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FCSP AND DNCP PLAN AREAS
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DNCP SUBDISTRICTS
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Jane Addams Neighborhoods

Southwest Fresno Neighbohoods

Lowell Neighborhood

Jefferson Neighborhood
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South Van Ness Industrial District

Downtown District
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DDC REGULATING PLAN

KEY

S A

CC - Civic Center

CT - Chinatown

CA/SS/SYN - Cultural Arts
Stadium /South Van Ness

South

—

TC - Town Center
NC - Neighborhood Center
CG - Corridor General

NG - Neighborhood General

NGP - Neighborhood General Preservation
NGR - Neighborhood General Revitalization
NE - Neighborhood Edge

iqj SD-G1 - Special District General Industrial 1

SD-C2 - Special District Ceneral Industrial 2

Special District Downtown Hospital

(see FMC

L 7‘ OC - Open Conservation (see FMC 12-204)
IIl Existing School
e Shopfront Frontage Overlay

= mm= == Chandler Airport Overlay

Civic Building/ Open Space Overlay

7 Transition Overlay




DDC ZONE SUMMARY

1. City Center Zoning Districts 7 Corridor Zor

e.Cultural Arts/S. StadiumjS. Van Ness 3. Corridor General 5. Neighbor enen b Neighborhood General Preservatior] 2..5D - General Industrial 2

1. City Center Zoning Districts [

ZONING DISTRICT
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Development Potential

Development Potential by Land Use?

Quantity
Land Use DNCP (excl. FCSP) FCSP DNCP + FCSP
Residential (units) 3,697 6,293 9,990
Office (sf) 2,000,000 3,900,000 5,900,000
Retail (sf) 350,000 1,600,000 1,950,000
Industrial (sf) 2,900,000 150,000 3,050,000
Public Facilities (sf) 0 0 0
Agriculture (acres) 0 0 0
Open Conservation (acres) 33 31 64

Vacant Land (acres) 0 0 0



Development Potential

Residential Population Potential

Land Use DNCP (excl. FCSP) FCSP DNCP + FCSP

Existing Population (persons)® 66,344 3,877 70,221

New Population (persons)”’ 15,268 11,958 27225

Total Residential Population (persons) 81,612 15,834 97,446

Jobs Potential

Land Use DNCP (excl. FCSP) FCSP DNCP + FCSP
Office® 7275 14,180 21,455
Retail’ 875 4,000 4,875
Industrial® 3,660 190 3,850

Total 11,810 18,370 30,180
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1. Reconnect the Grid on Traditional Streets

4.5 THE OPTIONS

Option 1: Reconnect the Grid on Traditional Streets. This optior " s historic preservation standpoint, this opt
removes the original 1964 pede nall desigr
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2. Reconnect the Grid with Vignettes

4.5 THE OPTIONS (continued)

Option 2: Recornecnhecrdwthgneue: This option introduces & As discussed in the Fulton Mall Alternative Plan Ecanomic Impact
et " all, rast

View of Fulton Mall with selacted Eckbo faaturss preserved and restores
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3. Restoration and Completion

4.5 THE OPTIONS (continued)

Option 3: Restoration and Completion. This option keeps the Fulton
Street, Merced Street, M S 4 Ker

llusteative view of Fulton Mall with rehabilitated pavement, new lighting and new planting,

Merced Street
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Fulton Corridor Specific Plan,
Downtown Neighborhoods
Community Plan, and
Downtown Development Code
Program EIR Scoping Meeting



Meeting Objectives

» Provide a brief description of the proposed
Fulton Corridor Specific Plan (FCSP), proposed
Downtown Neighborhoods Community Plan
(DNCP), and proposed Downtown Development
Code (DDC)

» Provide an overview of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process

» Present the scope of the Program
Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

» Solicit written comments from stakeholders
about the scope of the Program EIR




CEQA Objectives

» Encourage informed decision-making by
disclosing environmental impacts of agency
decisions

» Increase stakeholder awareness of the
environmental review process

» Enhance public participation

» Promote coordination between public
agencies

» ldentify ways to minimize or avoid significant
impacts on the environment




CEQA Process

Initial Review

» The City of Fresno as lead agency
determines what type of CEQA document is
necessary, and which environmental topics
should be included in the CEQA document
to assess the potential impacts of the
proposed project

» It was determined by the City of Fresno that
a Program EIR would be the appropriate
CEQA document to assess the potential
environmental impacts of the proposed
FSCP, DNCP and DDC




CEQA Process
Notice of Preparation (NOP)

>

NOP is sent to local, regional, state, and federal (if
appropriate) agencies that should provide input on the
scope of the Program EIR to be prepared

NOP was published in the Fresno Bee and was mailed to
interested parties and non-governmental stakeholders

Comment period for the NOP is 30 days

Comments and suggestions received in response to the
NOP about the scope of environmental analysis related

to the proposed project are incorporated into the scope
of the Draft Program EIR, if appropriate




CEQA Process
Draft Program EIR

» Preparation of technical studies and reports
for inclusion in the EIR (historic resources,
traffic, utilities, etc.)

» Draft Program EIR is publically distributed

» Public and agency comment period on the
Draft Program EIR is 45 days




CEQA Process
Final Program EIR

» Written response to each individual comment
received during the public comment period of
the Draft Program EIR

» If necessary, supplemental analysis,
clarifications, and modifications to the Draft
Program EIR in response to comments
received are prepared




CEQA Process
Planning Commission and City Council

» City of Fresno Planning Commission reviews the
conclusions contained in the Final Program EIR and
makes a recommendation to the City Council

» Ultimately, the City Council decides whether or not
to certify the Program EIR and its findings

» An EIR must be certified by City Council action in
order to allow for a proposed project to move
forward

» EIR certification has to occur prior to adoption of
the DNCP, FCSP or DDC or any other project
assessed in the Program EIR



CEQA Process Recap

Initial Review

v

Notice of Preparation (NOP)

v

v

Draft Program EIR

Final Program EIR

v

Planning Commission Review of Final EIR

v

City Council Action on Final EIR

>




Scope

» Aesthetics
» Agricultural Reso
» AlIr

Quality/Greenhou

Gas Emissions
» Cultural Resources
» Geology/Soils

» Hazards & Hazardous
VEWAIELS

» Hydrology/Water
Quality




Sigh-In Sheet and Written
Comments

» Please be sure to sign our sign-in sheet for
this evening’s CEQA Scoping Meeting

» If you wish to submit a written comment in
response to the NOP and/or in regards to the
scope of the environmental analysis
contained in the Draft Program EIR, please
use one of our comment sheets




