 AGENCY DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

|:] | find that the project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

E | find that although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the
applicant. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

|:] | find that the project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required.

[] 1 find that the project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless mitigated”
impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but
it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

D | find that although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the project,
nothing further is required.

Determination

Approved by:

Date: ? i 5,? (/,/ 0

Assistant Director, Wastewater Management Division, City of Fresno

W
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2.3 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
2.3.1 Aesthetics
Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
fmpact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ] [ B4 ]
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, inctuding, but ] ] O X
net limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buifdings within a state scenic highway?
¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or ] (] X ]
quality of the site and its surroundings?
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which M ] £ ]
would adversely affect day or nighitime views in the
area?
Discussion:

a) and ¢) Less than Significant Impact. Scenic vistas are those that offer high-quality views of

b)

the natural environment. Existing views at the Project site consist of an existing RWRF with
percolation ponds to the west and south. As such, current views into the construction site
would consist of earth moving activities and construction equipment and vehicles.

The RWRF is surrounded by agriculture; the proposed facilities sites by an existing
dewatering building and paved and open land within the RWRF. During construction, minor
temporary effects on visual quality may occur from earth moving activities and the presence
of construction equipment and vehicles, similar to current conditions. Once construction is
complete, the proposed dewatering facility would be a roofed concrete building with
architectural features match the existing building, approximately 36 feet in height and about
6,350 square feet in area; a concrete silo, approximately 65 feet tall, 41 feet in diameter near
one end; and connecting structures. The facility would look substantially similar to the
existing dewatering building and silo; the yard piping would be buried. Therefore, the
impact on visual characteristics of the site would be less than significant.

No Impact. The Project site is not located in the vicinity of any officially designated State or
County scenic highways or highways that are eligible for designation (Caltrans, 2007; Fresno
County, 2005). Furthermore, the new dewatering facility upgrades would not be visible from
any highway and the yard piping would be buried. Therefore, the proposed Project would
have no impact on scenic resources within a state scenic highway. Similarly, the Project
would have no damage to rock outcroppings or historic buildings, since these features are not
present on or directly adjacent to the proposed site.

d) Less Than Significant Impact. Project-related construction activities would not require

lighting because activities would be scheduled to take place during daylight hours. Exterior
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lighting would consist of up to 4 new poles installed adjacent to the new dewatering facility
annex. Lighting would be shielded and directed onto the site and away from adjacent
properties. It is anticipated that the metal doors would be painted with matte-finish paint, so
there would be no glare from this surface. The exterior walls would be concrete. Therefore,
the Project would not create a substantial new source of light or glare from the booster station
and impacts would be less than significant.

2.3.2 Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than
ssues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

No
Impact

Would the project:

a)

c)

e}

Gonvert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland ] ! ] ¢
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the

maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and

Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency,

to non-agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agriculfural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?

L]
O
O
X

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)) or timberland (as defined in Public Resources
Gode section 4526}, or timberiand zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(q)?

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
tand to non-forest use?

L]
O
[
X

]
]
O
Y

involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion
of Farmland, to non-agricuitural use or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

]
[
Y

Discussion:

a} through e), except b) No Impact. The proposed Project site is not located on state-designated

Farmlands or Unique Farmland on the maps prepared by the Department of Conservation as
part of the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (California Department of
Conservation, 2008). The RWRF is incorporated City land surrounded by unincorporated
Fresno County land, much of which is in Williamson Act contracts, There is no forest land
in the vicinity. As such, the Project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use, as the site is used, and will continue to be used, for
wastewater treatment. Therefore, the proposed Project would have no impact on state-
designated Farmland or forest lands.

No Impact. The proposed Project site is not designated as an agricultural preserve under the
provisions of a Williamson Act contract (California Department of Conservation, 2008). In
addition, the dewatering facilities would not result in the conversion of farmland to non-
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agricultural use. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract. No impacts would occur.

2.3.3 Air Quality

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant | -
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct impiementation of the applicable M ] [ >4
air quality plan?
b} Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially ] ] X Il
to an existing or projected air quality violation?
¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any L] 1 X ]
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient
air quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 7 ] ] >
concentrations?
e) Greate objectionable odors affecting a substantial ] ] <] ]

number of people?

Discussion:

The climate of the Project area is Mediterranean, with wet winters and hot, dry summers.
Annual precipitation averages 11 inches and falls primarily between November and March.
Average high temperature in July is 97 degrees F; December average low temperature is 37
degrees F (rssweather.com, 2010).

The Project area is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJIVAB), which includes
Fresno County., The Fresno County portion of the SIVAB is regulated by the San Joaquin
Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (SJVUAPCD). The San Joaquin Valley is
designated by the State as a non-attainment area for ozone (8-hour), particulate matter 10
microns or less in diameter (PM10), and particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter
(PM2.5). The Valley is designated in attainment/unciassified for carbon monoxide (CO)
(SIVUAPCD, 2007).

SIVUAPCD is guided by adopted plans for PM10, PM2.5, and ozone (8-hour) to reduce air
emissions in the San Joaquin Valley. On October 25, 2007, the California Air Resources Board
(ARB) approved the SIVUAPCD 2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan and Request for Redesignation,
which outlines SIVUAPCD’s strategy for attaining the National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) for PM10. On September 25, 2008, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) redesignated the San Joaquin Valley to attainment for the PM10 NAAQS and
approved the PM10 Maintenance Plan. The 2008 PM2.5 Plan was adopted April 30, 2008 and
presents the SIVUAPCD’s strategy for reducing PM2.5 emissions.
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In addition, the SIVUAPCD adopted the 2007 Ozone Plan on April 30, 2007. Through this plan,
the SIVUAPCD is pursuing a so-called “Fast Track” strategy to meet years in advance the
federal 8-hour ozone attainment deadline of 2024. The strategy includes expediting regulations
by ARB and USEPA; substantial increases in incentive funding to be used in the Valley; and the
implementation of emission-reduction measures (SJVUAPCD).

a)

b)

No Impact. A project is deemed inconsistent with applicable air quality plans if it would
result in population and/or employment growth that exceeds growth estimated in the
applicable air quality plans. The Project does not include development of housing or
employment centers, and would not induce population or employment growth (see also
Section 2.3.13(a)). Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct the
implementation of SIVUAPCD air quality plans. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

and ¢) Less than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed Project involves
grading, excavation, and use of construction equipment and vehicles for the sludge
dewatering facilities and construction of yard piping. Project construction would result in
short-term air pollutant emissions from use of construction equipment, earth-moving
activities (grading), construction workers’ commutes, materials deliveries and short-distance
earth and debris hauling (to elsewhere on the RWREF site).

To aid in evaluating potentially significant construction and/or operational impacts of a
project, SJVUAPCD has prepared an advisory document, the Guide for Assessing and
Mitigating Air Quality Impacts (GAMAQI), which contains standard procedures for
addressing air quality in CEQA documents (SJVUAPCD, 2002). The guide was adopted in
1998 and revised in 2002,

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

The screening criteria for SPAL are as follows:

» Verify project size or trip volume is less than pre-calculated amounts in GAMAQI Table
5-20r5-3
s Verify that project is not a source or near a source of hazardous air pollutants or odors

» If demolition or renovation of existing buildings, contact the SIVUAPCD for asbestos
requirements

« Mitigate cumulative impacts with measures appropriate for the site

The following text responds to these criteria.
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Project size or trip _volume. Table 2-1 below (from GAMAQI Table 5-2), which
SIVUAPCD recommends using as part of the initial screening process, shows the volume of
trips per day by land use. During construction, the proposed Project would produce up to 50
vehicle trips daily, which would include workers’ commutes, materials delivery, debris
hauling, and cake hauling off site. Truck trips associated with Project operation would total
approximately 11 per day. There are no criteria specifically for wastewater or sludge
management facilities; therefore, the Project trips are compared to industrial and institutional
criteria. The criterion number for Institutional land uses is 1,707 trips per day and for
Industrial land vses is 1,506 trips per day. Therefore, the Project meets the SPAL criterion
for vehicle trips.

Table 2-1
Small Project Analysis Level (SPAL) Criteria in Vehicle Trips
Land Use Category Project Size
Residential Housing 1,453 trips/day
Commercial 1,673 trips/day
Office 1,628 trips/day
ingtitutional 1,707 trips/day
Industrial 1,506 trips/day

Source: SIVUAPCD, 2002,

Hazardous pollutants or odors. The proposed Project would be located on the site of an
existing facility that does not currently emit hazardous air pollutants. Existing treatment
chemicals are handled in accordance with legal requirements; proposed chemicals would also
be handled in compliance with legal requirements.

Odors are addressed by a stack, a facility that would not change. The installation of the
enclosed centrifuges would reduce odor generation by the sludge dewatering facility.

Asbestos requirements. No demolition is proposed under the Project, nor would existing
structures be renovated. Windows would be cut through the east wall of the existing
dewatering building into the proposed annex; the material is cast concrete from the 1990s and
contains no asbestos. Therefore, there would be no asbestos release potential and no
necessity to contact SYIVUAPCD regarding asbestos requirements,

Mitigation for cumulative impacts. The Project would mitigate for fugitive dust by
implementing Best Management Practices (BMPs), such as watering down disturbed areas
regularly. However, no cumulative impacts are anticipated—no other simultancous
construction is proposed on the site or in the vicinity.

Given the above analysis, the proposed Project meets the criteria for “Small Project” under
the GAMAQI and, as such, no additional analysis is necessary. Impacts on air quality would
therefore be less than significant.
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d)

e)

Note that SIVUAPCD Regulation VIII Control Measures for Construction Emissions of
PM10 applies by law to all construction sites, and is therefore not considered to be
mitigation. These required controls are listed below:

All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for
construction purposes, shall be effectively stabilized or dust emissions using water, chemical
stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp or other suitable cover or vegetative ground cover
All on-site unpaved road and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized of
dust emissions using water of chemical stabilizer/suppressant

All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut & fill, and
demolition activities shall be effectively controlled of fugitive dust emissions utilizing
application of water or by presoaking

With the demolition so buildings up to six stories in height, all exterior surfaces of the
building shall be wetted during demolition

When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, or effectively wetted to
limited visible dust emissions, and least six inches of freeboard space from the top of the
container shall be maintained

All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of mud or dirt from
adjacent public streets at the end of each workday. (The use of dry rotary brushes is
expressly prohibited except where preceded or accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit the
visible dust emissions.) (Use of blower devices is expressly forbidden.)

Foltowing the addition of material to, or the removal of material from, the surface of outdoor
storage piles, said piles shall be effective stabilized of fugitive dust emissions utilizing
sufficient water of chemical stabilizer/suppressant

Within urban areas, trackout shall be immediately removed when it extends 50 or more feet
from the site and at the end of each workday

Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per day shall prevent carryout and trackout

No Impact. The proposed Project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations since the proposed Project meets the criteria of the SIVUAPCD
Small Project Analysis Level and because there are no sensitive receptors (residences,
schools, etc.) in the immediate area. The surrounding land use is agricultural and farm
residences are sparse. The closest farm/residence is more than 2,000 feet from the proposed
facilities, which would be enclosed. Moreover, the constroction emissions would be
temporary. Therefore, impacts on sensitive receptors would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact, Construction of the proposed Project facilities would require
the use of heavy equipment that would generate exhaust pollutants and may create nuisance
odors. However, these temporary, construction-refated odor impacts would be confined to
the immediate vicinity of the equipment.

During operation, the centrifuge centrate and centrifuge cake will discharge emitted gases
into the ventilation system leading to the existing vent stack. In addition, since the new
centrifuges would be totally enclosed, the amount of odor that could escape would be
substantially less than that of the existing belt filter presses, which are not enclosed. The
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proposed cake pumping would have no exposed sludge surface and consequently little
fugitive odor emission. The less frequent use of the existing open-belt conveyors would also
reduce odor emissions. The addition of the second silo may be a source of additional odor;
however, it is anticipated that the increase would be minor and limited to the immediate
vicinity of the silo, as with the present silo.

Overall, the Project would result in a decrease in foul air fugitive emissions due to the
centrifuge dewatering, plus cake pumping. Using the free surface of sludge exposed as an
estimate, the new dewatering system would have approximately 90 percent less odor-
emitting surface than the existing dewatering system. Given the above, impacts from the
creation of objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people would be less than
significant.

2.34 Biological Resources

Less Than
Potentially ~ Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
incorporated
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or ] | (] ]

through habitat modifications, on any species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?

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

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected D D j:| ]
wettands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native ] [ ] X
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of wildiife nursery sites?

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

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat ] ] ] B
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?
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Discussion:

Results of a CDFG Natural Diversity Data Base (NDDB) search for the Kearney Park USGS
quadrangle indicated two sensitive species: burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) (California
species of special concern) and Fresno kangaroo rat (Dipodomys nitratoides exilis) (federal and
state Endangered species). Current distribution studies indicate the Fresno kangaroo rat is no
longer present in Fresno County {California State University, Stanislaus, 2008). The burrowing
owl is known from the RWREF in and on the percolation pond berms (Fresno Audubon Society,
2009).

The RWREF site is comprised of treatment facilities on land that is paved or graded in the
northeast corner of an approximately 2,400-acre site. The great majority of the site is comprised
of 101 open percolation basins included in the National Wetland Inventory (EDR, 2010). The
proposed sludge dewatering facilities would be located less than one acre immediately adjacent
to existing treatment facilities on land that is currently paved or bare earth currently being used
as a construction staging area for a separate project at the RWRE,

A field survey of the proposed facilities sites for the presence of burrowing owls and active
burrowing owl burrows was performed on March 17, 2010 at approximately noon. No
burrowing owls were observed. A road east of the existing dewatering building and east of the
road proposed for repaving to handle sludge trucks is currently gravel paved or graded earth.
The mouths of approximately 8 animal burrows were identified adjacent to the road, typically
near existing fight poles. Potential burrow occupants are gophers, ground squirrels and
burrowing owls (RWRF operations staff, pers. comm. to Janet Fahey, MWH, 2010). Because of
recent rain, materials such as feathers that would have accumulated at the mouths of the burrows
and help identify the occupants, had been washed back inside and were no longer visible.

No biological habitat is present on the paved facilities’ sites. The percolation ponds are heavily
used by migratory birds and waterfowl, but the construction would be a least a quarter mile from
the nearest pond.

a) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The dewatering facilities
would be constructed on a previously disturbed site characterized by blacktop-paved ground
or cleared ground within an existing RWRF. As such, no vegetation clearing would be
required to construct the facilities. The closest pond is approximately a quarter mile to the
southwest on the other side of existing treatment facilities. Therefore, impacts on nesting
birds from construction noise would be less than significant. No impact on Fresno kangarco
rat would occur, since the species is no longer present in Fresno County. However, animal
burrows were found in the proposed roadway repaving and widening area, and it is possible
that burrowing owls and active burrows may occur here. Therefore, the impact on sensitive
species is potentially significant unless mitigated. Mitigation that will reduce impacts to a
level of less than significant is described in mitigation measure BI-1 below.

b) No Impact. The proposed dewatering facilities would be located on a paved area or graded
area adjacent to the existing dewatering building. The yard piping would be buried. The
proposed Project site contains no riparian formations or any other sensitive habitats.
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c)

d)

e)

Therefore, there would be no impact on any riparian habitat or any other sensitive natural
community.

No Impact. There are no wetlands on the Dewatering Facilities Upgrade sites (MWH site
visit March 17, 2010). The facilities sites are paved or cleared earth. Therefore, there would
be no impact on wetlands.

No Impact. The proposed Project would not affect the movement of wildlife, since the yard
piping would be buried and the dewatering facilities would be constructed on a paved or
graded site. There are no wildlife nursery sites within the proposed Project site. Therefore,
there would be no impacts on wildlife movement.

No Impact. The proposed site is paved or graded and adjacent to the existing facilities
within the treatment plant boundary. Therefore, no impact would occur relative to local
policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance.

Neo Impact. The proposed Project facilities site is not currently located within the
boundaries of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Communities Conservation
Plan, or a designated Significant Ecological Area, Therefore, the proposed Project actions
would not conflict with an adopted habitat plan.

Mitigation Measure
Bi-1 To mitigate for potential impacts on burrowing owls along the roadway to be widened
and paved, the following actions shall be incorporated into the project specifications:

1. A preconstruction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to examine potential
burrows on the project site for the existence of burrowing owl. The survey shall be
conducted within 30 days prior to any construction activities within 50 feet of the
roadway to be repaved. Results of the preconstruction survey shall be prepared in a letter
and given to the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) for their review and
approval prior to any construction activities at the roadway.

2. If burrowing owl or active burrow is found, the CDFG 1995 guidelines, “Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation,” shall be consulted and the City shall select one of the
following measures for implementation by a qualified biologist:

a. Destroy vacant burrows prior to March 1 and/or after August 31

b. Redesign (reschedule) the roadway repaving project element temporarily or
permanently to avoid occupied burrows or nest sites until after the
nesting/fledging season (March 1 through August 31}

¢. Delay the roadway repaving project until after the nesting/fledging season

d. Install artificial burrows in open space areas of the project site and wait for
passive relocation of the burrowing owl

e. Active relocation of the burrowing ow!l with conditions. The City shall fund
refocation of burrowing owl to unoccupied, suitable habitat that is permanently
preserved (up to 6.5 acres per nesting pair) at a recognized burrowing owl
mitigation bank.
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2.3.5 Cultural Resources

Less Than
Potentially ~ Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

Wouid the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance ] 8 H ™
of a historical resource as defined in §15064.57

b} Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance M ] H
of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57

c) Directly orindirectly destroy a unique paleontological ] 4 B ]
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remaing, including those interred (] ] ] >3

outside of formal cemeteries?

Discussion:

The proposed dewatering facility and yard piping would be sited in paved or other previously
disturbed areas. However, the footing for the silo would require excavation approximately 10 .
feet below ground surface.

A cultural resources inventory has been prepared to support the Project. The investigation
involved a records search and background review, Native American consultation, and a
pedestrian survey of Project construction areas. A records search compiled by the Southern San
Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJIVIC) at California State University, Bakersfield
indicated no sites within a one-mile radius of the Project area. None of these studies included
any portion of the Project site. SSJVIC records search data indicate no resources within one mile
of the Project site; however, the archaeological site is not located within the Project area. One
additional historic resource was recorded within one mile of the Project site, but the resource is
not located within the Project area. The SJVIC further reports that review of files at the National
Register of Historic Places, California Historical Landmarks, and California Register of Historic
Resources reveals no cultural resources within one mile of the Project site.

A review by the Native American Heritage Comiission (NAHC) of the Sacred Lands File
database failed to reveal any cultural resources within or directly adjacent 1o the Project area.
Direct contacts and consultation with Native American representatives recommended by the
NAHC were made. Letters informing NAHC-listed contacts about the proposed Project were
sent. Comments about the project were solicited. To date, the tribes either have not responded
or indicated that they had no interest in the site.

Based on a Paleontological Information Report (PIR) prepared for the project, which also
involved literature review, a record search and on-foot survey, there is a “moderate” possibility
that paleontological resources may be present in sediment beginning 2 feet below ground
surface. The conditions would apply to the foundation for the new silo, which would be
excavated to approximately 10 feet below ground surface. The balance of the site disturbance
has a “low” probability of encountering fossils.
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a) No Impact. The Cultural Resources Inventory for the Project identified no structures of
histeric age within one mile of the Project site. Since there are no historic resources on the
proposed site, Project construction would not cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource. Accordingly, no impact to historical resources would
OCCur.

b) Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed above, no archaeological sites are located
within the Project site. Based on a review of existing records and the disturbed nature of the
Project site, no significant archaeological resources are expected to be encountered at the
proposed site; therefore, archaeological monitoring is not warranted. The study found no
cultural resources or any definitive evidence that such resources would be exposed during
construction.  Based on the findings and assessment, no further investigation is
recommended. Impacts would therefore be less than significant. Nonetheless, mitigation
measure CUL-1 would be incorporated into Project plans and specifications to address the
presence of unknown subsurface resources encountered during site grading.

c) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The Project site is a
previously disturbed area in a within the RWRF boundary. There are no unique geologic
features in the Project area, which is underlain by flat alluvial deposits characteristic of the
San Joaquin Valley floor. Therefore, there would be no impact on unique geologic features.

A PIR was prepared for the Project and comprised geologic, paleontologic, and legal literature
from: 1) California State University-Fresno, 2) City and County of Fresno, and 3} California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 11 office. A paleontological records search
was also requested from the Los Angeles County Museumn of Natural History. From the site
visit, literature review and record search results, it was concluded that the site‘s uppermost 3-4
ft consists of fill and highly disturbed Holocene alluvial soil that is considered to have “Low
Sensitivity” for fossils, However, the deeper excavation for the new silo to 10 feet bgs could
potentially uncover significant fossil vertebrates of the Modesto Formation; it is considered to
have “Moderate Sensitivity.” Therefore, site excavation for the silo will be monitored by a
qualified professional having the authority to halt further work until assessment and/or
appropriate salvage of any fossils is undertaken. Preparation of a paleontological monitoring
plan was found not to be necessary. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant with
mitigation. See Mitigation Measures CUL-2 and CUL-3 below.

d) Ne Impact. Human remains are not known or expected at the Project site based on past site
development; as such, no impact is anticipated. Mitigation Measure CUL-4 will be included
in project specifications to address unforeseen impacts.

Mitigation Measures:
CUL-1: The Project specifications shall state that if previously unidentified and potentially

significant archaeological resources (e.g., stone artifacts, dark ashy soils or burned rocks, or old
glass, metal, or ceramic artifacts) become apparent during ground disturbances, work in that
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location shall be diverted and a qualified archaeologist shall be contacted immediately to
evaluate the nature and significance of the find.

CUL-2: Before construction-related earthmoving activities and excavation at depths of 2 feet
below the surface (into the Modesto Formation), the services of a qualified Principal
Paleontologist shall be retained and consulted.

CUL-3: Consistent with Federal and State law, if fossils are discovered during excavation of the
silo site, an approved Principal Paleontologist must be called to the site to develop mitigation
measures to protect those resources. Based on the information in the PIR prepared for the
Project, the Paleontologist shall determine when and where monitoring will be required, and who
will conduct it.

The Paleontologist shall coordinate with appropriate construction contractor personnel to provide
information regarding applicable requirements concerning protecting paleontological resources.
Contractor personnel, particularly heavy-equipment operators, shall also be briefed on
procedures to be followed in the event that fossil remains and a currently unrecorded fossil site
are encountered by earthmoving activities if a paleontological construction monitor is not on the
site. Additional briefing shall be presented to new contractor personnel as necessary. Names
and telephone numbers of the monitor and other appropriate mitigation program personnel shall
be provided to appropriate contractor personnel.

When required, monitoring shall consist of visually inspecting freshly exposed cuts into the
Modesto Formation, and spoil piles for the discovery and recovery of larger fossil remains, and
periodically dry test screening to allow for the discovery and recovery of smaller fossil remains.
If larger vertebrate fossils are noted by construction workers or monitors, excavation there will
cease, and the monitor will be notified. The monitors will then notify the Principal
Paleontologist.

The monitor and recovery staff will salvage all larger vertebrate fossil remains, as soon as
practicable and as quickly as possible, under the supervision of the Principal Paleontologist
following Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (1995) and State (Caltrans, 2007) guidelines. The
monitor shall document the location and proper geologic context of any recovered fossil
occurrence or rock or sediment samples. Any recovered rock or sediment sample from the
Modesto Formation shall be processed to allow for the recovery of smaller fossil remains that
normally are too small to be observed by the monitor. Pursuant to Society of Vertebrate
Paleontology (1995) standard measures, no more than 6,000 pounds (12,000 pounds total) of
sediment need be processed from the Modesto Formation.

If the Paleontologist or monitor determines that the fossil site is too unproductive or the fossil
remains not worthy of recovery by the monitor, no further action will be taken to preserve the
fossil site or remains, and earthmoving activities shall be allowed to proceed through the site
immediately.

All fossil specimens recovered from the Project site as a result of mitigation, including those
recovered as the result of processing rock or sediment samples, will be treated (i.e., prepared,
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identified, curated, catalogued) in accordance with designated musenm repository requirements.
Rock or sediment samples will be submitted to commercial laboratories for microfossil, pollen,
radiometric dating, or other analysis, as appropriate.

The monitor shall maintain daily monitoring logs that include the particular tasks accomplished,
the earthmoving activity monitored, the location where monitoring was conducted, the rock
unit(s) encountered, the fossil specimens recovered, and associated specimen data and
corresponding geologic and geographic site data. A final technical report of results and findings
shall be prepared by the Paleontologist in accordance with any City requirement and archived at
a repository mutually approved by the City and Paleontologist.

CUL-4: If human remains are uncovered, or in any other case when human remains are
discovered during construction, the Fresno County Coroner is to be notified to arrange their
proper treatment and disposition. If the remains are identified—on the basis of archaeological
context, age, cultural associations, or biological traits—as those of a Native American, California
Health and Safety Code 7050.5 and Public Resource Code 5097.98 require that the coroner
notify the NAHC within 24 hours of discovery. The NAHC will then identify the Most Likely
Descendent who will determine the manner in which the remains are treated.

2.3.6 Geology and Soils

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
mpact Mitigation Impact p
Incorporated

Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:

iy Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as detineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.

[
[
X
[

i) Strong seismic ground shaking? ] ] X ]

iy Seismic-related ground failure, including (7] ] ]
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides? ] ] 4 ]

b) Resultin substantial soit erosion or the loss of topsoil? ] ] ]

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soit that is unstable, or ] ] [ ]

that would become unstable as a result of the project,
and potentiaily resuit in on- or off-gite landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

d} Be located on expansive soll, as defined in Table 18-1-B
of the Uniform Building Code (1994) creating substantial
risks to life or property?

[
L]
X
L]
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Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than
issues and Supporiing Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
@) Have solls incapable of adequately supporting the use of ] 1 ] =

septic tanks or afternative wastewater disposal systems,
where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

PDiscussion:

a)-1) Less Than Significant Impact. There are no defined Alquist-Priolo Special Fault Study
zones in the Fresno County Metropolitan Area (FCMA) (Fresno General Plan Draft
MEIR, 2002); as such, the proposed Project site is not located within an area identified as
an Alguist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. In addition, no active faults have been identified
in the FCMA. Nonetheless, the proposed facilities could be affected by seismic events
produced by active fault systems in other regions of California and are therefore subject to
ground shaking and potential damage during a seismic event. The dewatering facilities
and yard piping would be designed to meet current California building standards to
withstand seismic ground shaking. Therefore, a less than significant impact relative to
fault rupture would occur.

a)-ii) Less than Significant Impact. As with most of California, the proposed facilities would
be subject to ground shaking and potential damage during a seismic event. However, the
proposed Project does not involve construction of habitable structures and the facilities
would be designed to meet current California building standards to withstand seismic
ground shaking. Therefore, Project impacts related to seismic ground shaking would be
less than significant.

a)-iii) Less than Significant Impact. Liquefaction is a process by which sediments below the
water table temporarily lose strength and behave as a liquid rather than a solid. In the
liquefied condition, soil may deform enough to cause damage to buildings and other
structures. Seismic shaking is the most common cause of liquefaction. Liquefaction
occurs in loose sands and silts in areas with high groundwater levels, Liquefaction has
been most abundant in areas where groundwater occurs within 30 feet of the ground
surface (EERI, 1994), Where groundwater levels are greater than 50 feet deep, surface
damage from deeper liquefaction generally will not occur.

The risk of liquefaction in the Project area is considered low due to Fresno’s well-drained
alluvial soil (City of Fresno, 2002). Therefore, impacts relative to liquefaction would be
less than significant.

a)-iv) Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is located in an area of flat terrain and
there are no hills or mountainous areas located in the Project vicinity, precluding the risk
of landslide. In addition, the Fresno General Plan Draft Master EIR (2002) considers
landslide occurrence in Fresno “unlikely” due to its flat topography. Therefore, the
proposed Project would have less than significant impacts related to landslides.

FCRWRF Dewatering Facility Upgrade Page 2-15
Initial Environmenial Study October 2010



Section 2 - Environmental Analysis

b)

C)

d)

e)

Less than Significant Impact. During Project construction, onsite soils would be
temporarily prone to erosion, especially during winds and rains. Therefore, effects on soil
erosion would be limited to temporary construction impacts, and would be less than
significant with implementation of BMPs in the plant’s SWPPP.

Less Than Significant Impact. As described above in a)-iii) and a)-iv), liguefaction and
landslide are not considered to be a significant potential hazard for the Project site. The
Project plans and specifications will comply with the Uniform Building Code (UBC) and
recommendations of the Project’s geotechnical report (to be prepared during detailed
design), as applicable. Therefore, impacts relative to unstable soils conditions would be
less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. Expansive soils expand and contract due to changes in
moisture content and are generally high in clay content. The expansion and contraction of
soils can result in differential movement beneath building foundations and can cause
structural damage, including cracking in walls or foundations, uneven floors, and
destabilization.

The U.S. Soil Conservation Service’s map of Soils of Eastern Fresno County indicates that
expansive soils are present in much of the Fresno Sphere of Influence (SOI) (Fresno,
2002). In some of these areas, there are highly erodible soils present. Project plans and
specifications will comply with the UBC and recommendations of the Project’s
geotechnical report, as applicable. Furthermore, the proposed Project does not involve
construction of habitable structures. Therefore, impacts related to expansive soils would
be less than significant.

No Impact. No septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems would be required
for the proposed Project. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

2.3.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  L.ess Than No
tssues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Imoact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or ] ] ¢ [
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

b) Confiict with an applicable plan, policy or reguiation ] ] 4 [}
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?
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Discussion:

Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California Global Warming Act of 2006, requires California to
reduce its greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) to 1990 levels by 2020, which is nearly a 30 percent
cut from "business-as-usual" emission levels projected for 2020, or about a 15 percent cut from
today's emission levels. A central element of AB32 is preparation of a Scoping Plan to achieve
these goals. Emissions from operations of various economic and public sectors are discussed in

the Act. GHG emission reductions from the water sector are not currently counted toward the
2020 goal,

On September 30, 2008, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Senate Bill (SB) 375, which
seeks to reduce GHG emissions by discouraging sprawl development and dependence on car
travel. SB 375 helps implement the AB 32 GHG reduction goals by integrating land use,
regional transportation and housing planning. SB 375 does not apply directly to water supply or
wastewater facilities planning. In addition, SB 375 Implementation Schedule, which anticipates
final GHG targets from the State Air Resources Board in September 2010, targets reducing
vehicles miles traveled (VMT) to reduce GHG.

AB32 GHG Reduction Goals. The AB 32 2020 GHG reduction goals do not at present include
the water sector (which includes the proposed Project), but the water sector is included in the
Scoping Plan. The CARB adopted its Climate Change Scoping Plan pursuant to AB 32 on
December 12, 2008. The Scoping Plan contains six GHG reduction measures proposed for the
water sector summarized as “continue efficiency programs and use cleaner energy sources to
move and treat water.”

W-1 Water Use Efficiency

W-2 Water Recyeling

W-3 Water System Energy Efficiency

W-4 Reuse Urban Runoff

W-3 Increase Renewable Energy Production
W-6 Public Goods Charge

Three of these measures target reducing energy requirements and two measures aim at reducing
the amount of non-renewable electricity associated with conveying and treating water. The sixth
measure focuses on sustainable funding for implementing these actions. The public goods
charge is proposed to be collected on water bills and used to fund water efficiency
improvements, water recycling, and the like. The GHG emission reductions from these measures
are realized indirectly through reduced energy requirements and are accounted for in the
Electricity and Natural Gas sector.

The checklist questions above reflect the contents of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.4.

Section 15064.4(a) states that the lead agency should make a good faith effort to describe,

calculate or estimate the amount of GHG emissions resulting from a project. The lead agency

has discretion to determine whether to:

1) Use a model or methodology to quantify GHG emissions from a project and which method or
methodology to use; or

2) Rely on a qualitative analysis or performance based standards.
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CEQA Guidelines section 15064.4(b) states that a lead agency should consider the following

factors when assessing the significance of GHG emissions on the environment:

1) The extent to which the project may increase or reduce GHG emissions when compared to
the existing environmental setting

2) Whether the project emissions exceed a threshold of significance that the lead agency
determines applies to the project

3) The extent to which the project complies with regulations or requirements adopted to
implement a statewide, regional or local plan for reduction or mitigation of GHG emissions.

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. The Project site is located within the
boundaries of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD), which adopted:
Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects
under CEQA and the policy: District Policy — Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for Stationary
Source Projects Under CEQA When Serving as the Lead Agency. The guidance and policy rely
on the use of performance based standards, otherwise known as Best Performance Standards
(BPS) to assess significance of project specific greenhouse gas emissions on global climate
change during the environmental review process, as required by CEQA. Use of BPS is a method
of streamlining the CEQA process of determining significance and is not a required emission
reduction measure. Projects implementing BPS would be determined by SIVAPCD to have a
less than cumulatively significant impact. Otherwise, demonstration of a 29 percent reduction in
GHG emissions, from business-as-usual, is required to determine that a project would have a less
than cumulatively significant impact.

No significance thresholds for GHG emissions have adopted. Interim thresholds have been
identified for several air districts. SJIVAPCD, in response to comments on a dairy project
submitted by the Attorney general’s Office, identified a significance threshold of 38,477 metric
tons (MT) of carbon dioxide equivalent per year (CO2e/yr). However, the air district currently
has no plans to formally adopt this significance threshold (SCAQMD, 2008).

Interim Significance Thresholds — Other Air Districts

SCAQMD. On December 5, 2008, the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) adopted an interim GHG significance threshold for industrial (stationary source)
projects where SCAQMD is the lead agency. A project is considered to have an economic life of
30 years. Based on the CAPCOA Significance Threshold, a project is considered less than
significant if greenhouse gas emissions, including construction impacts amortized over 30 years,
show an incremental increase below 10,000 MTCO2e/year.

BAAQMD. The Bay Area Air Quality Management District, California Environmental Quality
Act Guidelines Update, Proposed Thresholds of Significance were published on November 2,
2009, and also proposed 1,100 MT per year of COZ2e for stationary source projects.
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Project GHG Emissions

Construction. Total construction emissions of NOx, CO2 and CH4 have been estimated and
converted to MT CO2e (see Appendix). The total for the 18-month construction period is
approximately 10,210 MT. Over the first 12 months, the total emissions would be 6,708 MT. If
amortized over 30 years, the annual CO2e construction emission would be 340 MT COZ2e per
year.

Operations. For PG&E electricity, the conversion is 0.49 1b CO2e per kWh (Stop Waste, 2010).
Thus, an increase in electricity use of 930,000 kWh/yr for the sludge dewatering project would
represent approximately 207 MT.

a) Less Than Significant. The direct Project GHG emissions would be primarily from
construction equipment and vehicles and operation equipment and vehicles.

Operations. One source of direct operation emissions would be from truck trips to haul
dewatered sludge off site. As discussed in Section 1.4.3, the Project would reduce cake
transport from 289 wet tons per day to 212 wet tons per day, which would reduce off-site
transport of cake from 14-15 truckloads per day to 10-11 truckloads per day. This reduction
in truck trips would result in a reduction in local GHG emissions, a benefit.

Sludge dewatering facilities would be in enclosed buildings with vents. The replacement of
belt presses with centrifuges is anticipated to reduce not only odor, but emissions of volatile
organic carbons {(VOC) by over 90 percent. This would also be an environmental benefit, but
difficult to quantify, since no measurement of existing VOCs has been made.

Indirect GHG emissions with operation would be created by additional electrical energy use
for sludge dewatering using centrifuges. The electricity would be supplied by PG&E, which
provides electric and gas power to 40 percent of California. PG&E provides its customers
with electricity that has a CO2 equivalent emissions rate that is at least 50 percent below the
national average among utilities. PG&E is a member of the Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6)
Emission Reduction Partnership, which focuses on reducing emissions of SF6
(approximately 23,900 times as potent as CO, on a per ton basis) from transmission and
distribution operations. PG&E has implemented a number of programs to reduce GHG
emissions by delivering cleaner electric power to customers; investing in renewable energy;
and supporting customer education and energy-efficient programs, including forest
conservation and the capture of methane gas from dairy farms and landfills. PG&E has also
partnered with counties, agencies and cities, including Fresno, to install energy-efficient
equipment and reduce energy use. Each of these “Energy Watch” programs is unique to the
needs of the local area.

Under the Project, electrical consumption at the Plant would increase by 930,000 kWh over
2009 power use. This amount is not reducible, but is considered to be a less than significant
contributor to GHG emissions by PG&E facilities, which themselves minimize their
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b)

emissions. Accordingly, direct and indirect impacts relative to GHG emissions for both
construction and operation of the Project are considered to be less than significant.

Construction. Total construction emissions have been estimated for all phases of
construction over the anticipated 18-month period (see Appendix). The estimated maximum
GHG construction emission during a 12-month period is approximately 6,807 MT CO2e,
which is below the interim one-year threshold for SIVAPCD and SCAQMD. If the
construction emissions are amortized over 30 years, suggested by California Air Pollution
Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and SCAQMD, the annual emissions would be 340
MT COZe. These figures are below interim thresholds and are therefore considered to be less
than significant.

Less than Significant. The proposed Project would use the minimum amount of energy and
vehicles required to construct the new silo, dewatering facility, road improvements, and
associated yard piping.

With respect to operation, since no additional staff would be required for system operation
and vehicles miles traveled for sludge hauling would decrease by 27-29 percent; Project-
related VMT effects would be less than significant. Therefore, the project would not conflict
with SB 375.

Given the above, the Project effect on plans, policies or regulations to reduce GHG would be
less than significant.

2.3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation impact P
Incorporated
Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard 1o the public or the ] ] 4 M

b)

envirecnment through the routine trangpori, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the ] ] [ ]
envirenment through reasonably foreseeable upset and

accident conditions involving the release of hazardous

materials into the environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or [:] [:] @ |:|
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list of ] L] 5] ]
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a restult,

would it create a significant hazard to the pubfic or the

environment?

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, ] ] ] 4
where such a ptan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public afrport or public use aimor, would the
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Less Than
Potentially ~ Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Suppeorting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?
f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would | il ] ]

the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

g} Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an ] [ ™ 1
adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to the risk of loss, injury or il 4 ] 4
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands
are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

Discussion:

The Fresno County Department of Environmental Health is the relevant Certified Unified
Program Agency (CUPA) that administers programs regulating hazardous materials and
hazardous waste in the County. Storage of hazardous material above a certain amount is under
the jurisdiction of the Fresno County Environmental Health Division, which administers the
California Accidental Release Prevention (CalARP) Program. The Program regulates businesses
that store Extremely Hazardous Substances above specified quantities. These chemicals and
quantities are found in Title 19 of the California Code of Regulations. The fees are related to the
different Program Level the business is assigned to and covers the regulatory administrative and
inspection costs.

A portion of an existing area to be paved is underlain by past deposition of sewage material. The
asphalt to be removed in this area is considered to be contaminated and wounld not be stockpiled
for future recycling and reuse on city projects.

a) and b) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project includes construction and
operation of a Dewatering Facility Upgrade, yard piping and improved read. Fuels would be
used by vehicles and heavy equipment during construction and maintenance. There would be
no change from existing level of hazard from fuel use. As discussed in Section 1.4.3,
proposed facilities would include additional chemical storage and handling for polymer and
ferric chloride. Polymer would be stored in a new tank that would be constructed off the
existing main dewatering building and additional ferric chloride would be stored in the
plant’s existing chemical storage facilities. Both chemicals, which are currently used on site,
would continue to be transported, stoered and handled on site in accordance with applicable
regulations. Therefore, the Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment from use, transport, or disposal of hazardous materials, and impacts would
therefore be less than significant.

¢) Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would involve the use of fuels for vehicles and
heavy equipment (during construction and maintenance), as well as polymer and ferric
chloride. However, the proposed Project site is not located within one-quarter mile of
existing or proposed schools. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.
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d)

e)

g)

h)

Less Than Significant. Section 65962.5 of the California Government Code requires the
California Environmental Protection Agency {CalEPA) to update a list of known hazardous
materials sites, which is also called the “Cortese List.” The sites on the Cortese List are
designated by the State Water Resources Control Board, the Integrated Waste Management
Board, and the Department of Toxic Substances Control.

A records search of the Cortese List was conducted for the Project site area for the
Dewatering Facility Upgrade site on March 2, 2010 (EDR, 2010). The records search meets
the requirements of the American Society for Testing and Materials Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments. The Project site and areas within a half-mile radius are not
listed as containing hazardous materials. Given the above, impacts relating to the potential to
encounter hazardous materials would be less than significant. Mitigation Measure HAZ-1
shall be incorporated into project specifications to further reduce impacts.

and f) No Impact. The proposed Project site is not located within an airport land use plan,
and is not located within two miles of a public/public use airport or a private airstrip. Fresno
Chandler Executive Airport is approximately 4 miles to the northeast. Therefore, no impacts
would occur. Implementation of the proposed Project would therefore have no impact
related to airport land use plans or public/public use airports.

Less Than Significant Impact. Due to the small number of materials trips and workers’
commutes, Project construction is not expected to interfere with emergency response, and no
road closures would occur. Notwithstanding, emergency service providers would be notified
prior to construction of the location, timing, and duration of the Project. As such, impacts
would result in a less than significant level relative to adopted emergency response plans or
emergency evacuation plans.

No Impact. The proposed Project involves construction of a sludge dewatering facility
upgrade, construction of yard piping and improved paving on a section of road. The
proposed Project would not involve construction of housing or other habitable structures and
would be within the boundaries of an existing RWRF on a paved or previously graded site.
The RWRF is surrounded by agriculture. In addition, the Project site is not located in a
wildfire hazard zone (California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, 2000).
Therefore, the proposed Project would have no impact related to an increase in the risk of
damage from wildland fires.
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2.3.9 Hydrology and Water Quality

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporling Information Sources Significant With Significant Imoact
Impact Mitigation Impact p
tncorporated

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge ] ] ¢ ]
requirements?

b) Substantially deptete groundwater supplies or interfere ] ] ¢ ]

substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the 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 uges or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the [] E:] ] D
site or area, including through the alteration of the course
of a stream or river, in a manner which would resuft in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the {] [:] < D
site or area, including through the alteration of the course
of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site?

e) Greate or contribute runoff water which would exceed the ] ] P 0
capacity of existing or planned slormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

fy  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

L
10
O X
3 L]

@) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area, as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

hy Place within a 100-year flood hazard area struciures
which would impede or redirect flood flows?

L]
U
X
L]

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

L]
[l
X
[l

I} Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, [ B 4 ]
injury or death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami,
ot mudflow?

Discussion:

The Project site is within the jurisdiction of the California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Central Valley Region (5F, Tulare Lake Basin) (Regional Board). Designated beneficial uses for
ground waters and water quality objectives are contained in the Water Quality Control Plan
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(Basin Plan) for the Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley Region (Regional
Board, 1995; revised 2004).

There are no surface waters in the vicinity of the RWRF and all site runoff is collected and
pumped to the RWREF headworks; there is no surface discharge. Therefore, the discussion in this
section focuses on groundwaters.

Designated beneficial uses for Basin groundwaters (Kings River Hydrographic Unit) are
municipal and domestic supply (MUN); agricultural supply (AGR); industrial service supply
(IND); industrial process supply (PRO); water contact recreation {REC-1); and non-water
coniract recreation (REC-2) (Regional Board, 2004).

The Basin Plan sets water quality objectives for the Tulare Lake Basin to protect beneficial uses.
No nurnerical objectives have been set for the basin. Narrative objectives for groundwater have
been established for bacteria, chemical constituents, pesticides, radioactivity, salinity, tastes and
odors, and toxicity (Regional Board, 2004). With respect to salinity, the Basin Plan states that
“no proven means exist at present that will allow ongeing human activity in the Basin and
maintain groundwater salinity at current levels throughout the Basin. Accordingly, the water
quality objectives for ground water salinity control the rate of increase.” For the Kings River
Hydrographic Unit, the maximum average annual increase in electrical conductivity shall not
exceed 4 nmhos/cm {Regional Board, 2004).

The Project site overlies a recharge area of the Fresno aquifer, a designated “sole source” aquifer
(USEPA, 2002). The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency will designate a sole source aquifer
as such if it is the only (or the principal) drinking water source for an arca and that, if
contaminated, could create a public health hazard (Basin Plan, 2004).

a) Less than Significant Impact. The construction and operation of the proposed dewatering
facilities would have a less than significant impact on surface or water quality. Under the
facility’s current Regional Board permit, the City would need to revise the Unit Process
Descriptions prior to construction. No construction site dewatering is anticipated. Currently,
site runoff is collected and conveyed to the RWRY headworks, an arrangement that would
continue with construction and operation of the sludge dewatering facilities. Permits for
disposal of the sludges to land would not need to change, since the disposal location and
sludge quality would be unchanged. As such, impacts relative to water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements would be less than significant.

b) Less than Significant Impact. As discussed above, the Project site overlies the Fresno sole
source aquifer. While the site is mostly paved, Project construction would increase
impermeable surfaces by approximately 2,500 square feet (0.06 acres), thereby decreasing
potential ground water recharge area minimally. The proposed Project does not involve
groundwater extraction, nor would it have any impact on beneficial uses or objectives for
groundwater as delineated in the Basin Plan. Further, the Project would have no effect on
surface water resources; runoff from the Project site would continue to be collected and
conveyed to the RWRF headworks. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.
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¢), d) and e) Less than Significant Impact. Runoff from the Project site is currently collected

g)

h)

p

and conveyed to the RWRF headworks. The proposed Project construction would involve
minor earthwork for the sludge dewatering facilities upgrade site and yard piping. Existing
grades would be preserved, and earthwork would not change runoff characteristics. Project
implementation would not result in substantial erosion or siltation, flooding, or provide
additional sources of polluted runoff. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction of the proposed facilities, stormwater
would be managed in accordance with BMPs for the existing RWRF and a new SWPPP,
since the total site disturbance would be greater than | acre. The impact would be less than
significant.

No Impact. The proposed Project does not include housing and the project vicinity is not
within a 100-vear flood zone per Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) mapping
(FEMA, 2009). Therefore, there would be no Project-related impacts on housing within a
100-year flood hazard area.

Less than Significant Impact. The facilities site is not located within a 100-year flood
hazard area, per FEMA mapping (FEMA, 2009). Therefore, the sludge dewatering facilities
would not significantly impede or redirect 100-year flood flows. The yard piping would be
buried. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact., Impacts related to exposure of people or structures to risk of
loss, injury or death involving flooding would be less than significant. The yard piping
would be buried. The dewatering facilities would meet UBC requirements for construction in
seismically active areas and would contain solids rather than liquids that could cause
localized flooding. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project sites are inland and therefore not subject to
damage from a tsunami (seismic sea wave). The proposed Project does not involve
construction of housing or other habitable structures. In addition, mudflows are not known
for the Project area. In addition, the Project facilities would not store liquids that could create
seiches (standing seismic waves) that could damage structures. Therefore, impacts would be
less than significant relative to risk of loss, injury or death involving inundation by seiche.

2.3.10 Land Use and Planning

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation impact P
Incorporated
Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? ] ] [ X
by Conflict with any applicable iand use plan, policy, or ] ] ] ¢
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
{including, but not imited fo the generat plan, specific
plan, locai coastal program, or zoning ordinance}
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
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Less Than
Potentially ~ Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Imoact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

environmental effect?

¢} Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or 7 [ 1 X
natural community conservation plan?

Discussion:

a) No Impact. The proposed Project comprises a sludge dewatering facility upgrade and yard
piping. The Project would be constructed in a paved or graded area within the boundaries of
a wastewater treatment plant. The yard piping would be buried and also within the RWRF
boundaries. Surrounding land use is agriculture. As such, the Project would not divide an
established community. Therefore, there would be no impact.

b) No Impact. The proposed Project would be within the boundaries of an existing wastewater
treatment plant. There would be no permanent changes in land use as a result of Project
implementation. The zoning and land use designations of the proposed sites would not be
affected by the construction of the proposed Project. Therefore, there would be no conflict
with any land use policy adopted for the purpose of mitigating an environmental effect.
Therefore, no impacts would occur.

¢) No Impact. Sce Section 2.3.4(f). There are no adopted conservation plans relevant to the
Project area.

2.3.11 Mineral Resources

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Infermation Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
incorporated
Wouid the project:
a) Resultin the loss of avaitability of a known mineral I ] ] 4

resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-important ] 1 ] 5]
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local
general pian, specific plan, or ather land use plan?

Discuassion:

a) and b) No Impact. Aggregate materials along the San Joaquin River corridor are the
principal mineral resources in Fresno; additional resources are located along the Kings
River corrider and several streambeds in the western portion of Fresno County.
Resources are surface mined. The California Department of Conservation, Division of
Mines and Geology, maps aggregate deposits and has designated the Fresno Metropolitan
Area and most of eastern Fresno County as a production-consumption region for mineral
resources (Fresno General Plan Draft MEIR, 2002). However, the Project site and
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immediate vicinity are not mapped on the most recent Aggregate Mineral Resource
Zones Map in the City’s planning area (Fresno General Plan [Exhibit 10], 2002).
Therefore, no impact on mineral resources would occur.

2.3.12 Noise

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than
Issues and Supporting information Sources Significant With Significant
Impact Mitigation impact
Incorporated

No
fmpact

Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of neise levels in ] ]
excess of standards established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

K
L]

b} Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

X

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels
inn the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
mites of a public airport or public use aimport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

S I R B A
0o 0O 0O d
O X X

X 0O 0O O

f)y  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would [:} |:]
the project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

[
]

Discussion:

Noise impacts would be site-specific. Construction noise could temporarily affect sensitive
noise receptors, such as nearby farms with residences. Operation noise would be limited to
dewatering facility operation (within an enclosed structure) and occasional maintenance vehicles;
the yard piping would be buried and therefore inaudible.

The proposed Project would be located in the City of Fresno. The City of Fresno Municipal
Code Section 9-2701 regulates noise. Acceptable noise levels are tabulated below. No noise
levels requirements are shown for agricultural areas. Exempt from the provisions of the Fresno
noise ordinance are construction, repair or remodeling work accomplished pursuant to a building,
electrical, plumbing, mechanical, or other construction permit issued by the city or other
governmental agency, or to site preparation and grading, provided such work takes place
between the hours of 7:00 a.m, and 10:00 p.m. on any day except Sunday. Since the project is a
City project, it is assumed that the construction would be exempt from the City Noise Ordinance.
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Acceptable Noise Levels for Land Use Categories
DISTRICT TIME SOUND LEVEL DECIBELS
Residential 10 pm to 7 am 50
Residential 7 pmto 10 pm 55
Residential 7 amto 7 pm 60
Commercial 10 pmto 7 am 60
Commercial 7 am to 10 pm 65
Industrial anytime 70

Source: City of Fresno.

a) and d) Less than Significant,

This section discusses construction and operation noise

created by the proposed Project.

Construction Noise. Noise levels generated by earth-moving equipment range from 73 to 95
dBA (decibels, A-weighted scale) at 50 feet from the source (Bolt, Beranek, and Newman,
1971). Based on a characterization of composite construction noise by Bolt, Beranek, and
Newman (1971), it is anticipated that Project-related construction activities would generate
noise levels of approximately 88 dBA Leq at 50 feet [Leq stands for equivalent noise level,
which is a measurement of the sound energy level averaged over a specified time period
(usually one hour)]. With construction, there would also be substantial temporary or periodic
increases in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity above levels existing without the
Project.

The surrounding area is agricultural; the City Noise Ordinance has established no noise
requirements for agricultural land uses. Project construction would be located approximately
2,000 feet from the nearest farm residence property boundary.

During Project construction, exterior noise levels at this closest residence would be
approximately 55 dBA, which would be less than significant. The noise sources associated
with construction of a City project are assumed to be exempt from the Noise Ordinance,
provided these activities occur between 7 a.m. and 10:00 p.m. on any day except Sunday.
Project specifications therefore will require that construction of all facilities be limited to the
workdays and hours identified in the City Noise Ordinance. No other noise mitigation is
anticipated for construction. As such, construction noise impact would be less than
significant.

Operation Noise. In the new sludge dewatering building, noise from each of the three
centrifuges may result in noise levels up to 85 dB at three feet (specified limit). The additive
noise level is assumed to reach 88 dB (Canter, 1977). The annex and silo would be
constructed of cast in place concrete, painted, which is anticipated to reduce noise measured
at the immediate exterior by 20 percent or to approximately 70 dB (NRC Ratings, 2010).
The noise at the RWRF boundary closest to the new facilities, approximately 660 feet to the
east, would not be discernible. During Project operation, the Project would not generate
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b)

substantial noise because the facilities would be within an enclosed building. Operators
would only be in the building sporadically and could wear ear protectors. Therefore, the
impact of operation on operations staff and neighboring properties would be less than
significant.

Less than Significant Impact. Project construction may involve the temporary use of
equipment that would generate groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. While
the effects may be sensed at the property boundary of the RWRF, noise would be intermittent
and temporary and there are no sensitive receptors at the property boundary. Therefore,
impacts would be less than significant.

Less than Significant Impact. Operation of the sludge dewatering facilities would result in
generation of noise from the pump motors; however, the building would be designed so that
noise produced by the motors would meet City noise standards. Operation of the yard piping
would not create noise except for infrequent maintenance activities. Therefore, operational
noise impacts would be less than significant.

e) and f) No Impact. The proposed Project site is not located within an airport land use plan,

and is not located within 2 miles of a public/public-use airport or a private airstrip.
Therefore, no impacts would occur.

2.3.13  Population and Housing

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
Would the project:
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either ] ] L] <
directly {for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?
by Displace substantiat numbers of existing housing, [} [ ] X
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?
¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating ] 1 ] &

the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion: The project contains no housing and supports no additional population or
employment during Project operation.

a)

Less Than Significant Impact. A project may directly induce growth if it would remove
barriers to population growth such as a change to a jurisdiction’s General Plan and Zoning
Ordinance that allowed new residential development to occur. The Project would not
construct housing or commercial facilities, and would not medify the land use or zoning
designations for the Project sites to permit new residential or commercial development. It
would not remove an obstacle to growth. Therefore, there would be no impact.

FCRWRF Dewatering Facility Upgrade Page 2-29
Initial Environmental Study October 2010



Section 2 — Environmental Analysis

b)

¢)

The Project would generate up to 30 construction jobs, but this would be a temporary effect
and would not provide permanent economic growth to the area. No new employees would be
hired as a direct result of Project implementation. Therefore, the effect on employment and
economic growth would be less than significant.

A project may indirectly induce growth if it increases the capacity of infrastructure in an area
in which the public service currently meets demand. Examples include increasing the
capacity of a sewage treatment plant, or a roadway beyond that needed to meet existing
demand. The dewatering facility would enhance existing sludge treatment without a RWRF
capacity increase; therefore, there would be no impacts.

No Impact. No housing is located on the Project sites and none would be displaced by the
proposed Project. Therefore, no impacts on housing would occur.

No Impact. No housing is located on the Project sites and no individuals would be displaced
by the proposed Project. Therefore, no impacts on displacement of individuals would occur.

2.3.14 Public Services

t.ess Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact p
Incorporated
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physicat
impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:
i) Fire protection? [] ] X ]
iy Police protection? ] (] ]
iiy Schools? ] ] ] X
iv) Parks? ] ] ] X
v) Other public facilities? ] ] ] X
Discussion:

a)-1) Less Than Significant Impact. The Fresno Fire Department is the agency responsible for

providing fire protection services to the City of Fresno. There are 24 fire stations in the City
of Fresno, the closest to the Project site is Station 7, located at 2571 South Cherry at Jensen
(Fresno, City of, 2010). The proposed Project does not involve construction of housing and
would not increase risk of fire because the facilities would be enclosed. The Project would
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not otherwise increase the demand for fire protection services. Therefore, there would be no
long term-impact on fire protection services and impacts are considered less than significant.

a)-ii) Less Than Significant Impact. Police service in Fresno is provided by the Fresno Police

a)

Department (Fresno, 2010). The dewatering facilities would be located in a within an
existing fenced RWREF site in an enclosed, secured structure. No additional police service
would be required for the Project. Therefore, there would be no long-term impact on police
protection services, and impacts are considered less than significant.

-iii), -iv), and -v) No Impact. The proposed Project does not involve construction of
housing, or any increase in permanent personnel that would result in a substantial increase in
the demand for schools, parks, or other public services or facilities. No new or physically
altered facilities for public services would be required. Therefore, no impacts on schools,
parks or other public facilities would occur.

2.3.15 Recreation

L.ess Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Imoact
impact Mitigation lmpact p
Incorporated
a) Would the project increase the use of existing ] ] ] 15
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreationat
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require ] ] ] &
the construction or expansion of recreational faciiities
which might have an adverse physical effect an the
environment?
Discussion:
a) No Impact. The proposed Project does not involve construction of housing or other facilities

b}

that would result in an increase in the use of existing parks or other recreational facilities.
There are no recreational facilities in the construction site area, which is within an existing
RWREF facility. Therefore, there would be no impacts.

No Impact. The proposed Project does not include recreational facilities or involve the
expansion of existing recreational facilities. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
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2.3.16  Transportation and Traffic

L.ess Than
Potentially ~ Significant  Less Than
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

No
Impact

Would the project:

a)

b}

Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy [ 3 < ]
establishing measures of effectiveness for the

performance of the circulation system, taking into

account all modes of fransportation including mass

transit and non-motorized travet and relevant

components of the circulation system, including but not

fimited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways,

pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Conflict with an applicable congestion management ] ]
program, including, but not limited to level of service

standards and travel demand measures, or other

standards established by the county congestion

management agency for designated roads or highways?

X
]

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either
an increase in iraffic levels or a change in location that
results in substantial safety risks?

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

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding pubtic transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities,
or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such
faciiities?

(0 I I R
I I O O R
Oox 0O 0O
Kl K X

Discussion:

a) and b) Less than Significant Impact. The Council of Fresno County Governments is the
Metropolitan Planning Organization and Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Fresno
County. Development of the region’s transportation system is guided by the 2007 Regional
Transportation Plan, which is currently being updated (COG).

Caltrans makes traffic counts for off ramps in the study area along Highway 99, Highway 180,
and Highway 41, which are the closest state highways to the Project site. Direct access to the
site would be from 99 to 180 west to south on Cornelia and west on Jensen. Alternatively,
from Highway 41 on the south side of Fresno, take the Jensen Avenue exit, then west on
Jensen for 6 miles to the main entrance.

Level of Service (LOS) is an indicator of the operating conditions of a roadway or an
intersection, and is used to represent various degrees of congestion and delay. It is measured
from LOS A (excellent conditions) to LOS F (extreme congestion). LOS D is the acceptable
limit of service established by the City of Fresno (Fresno General Plan MEIR, 2002). The
Fresno General Plan Draft Master EIR maps streets projected to be constrained by a capacity
of greater than LOS D without mitigation within the City of Fresno Sphere of Influence. The
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d)

e)

Project site located at the intersection of Cornelia Avenue and Jensen Avenue; this area is not
mapped on the General Plan Draft Master EIR. However, the Project site is not located in a
high-traffic, urbanized area, but rather is surrounded by agricultural land uses.

Construction of the proposed Project would require initial transport of construction equipment
to the Project site. Truck trips would be required to import construction material and to
transport excess spoil and demolition debris within the existing site. Construction workers
commutes would occur daily throughout the construction period. Construction worker
commutes could add traffic during the peak hours; the estimated number of required
construction workers would range from 20 to 30 individuals during the period of highest
activity.

As such, Project-related construction would add no more than 30 vehicles per day. Caltrans
will require a permit for the movement of heavy equipment on State roadways. A short-term
impact would result from vehicle trips to and from the site for hauling materials and for
worker commutes. In addition, prior to construction, neighboring agricultural properties and
emergency service providers would be notified with regard to construction schedule and
planned haul routes.

Following construction, no additional personnel would be required to operate the facilities.
Additionally, construction of the new facilities would result in a reduction of haul trips, from
approximately 14.5 truckloads per day to 10.6 truckloads per day. Accordingly, since the
proposed Project would not conflict with Fresno COG or Caltrans regional transportation
planning, and since the Project is not growth inducing and would be constructed on an
existing RWRF site, construction and operation impacts of the Project relative to the
circulation system would be less than significant.

No Impact. The proposed Project site is not located within an airport land use plan, and is
not located within 2 miles of a public/public-use airport or a private airstrip. Fresno
Chandler Executive Airport is approximately 4 miles to the northeast. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not affect air traffic levels or patterns.

No Impact. The proposed Project does not involve any changes to a design feature of a
roadway. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction, the presence of the construction
equipment and the presence of slow-moving construction equipment and vehicles on local
roads could have a temporary impact on access for emergency vehicles. However, as stated
above, prior to construction, neighboring properties and emergency service providers would
be notified with regard to construction schedule and planned haul routes. Therefore, impacts
would be less than significant.

No Impact. The proposed Project would not result in a substantial long-term increase in
traffic or in a permanent change in existing transportation systems. Therefore, the proposed
Project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
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2.3.17  Utilities and Service Systems

Less Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
Issues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

Would the project;

a) [Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 1 ] [] Il
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or ] ] X ]
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

¢} Require or result in the construction of new stormwater ] ] 4 ]
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
consiruction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the ] ] ] X
project from existing entittements and resources, or are
new or expanded entitlements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment ] ] ] X
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected
demand in addition to the provider's existing
commitments?

f)y  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity ] W X ]
to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal
needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statues and ] l; X ]
regulations related to solid waste?

Discussion:

a) No Impact. The proposed Project involves only sludge dewatering enhancements and yard
piping on an existing site. Wastewater treatment requirements would not be affected. The
wastewater treatment plant would operation benefit from a smaller sludge volume to be
disposed of. Therefore, no impact would occur.

b) Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project involves yard piping and sludge
dewatering facilities on the site of an existing RWRF. No additional wastewater or water
treatment is required. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

c) Less than Significant Impact. The site drainage is to existing onsite runoff collection
system that conveys runoff to the RWRF headworks. No change would be required as a
result of the dewatering facilities. Therefore, impacts on stormwater drainage facilities
would be less than significant.
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d)

g)

No Impact. The Project has sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project and
involves no new or expanded entitlements. Therefore, no impacts on water supplies would
occur.

No Impact. The proposed Project would not require any new connections to the existing
sewer system and would not affect the RWRF capacity. Therefore there would be no affect
on wastewater treatment services.

Less than Significant Impact. The dewatering facility upgrade is proposed to be
constructed in a paved or previously graded area adjacent to the existing facilities.
Construction of the new facilities and yard piping would involve minor additional earthwork
to clear and grade the land, including some asphalt removal. No vegetation removal would
be required. Approximately 1,560 cu yd of soil would be excavated and suitable soils would
be reused to backfill the trench once the pipes were installed. Excess soils would be
stockpiled on site.

Most of the asphalt materials that are demolished as part of the project will be transported to
a recycled asphalt storage pile on the plant site for grinding and reuse for future paving
needs. The only area from which asphalt will be disposed of off-site and not recycled is
approximately 3,000 square feet located 80 feet due south of the proposed Dewatering
Building Annex. This area has been used for the deposit and short-term storage of sewer
manhole cleaning debris. Therefore, asphalt and a foot of underlying pavement base (sand
and gravel) in this area would be disposed of offsite. The amount to be disposed of off-site
would be minor, approximately 100 cubic yards.

The closest landfill is the American Avenue landfill, a Fresno County facility, located at
18950 West American Avenue, Kerman, CA, 93630, approximately 4 road miles southwest
of the RWRFE. However, in May 2004 the Fresno County Board of Supervisors approved an
amendment to the County Ordinance Code banning the disposal of construction and
demolition debris (which included asphalt) at the County-operated American Avenue and
Coalinga Landfills. In 2007, the County published a guide that identified nine companies in
the Fresno area that handle asphalt waste (Fresno County Department of Public Works and
Planning, 2007). Therefore, the impact on local landfills would be less than significant.

The proposed Project would not result in substantial long-term increases in solid waste
requiring offsite disposal. Sludge volume for disposal should decrease with Project
implementation, a benefit, and the disposal route and location would not change. Therefore,
the proposed Project would have less than significant impacts on solid waste disposal.

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 2.3.16(f), above, there is no aspect
of the proposed Project that would result in a significant impact on solid waste or conflict
with statutes related to solid waste. During construction, excess soil would be stockpiled on
site. A small amount of existing paving may need to be havled to an appropriate landfill.
The City would continue to comply with all federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste. Therefore, the impacts would be less than significant.
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2.3.18 Mandatory Findings of Significance

l.ess Than
Potentially  Significant  Less Than No
{ssues and Supporting Information Sources Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality [:'] @ D [::]
of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal, or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?
b} Does the project have the potential to achieve short- 1 3 [ ]
term, o the disadvantage of long-term, environmental
goals?
¢) Does the project have impacts that are individually ] ] X ]
fimited, but cumulatively considerable {"cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of past projects, effects of other current
projects, and the effects of prabable future projects.)?
d) Does the project have environmental effects which will I:] D X G
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Discussion:

a) Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed road repaving and
widening element of the project has the potential to affect burrowing owl, if present.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure BI-1 will reduce the impact to less than significant.
Cultural resources analyses found no potential impacts on historic or archaeologic resources.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

b) Less than Significant. The proposed Project involves the construction and operation of the
Dewatering Facilities Upgrade and associated yard piping. The Project will allow the City to
improve the long-term efficiency of its sludge dewatering at the existing RWRF. The
benefits are long term and the impacts are short term and less than significant.

¢) Less than Significant. The potential site-specific impacts of the proposed Project are
primarily related to construction effects. If the timing of Project construction overlapped
with the construction of the related projects on site, curnulatively considerable but temporary
impacts could occur locally on dust generation and noise. However, with the implementation
of required dust control measures and with notification of neighboring agricultural properties
and emergency services providers, these impacts would be less than significant.

d) Less than Significant Impact. There would be no substantial direct or indirect adverse
impacts on human beings. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.
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3.2 ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

AB Assembly Bill
ARB (California) Air Resources Board
BFP belt filter press
BMPs best management practices
BPS Best Performance Standards
CalARP California Accidental Release Prevention (Program)
CalEPA California Environmental Protection Agency
Caltrans California Department of Transportation
CARB California Air Resources Board
CDFG California Department of Fish and Game
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act
City City of Fresno
CNPS California Native Plant Society
CO Carbon monoxide
COG Council of Fresno County Governments
cu ft/hr cubic feet per hour
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cu yd cubic yard

CUPA Certified Unified Program Agency

dBA Decibel, A-weighted scale

DOGGR (California) Division of Oil, Gas & Geothermal Resources

EDR Environmental Data Resources, Inc.

EERI Earthquake Engineering Research Institute

Farmland Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance

FCMA Fresno County Metropolitan Area

FCTA Fresno County Transportation Authority

FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency

GAMAQI Guide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts

GHG Greenhouse gas

gpd gallons per day

gpm gallons per minute

HCP Habitat Conservation Plan

HP horsepower

1ES Initial Environmental Study

kW kilowatts

kWh kilowatt-hours

Ib/day pound(s) per day

Leq Equivalent noise level

LOS Level of Service

MDBM Mount Diablo Baseline and Meridian

mgd million gallons per day

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission

NCCP Natural Communities Conservation Plan

NDDB (California) Natural Diversity Database

NOx Nitrogen oxide

NRC Noise reduction coefficient

PG&E Pacific Gas & Electric

PM2.5 particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter
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PM10
psi
PUC
ROW
RTP
RWRF
SB

SF6
SJVAB
SJVIC
SIVUAPCD
SOl
SOx
SPAL
SWPPP
SWRCB
UBC
USEPA
USFWS
USGS
VMT
YOC

pmhos/cm

particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter
pounds per square inch

Public Utilities Commission

right of way

Regional Transportation Plan

Regional Water Reclamation Facility
Senate Bill

Sulfur Hexafluoride

San Joaquin Valley Air Basin

San Joaquin Valley Information Center
San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District
Sphere of Influence

Sulfur oxides

Small Project Analysis Level

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
State Water Resources Controf Board
Uniform Building Code

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

United States Geological Survey
Vehicle Miles Traveled

Volatile organic compound

micromhos per centimeter

3.3 PREPARERS OF THE INITIAL ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY
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Mr. Patrick Wiemiller, Public Utilities Director
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Governor’s Office of Pl-alinving and Research

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
Amold Schwarzenegper Cathleen Cox

Governor D Acting Director
December 1, 2010 RECE 1 .
DEC 06 201
Raul Gonzalez
City of Fresno ATER MAN AGEMENT

5607 West Jensen Avenue WASTEW
Fresno, CA 93706 .

Subject: Dewatering Fagility Upgrade, Fresni Clovis Regjoial Wastewater Reclamation Facilities
(Conditional Use Pérmit No. (-10-196)
SCH#: 2010111001

Dear Raul Gonzalez:

The State Clearinghouse subrmitted the above hamed Negative Declaration to selected state agencics for
review. On the enclosed Docum¢nt Details Reporf please note that the Clcarmghousc has lisfed the state
agencics that reviewed your dogament. The review period closed on November 30, 2010, and the
comments: from thic- respondmg agency (ics) is (are) énclosed. If this comimént package is not in order,
please notify the State Cléaringhouse Immedtately Please refér to the project’s ten-digit State
Clearinghouse number in future correspondence so that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Scction 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

“A responsmle or othér public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
activities involved ina project which are within an arca of expertise of the agency or which are
requiréd to be catried ‘out of approved by the agency. Thost comiments shall be sipported by
specific documentation.”

These commients are forwarded for ise i preparing your final envitonmental document. Should you niced
mor¢ information of clarification of thc enclosed comments, wé réGommend that you contact the
commenting agency directly.

- This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements. for
draft envifonmental documents, pursiant to thc California Environ; iental Quality Act. Plea 3 Aontact the
State Cleatinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions régarding thic cnv:ronmcntal review
process.

Sincerely,

Scott Morgan
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
¢c. Resources Agency

1400 TENTH S8TREET P.0. BOX 3044 -SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-8044
TEL (916) 4450613 FAX (916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov

W




Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2010111001 : :
Projact Title Dewatering Facility Upgrade, Fresno Clovis Regional Wastewater Rectamation Facilities {Conditional
Lead Agency Use Parmit No. C-10-196)
Fresno, City of
Type Neg Negative Declaration
Description  The proposed Preject is the construction and opaeration of new sludge dewatering facilities and
; associated yard piping, polymer storage, transformer, sludge conveyor and storage silo, and road
paving improvements on a paved and graded site within the existing Regional Wastewater
Reclamation Facilities site boundary.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Raul Gonzalez
Agency City of Frasno
Phona (559) 621-5250 Fax
emall
Addrass 5607 West Jensan Avenue
City Frasno State CA  Zip 93706
Project Location
County Fresno
City Fresno
Reéglon
Lat/Long To-
Cross Streets Jenseh Avenue & Comellia Avenue
Parcal No.
Township 145 Réngie 19E Section 22 Base MDB&M
Proximity to:
Highways iHwy 98, 180, 41
Alrports  No
Rallways . BNSF
Waferways
Schools No
Land Use LU: New facliities on existing wastewater facility site, no ehange in land use
. Z: Public Facllities
GPLU: Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facillties.
Profect Jssues  Air Quality; Archaeologig:-Historic; Nolse; Traffic/Circulation; Wildlife, Watér Stpply
Raviawing Resources Agency; Department of Fish and Game, Ragion 4, Depariment of Parks and Recreation;
Agencles Depariment of Water Resources; Califomia Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 6; GA Department of

Public Heailh; State Waler Resources Control Board, Divison of Financlat Assistance; Regional Water
Quality Control Bd., Reglon § {Fresno}, Department of Toxic Substanceés Conirol; Nalive Arerican
Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission; Caltrans, District 7

Date Recelved

10/29/2010 | Start of Review 11/01/2010 End of Review 1'113512010

Nota: Blanks in data fields result from Insufficlent Information provided by lead agancy.

F o ]



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
. NATIVE'AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

(916} 653-6251

Fax (#16) 857-5380

Wath Site

e-mall: ds_nahc@pacheli.net

November 2, 2010

Bonique Salinas, Planner NOY - 4 2010
" )
City of Fresno %’f -
5607 West Jensen Avenue t f} STATE CLEARIN
Fresno, CA 93706
2oloi] ool

CEQA Nottqe of Co

_Callforma

Dear Bonique Salinas:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) is the state ‘trustee agency’
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21070 for the protection and preservation of California’s
Native American Cultural Resources. (Also see Environmental Profection Information Center v.
Johnson (1985) 170 Cal App. 3© 604). The Califomia Envirorimental Quality Act (CEQA - CA
Public Resources Cade §21000-21177, amendment effective 3/18/2010) requires that any
project that causes a substantial adverse change in the sagmﬁcance of an historical resource,
that includes archaeological resources, is a "significant effect’ requiring the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) per the California Code of Regulations §15084.5(b)(c }f)
CEQA guidelmes) Section 15382 of the CEQA Guidelines defines a significant impact on the
environment &s “a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical
conditions within an area affected by the proposed project, including ... objects of historic or
aesthetic significance. The lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an
adverse impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential effect (APE), and if so, to
mitigate that effect. State law also addresses Native American Religious Expression in Public
Resolrces Code §5097.9.

The Native American Heritage Commission did perform a Sacred Lands File (SLF)
search in the NAHC SLF Inventory, estabiished by the Legtslature pursuant to Pubhc
Resources Code §5097.94(a) and Nativ c [ Re
identified within one-half mile of the Area of Potential Effect (APE). It |s lmportant to do
early consultation with Native American tribes in your area as the best way to avoid
unanticipated discoveries once a project is underway and to learn of any sensitive cultural
areas. Enclosed are the names of the culturally affiliated tribes and interested Native
American individuals that the NAHC recommends as ‘consulting parties;’ for this purpose,
~ that rhay have knowledge of the religious and cuitural significance of the historic properties
in the project area (e.g. APE). A Native American Tribe or Tribal Elder may be the only
source of information about a cultural resource.. Also, the NAHC recomriiends that a
Native American Monitor or Native American culturally knowledgeable person be employed
whenever a professional archaeologist is employed during the “initial Study’ and in other
phases of the envifonmental planning processes.

Furthermore the NAHC recommends that you contact the California Historic
Resources Information System (CHRIS) of the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), for




infbrmation on recorded archaéoiogicéI data. This information Is available at the OHP
Office in Sacramento (916) 445-7000.

Consultation with tribes and interested Native American tribes and interested Native
American individuals, as consulting parties, on the NAHC list ,should be conducted in
compliance with the requirements of federal NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321-43351) and Section 106
and 4(f) of federal NHPA (16 U.S.C. 470 [f)lef seq.}, 36 CFR Part 800.3, the President's
Coungcil on Environmental Quality (CSQ; 42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.) and NAGPRA (25 U.5.C.
3001-3013), as appropriate. The 1992 Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties were revised so that they could be applied to all historic resource types
included in the National Register of Historic Places and including cuftural fandscapes.
Consultation with Native American communities is also a matter of environmental justice as
defined by Caiifornia Government Code §65040.12(e).

Lead agericies should consider avoidance, as defined in Section 15370 of the
California Environmentat Quality Act (CEQA) when significant cultural resources could be
affected by a project. Also, Public Resources Code Section 5067.98 and Health & Safety
Code Section 7050.5 provide for provisions for accidentally discovered archeoclogical
resources during construction and mandate the processes to be followed in the event of an
accidental discovery of any human remains in a project location other than a ‘dedicated
cemetery. Discussion of these should be included in your environmental documents, as
appropriate.

The authority for the SLF record search of the NAHC Sacred Lands Inventory,
established by the California |egislature, is California Public Resources Code §5097.94(a)
and is exempt from the CA Public Records Act (c.f. California Govemment Code
§6254,10). The results of the SLF search are confidential. However, Native Americans on
the attached contact list are not prohibited from and may wish to revea the nature of
identified cultural resources/historic properties. Confidentiality of "historic properties of
religious and cultural significance” may also be protected the under Section 304 of the
NHPA or at the Secretary of the Interior’ discretion if not eligible for fisting on the National
Register of Historic Places. The Secretary may alsc ba advised by the federal Indian
Religious Freedom Act (cf. 42 U.S.C, 1998) in issuing a decision on whether or not to
disclose items of religious and/or cultural significance identified in of near the APE and
passibly threatened by proposed project activity.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native
Americans identified by this Commission if the initial Study identifies the presence or fikely
presence of Native American hufmah rémains within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for
agreafents with Native American, identified by the NAHC, to assure the appropriate and
dignified treatment of Native Ameri¢an human remains and any associated grave liens.
Although tribal consultation under the California Environimental Quality Act (CEQA; CA Public
Resources Code Section 21000 - 21177) is ‘advisory’ rather than mandated, the NAHC does
requiest lead agencies’ to work with tribes and interested Native American individuals as
‘consulting parties,’ on the list provided by the NAHC in order that cultural resources will be
‘protected. However, the 2006 SB 1059 the state enabling legislation to the Federal Energy
Policy Act of 2005, does mandate tribal consuitation for the ‘electric transmission corridors. This
is codified in the California Public Resources Code, Chapter 4.3, and §25330 to Division 15,
requires consultation with-California Native American tribes, and identifies both federally
recognized and non-federally recognized on a list maintained by the NAHC




' Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d)
of the California Code of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be followed,
including that construction or excavation be stopped in the event of an accidental discovery of
any human remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery until the county coroner or
medical examiner can determine whether the remains are those of a Native American. . Note
that §7052 of the Health & Safety Code states that disturbance of Native American cemeteries
is a felony. '

ee to contact me at (916) 853-6251 if you have any questions.

Dave Singléton
Program Analyst

Attachment: List of Culturally Affiliated Native American Contacts

Cc.  State Clearinghouse
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Raul Gonzalez p

City of Fresno

Wastewater Division
5607 West Jensen Avenue
Fresno, California 93706

Subject: Proposed Mitigated Negative Dectaration (MND) and Initial Study
Fresno-Clovis Regional Wastewater Reglamation Facllities
Dewatering Facility Upgrade (CUP No. C-10-196)

SCH No. 2010111001

Dear Mr. Gonzalez:

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the infermation
submittad by the City of Fresno (City) for the above Project. Praject approval would
allow the replacement of existing belt filter presses dewatering equipmeént with
centrifuge dewatering equipment, construction of a new annex building; construction of
a new silo, and pavement of new access roads oh.approximately eight (8) acres at the
City of Fresno Wastewater Treatment Facility lacated south of West Jensen Avenue,

between South Carnelia Avenué and South Chateau Fresno Avenue.

The proposed MND document indicates that burrowing owls (Athene cunicularia) are
known to occur on percolation pond berms located approximately 0.25 miles from

Project activities. Additional burrows were located along thé road proposed for
widening and paving; therefore, implementation of the Project has the potentialto. -~
impact burrowing owls and mitigation measures are proposed. - R
Mitigation Measure Bl-1 1. i$ not adequate to determine presence or absence of

burrowing owls on-site. For maximum detectability, a qualified biologist should perform
surveys according ta protocol (The California Burrowing Owi Consortium, 19938) prierto
commencing Project-related activities or the ity can assume that all burraws along the -
roads are occupled by burrowing owls and mitigate accordingly. A greconstriction '
survey is also warrantéd if Praject activities do not commenice within 30 days of
completing protocal-level surveys. S

Conserving Caﬁj‘bmm’s Wildlife Since 1870
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Mitigation Measure BI-1 2. is not adequate mitigation if only one of the five measures is
implemented. If burrowing owl occupancy is assumed or if protocol-level surveys detect
presence of burrowing owl, all of the following mitigation measures should be
implemented (DFG, 1895).

Avoid active burrows by at least 250 feet during the nesting season
(February 1 through August 31). Destroy burrows during the non-nesting
season (September 1 through January 31) after owls are passively relocated
(see d. below). '

Offset the loss of foraging and burrow habitat by acquiring and pemanently
protécting an appropriate amount of land (consuft with the Department) at a
focation adjacent to occupied habitat and accepiable to the Department.

Offsat destruction of accupled burrows by enhanging existing unsuitable
burrows or creating new artificial buirows at a ratio of 2:1 on the protected
land from b.

Passively refocate owls, if they must be moved. Allow ane or more weeks {0

. allow the owls to acclimate to alfemative burrows.

.- Provide funding for long-term management and monitoring of the protected
~ fand. The monitoring plan should include succass criteria, remedial

measures, and an annual réport to the Department.

Results of all surveys should be submitted to the Department for review and comment
prior to cormmencing Project-related activities.

if the abave mitigation meéasures are implemented, the Project-related impacts to
bumrowing awi will be less than significant.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please éqntaqt;_l_.isa Gymer,
Environimental Sclentist, at (559) 243-4014, éxtension 238 or [gymer@dfg.ca.gov,

Sincerely,

e

Regional

Manage

‘cc: . SeePage Three
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ce: MWH
618 Michillinda Avenue, Suite 200
Arcadia, California 91007 '

550 2433004

T-388

P.004/008

F-054
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Revised Project Specific Mitigation Measures for EA No. C-10-196

Revised on January 18, 2011

Mitigation Measures

The City of Fresno Director of the Development and Resource Mahagement Department héreby
finds that the adoption and implementation of the following mitigation measures will reduce to less
than significant or avoid potentially significant effects of the proposed Project.

Changes are in bold and italicized below.

Biological Resources

1. Originai Mitigation Measure Bl-1-1: A preconstruction survey shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist to examine potential burrows on the project site for the existence of
burrowing owl. The survey shall be conducted within 30 days prior to any construction
activities within 50 feet of the roadway to be repaved. Results of the preconstruction survey
shall be prepared in a letter and given to the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG)
for their review and approval prior to any construction activities at the roadway.

Ta. Revised Mitigation Measure BI-1-1: A qualified biologist should perform surveys
according to protocol (The California Burrowing Owl Consortium, 1993) prior to
commencing Project-related activities or the City can assume that all burrows along
the roads are occupied by burrowing owls and mitigate accordingly, A
preconstruction survey is also warranted if Project activities do not commence
within 30 days of completing protocol-level surveys. Results of the survey(s) shall
be prepared in a letter and given to the California Department of Fish and Game
(CDFG) for their review and approval prior to any Project-related activities.

2. Original Mitigation Measure BI-1-2: If burrowing owl or active burrow is found, the CDFG
1995 guidelines, “Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation,” shall be consulted and the City
shall select one of the following measures for implementation by a qualified biologist:;

a.
b.

Destroy vacant burrows prior to March 1 and/or after August 31

Redesign (reschedule) the roadway repaving project element temporarily or
permanently to avoid occupied burrows or nest sites until after the nesting/fledging
season (March 1 through August 31)

Delay the roadway repaving project until after the nesting/fledging season

Install artificial burrows in open space areas of the project site and wait for passive
relocation of the burrowing owl

Active relocation of the burrowing owl with conditions. The City shall fund relocation of
burrowing owl to unoccupied, suitable habitat that is permanently preserved (up to 6.5
acres per nesting pair) at a recognized burrowing owl mitigation bank.

2a. Revised Mitigation Measure BI-1-2: If burrowing owl occupancy is assumed or if
protocol-level surveys detect presence of burrowing owl, all of the following
mitigation measures should be implemented (DFG, 1995):
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a. Avoid active burrows by at least 250 feet during the nesting season (February 1
through August 31). Destroy burrows during the non-nesting season
(September 1 through January 31) after owls are passively relocated (see d.
bhelow).

b. Offset the loss of foraging and burrow habitat by acquiring and permanently
protecting an appropriate amount of land (consult with the Department) at a
location adjacent to occupied habitat and acceptable to the Department.

c. Offset destruction of occupied burrows by enhancing existing unsuitable
burrows or creating new artificial burrows at a ratio of 2:1 on the protected land
from b.

d. Passively relocate owls, if they must be moved. Allow one or more weeks fo
allow the owls to acclimate to alternative burrows.

e. Provide funding for long-term management and monitoring of the protected
land. The monitoring plan should include success criteria, remedial measures,
and an annual report to the Department.

Cultural Resources

Mitigation Measure CUL-1: The Project specifications shall state that if previously unidentified
and potentially significant archaeological resources (e.g., stone artifacts, dark ashy soils or burned
rocks, or old glass, metal, or ceramic artifacts) become apparent during ground disturbances, work
in that location shall be diverted and a qualified archaeologist shall be contacted immediately to
evaluate the nature and significance of the find.

Mitigation Measure CUL-2: Before construction-related earthmoving activities and excavation at
depths of 2 feet below the surface (into the Modesto Formation), the services of a qualified
Principal Paleontologist shall be retained and consulted.

Mitigation Measure CUL-3: Consistent with Federal and State law, if fossils are discovered
during excavation of the silo site, an approved Principal Paleontologist must be called to the site to
develop mitigation measures to protect those resources. Based on the information in the PIR
prepared for the Project, the Paleontologist shall determine when and where monitoring will be
required, and who will conduct it.

The Paleontologist shall coordinate with appropriate construction contractor personnel to provide
information regarding applicable requirements concerning protecting paleontological resources.
Contractor personnel, particularly heavy-equipment operators, shall also be briefed on procedures
to be followed in the event that fossil remains and a currently unrecorded fossil site are
encountered by earthmoving activities if a paleontological construction monitor is not on the site.
Additional briefing shall be presented to new contractor personnel as necessary. Names and
telephone numbers of the monitor and other appropriate mitigation program personnel shall be
provided to appropriate contractor personnel.
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When required, monitoring shall consist of visually inspecting freshly exposed cuts into the
Modesto Formation, and spoit piles for the discovery and recovery of larger fossil remains, and
periodically dry test screening to allow for the discovery and recovery of smalier fossil remains. If
larger vertebrate fossils are noted by construction workers or monitors, excavation there will cease,
and the monitor will be notified. The monitors will then notify the Principal Paleontologist.

The monitor and recovery staff will salvage all larger vertebrate fossil remains, as soon as
practicable and as quickly as possible, under the supervision of the Principal Paleontologist
following Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (1995) and State (Caltrans, 2007) guidelines. The
monitor shall document the location and proper geologic context of any recovered fossil
occurrence or rock or sediment samples. Any recovered rock or sediment sample from the
Modesto Formation shall be processed to allow for the recovery of smaller fossil remains that
normally are too small to be observed by the monitor. Pursuant to Society of Vertebrate
Paleontology (1995) standard measures, no more than 6,000 pounds (12,000 pounds total) of
sediment need be processed from the Modesto Formation.

If the Paleontologist or monitor determines that the fossil site is too unproductive or the fossil
remains not worthy of recovery by the monitor, no further action will be taken to preserve the fossil
site or remains, and earthmoving activities shall be allowed to proceed through the site
immediately.

All fossil specimens recovered from the Project site as a result of mitigation, including those
recovered as the resuit of processing rock or sediment samples, will be treated (i.e., prepared,
identified, curated, catalogued) in accordance with designated museum repository requirements.
Rock or sediment samples will be submitted to commercial laboratories for microfossil, pollen,
radiometric dating, or other analysis, as appropriate.

The monitor shall maintain daily monitoring logs that include the particular tasks accomplished, the
earthmoving activity monitored, the location where monitoring was conducted, the rock unit(s)
encountered, the fossil specimens recovered, and associated specimen data and corresponding
geologic and geographic site data. A final technical report of results and findings shall be prepared
by the Paleontologist in accordance with any City requirement and archived at a repository
mutually approved by the City and Paleontologist.

Mitigation Measure CUL-4: If human remains are uncovered, or in any other case when human
remains are discovered during construction, the Fresno County Coroner is to be notified to arrange
their proper treatment and disposition. If the remains are identified—on the basis of archaeological
context, age, cultural associations, or biological traits——as those of a Native American, California
Mealth and Safety Code 7050.5 and Public Resource Code 5097.98 require that the coroner notify
the NAHC within 24 hours of discovery. The NAHC will then identify the Most Likely Descendent
who will determine the manner in which the remains are treated.



