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INTRODUCTION

The City of Fresno (City) determined that a program-level environmental impact report (EIR) was
required for the proposed West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan (Specific Plan) pursuant to the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The program-level analysis considers the broad environmental effects of the proposed Project as a
whole.

This EIR examines the planning, construction and operation of the Project. The program-level
approach, with some project-level analysis, is appropriate for the proposed Project because it
allows comprehensive consideration of the reasonably anticipated scope of the development plan;
however, as discussed above, not all design aspects of the future development phases are known
at this stage in the planning process. Subsequent individual development that requires further
discretionary approvals will be examined in light of this EIR to determine whether additional
environmental documentation must be prepared.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The following provides a brief summary and overview of the Project. Chapter 2.0 of this EIR
includes a detailed description of the Project, including maps and graphics. The reader is referred
to Chapter 2.0 for a more complete and thorough description of the components of the Project.

The West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan (also-known-as “Specific Plan”, “Plan Area”)
encompasses approximately 7,077 acres (or a little more than 11 square miles) in the City of
Fresno city limits and unincorporated Fresno County. The footprint of the Specific Plan is referred
to as the “Plan Area.” Of the eleven square miles within the Plan Area, 6.9 square miles are in the
city limits and 4.1 square miles are in the growth area. The growth area is land outside the city
limits but within the City’s Sphere of Influence (SOI) boundary, which is the adopted limit for
future growth.

The proposed Specific Plan will establish the land use planning and regulatory guidance, including
the land use and zoning designations and policies, for the approximately 7,077-acre Plan Area. The
Specific Plan will serve as a bridge between the Fresno General Plan and individual development
applications in the Plan Area.

The proposed Specific Plan refines the General Plan’s land use vision for the Plan Area. The draft
land use map proposes the relocation of higher density land uses away from the most western and
southwestern portions of the Plan Area where they are distant from public transit and community
amenities and transfers those higher density land use designations to major corridors. The West
Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan land use plan utilizes the City’s existing General Plan land use
designations to maintain or re-designate some parcels in the Plan Area. See Table 2.0-1 for a
summary of the existing and proposed land uses within the city limits, growth area, and Plan Area.
See Figure 2.0-6 for the proposed General Plan land use designations.
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ES EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The parcels that are currently within the County will not be rezoned. Instead, upon a proposal to
annex unincorporated land into the city limits, the City of Fresno would pre-zone the land to a
zone that is consistent with the General Plan land use. Once annexation occurs, the County zoning
would no longer apply to the parcel.

The Specific Plan land use plan that was recommended by the Steering Committee would allow for
the future development of up to 54,953 dwelling units (DU) (including 67 DU in the commercial
category, 47,072 DU in the residential category and 7,814 DU in the mixed use category), and
60,621,006 square feet (SF) of non-residential uses. The proposed land use plan also designates
public facility uses that are currently existing within the Plan Area, including schools and churches.
In the northern portion of the Plan Area, Fire Station No. 18 is temporarily located off of West
Bullard Avenue at 5938 North La Ventana Avenue. Fire Station 18 will be relocated to a permanent
location on the south side of the 6000 block of West Shaw Avenue to maximize the department’s
response time goal. Additionally, the proposed land use plan would allow for approximately 248
acres of park, open space, and ponding basin uses. The Specific Plan also includes circulation and
utility improvements, some of which are planned in the City’s current program for capital
improvements.

Refer to Chapter 2.0, Project Description, for a more complete description of the details of the
proposed Specific Plan.

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROJECT

Section 15126.6 of the CEQA Guidelines requires an EIR to describe a reasonable range of
alternatives to the project or to the location of the project which would reduce or avoid significant
impacts, and which could feasibly accomplish the basic objectives of the Specific Plan. The
alternatives analyzed in this EIR include the following four alternatives in addition to the Specific
Plan:

e No Project (Existing General Plan) Alternative;
e Additional Annexation Alternative;

e Regional Park Alternative;

e Lower Density Alternative.

A comparative analysis of the Project and each of the Project alternatives is provided in Table ES-1.
As shown in Table ES-1, the Lower Density Alternative is the environmentally superior alternative
because it results in the least adverse environmental impacts when compared to the proposed
project. The Lower Density Alternative would decrease or slightly decrease impacts to 13 of the 15
environmental issues. This is mostly due to the preservation of the existing farmland and rural
residential areas along the southern and western boundaries of the Plan Area, and the decrease in
development associated with the reduced densities. It is noted that none of the project
alternatives would fully eliminate any of the significant and unavoidable impacts that would occur
under the proposed Specific Plan; however, the significant and unavoidable impacts that would
result under the proposed Specific Plan would occur to a lesser extent under the Lower Density
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Alternative. The Regional Park Alternative is the next best alternative as it would decrease or
slightly decrease impacts to five of the 15 environmental issues.

COMMENTS RECEIVED

The Draft EIR addressed environmental impacts associated with the Project that are known to the
City, were raised during the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process, or raised during preparation of
the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR discussed potentially significant impacts associated with aesthetics,
agricultural resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural and tribal resources, geology and
soils, greenhouse gases and climate change, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and
water quality, land use, noise, population and housing, public services and recreation,
transportation and circulation, and utilities.

During the NOP process, several comments were received related to the analysis that should be
included in the Draft EIR. These comments are included as Appendix A of the Draft EIR, and were
considered during preparation of the Draft EIR.

The City received nine comment letters regarding the Draft EIR from public agencies and other
parties. These comment letters on the Draft EIR are identified in Table 2.0-1 of this Final EIR. The
comments received during the Draft EIR review processes are addressed within this Final EIR.
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INTRODUCTION 1.0

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) was prepared in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15132). The City of
Fresno (City) is the lead agency for the environmental review of the West Area Neighborhoods
Specific Plan (Specific Plan) and has the principal responsibility for approving the Project. This Final
EIR assesses the expected environmental impacts resulting from approval of the Project and
associated impacts from subsequent development and operation of the Project, as well as
responds to comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR).

1.1 PURPOSE AND INTENDED USES OF THE EIR
CEQA REQUIREMENTS FOR A FINAL EIR

This Final EIR for the Project has been prepared in accordance with the State CEQA Guidelines.
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15132 requires that a Final EIR consist of the following:

e the Draft EIR or a revision of the draft;

e comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR, either verbatim or in
summary;

e alist of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR;

e the responses of the lead agency to significant environmental concerns raised in the
review and consultation process; and

e any other information added by the lead agency.

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15132(a), the Draft EIR is incorporated by
reference into this Final EIR.

An EIR must disclose the expected environmental impacts, including impacts that cannot be
avoided, growth-inducing effects, impacts found not to be significant, and significant cumulative
impacts, as well as identify mitigation measures and alternatives to the Project that could reduce
or avoid its adverse environmental impacts. CEQA requires government agencies to consider and,
where feasible, minimize environmental impacts of proposed development, and an obligation to
balance a variety of public objectives, including economic, environmental, and social factors.

PURPOSE AND USE

The City, as the lead agency, has prepared this Final EIR to provide the public and responsible and
trustee agencies with an objective analysis of the potential environmental impacts resulting from
approval, construction, and operation of the Project. Responsible and trustee agencies that may
use the EIR are identified in Chapters 1.0 and 2.0 of the Draft EIR.

The environmental review process enables interested parties to evaluate the Project in terms of its
environmental consequences, to examine and recommend methods to eliminate or reduce
potential adverse impacts, and to consider a reasonable range of alternatives to the Project. While
CEQA requires that consideration be given to avoiding adverse environmental effects, the lead
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

agency must balance adverse environmental effects against other public objectives, including the
economic and social benefits of a project, in determining whether a project should be approved.

This EIR will be used as the primary environmental document to evaluate all aspects of
construction and operation of the Project. The details and operational characteristics of the
Project are identified in Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR (February 2022).

1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

The review and certification process for the EIR has involved, or will involve, the following general
procedural steps:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND INITIAL STUDY

The City circulated a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR for the proposed project on June 28,
2019 to responsible and trustee agencies, the State Clearinghouse, and the public. A public
scoping meeting was held on July 24, 2019 at 6:00 p.m., at the Glacier Point Middle School
Cafeteria in Fresno to present the project description to the public and interested agencies, and to
receive comments from the public and interested agencies regarding the scope of the
environmental analysis to be included in the Draft EIR. Concerns raised in response to the NOP
were considered during preparation of the Draft EIR. The NOP and responses to the NOP by
interested parties are presented in Appendix A of the Draft EIR.

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY AND DRAFT EIR

The City published a public Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIR on February 10, 2022
inviting comment from the general public, agencies, organizations, and other interested parties.
The NOA was filed with the State Clearinghouse (SCH # 2019069117) and the County Clerk, and
was published in a local newspaper pursuant to the public noticing requirements of CEQA. The
Draft EIR was available for public review and comment from February 10, 2022 through March 28,
2022.

The Draft EIR contains a description of the Project, description of the environmental setting,
identification of Project impacts, and mitigation measures for impacts found to be significant, as
well as an analysis of Project alternatives, identification of significant irreversible environmental
changes, growth-inducing impacts, and cumulative impacts. The Draft EIR identifies issues
determined to have no impact or a less-than-significant impact, and provides detailed analysis of
potentially significant and significant impacts. Comments received in response to the NOP were
considered in preparing the analysis in the Draft EIR.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS/FINAL EIR

The City received nine comment letters regarding the Draft EIR from public agencies. These
comment letters on the Draft EIR are identified in Table 2.0-1, and are found in Chapter 2.0 of this
Final EIR.
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In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15088, this Final EIR responds to the written
comments received on the Draft EIR, as required by CEQA. This Final EIR also contains minor edits
to the Draft EIR, which are included in Chapter 3.0, Revisions. This document, as well as the Draft
EIR as amended herein, constitute the Final EIR.

CERTIFICATION OF THE EIR/PROJECT CONSIDERATION

The Fresno Planning Commission and City Council will review and consider the Final EIR. If the City
Council finds that the Final EIR is "adequate and complete," the Council may certify the Final EIR in
accordance with CEQA and City environmental review procedures and codes. The rule of
adequacy generally holds that an EIR can be certified if:

1) The EIR shows a good faith effort at full disclosure of environmental information; and

2) The EIR provides sufficient analysis to allow decisions to be made regarding the proposed
project which intelligently take account of environmental consequences.

Upon review and consideration of the Final EIR, the City Council may take action to approve,
revise, or reject the Project. A decision to approve the Project, for which this EIR identifies
significant environmental effects, must be accompanied by written findings in accordance with
State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091 and 15093. A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program, as described below, would also be adopted in accordance with Public Resources Code
Section 21081.6(a) and CEQA Guidelines Section 15097 for mitigation measures that have been
incorporated into or imposed upon the project to reduce or avoid significant effects on the
environment. This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program has been designed to ensure
that these measures are carried out during Project implementation, in a manner that is consistent
with the EIR.

1.3 ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL EIR

This Final EIR has been prepared consistent with Section 15132 of the State CEQA Guidelines,
which identifies the content requirements for Final EIRs. This Final EIR is organized in the following
manner:

CHAPTER 1.0 — INTRODUCTION

Chapter 1.0 briefly describes the purpose of the environmental evaluation, identifies the lead,
agency, summarizes the process associated with preparation and certification of an EIR, and
identifies the content requirements and organization of the Final EIR.

CHAPTER 2.0 - COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES

Chapter 2.0 provides a list of commenters, copies of written and electronic comments made on
the Draft EIR (coded for reference), and responses to those written comments.

Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan 1.0-3



1.0 INTRODUCTION

CHAPTER 3.0 — REVISIONS

Chapter 3.0 consists of minor revisions to the Draft EIR in response to comments received on the
Draft EIR.

CHAPTER 4.0 - FINAL MMRP

Chapter 4.0 consists of a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). The MMRP is
presented in a tabular format that presents the impacts, mitigation measure, and responsibility,

timing, and verification of monitoring.

1.0-4 Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan



COMMENT ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES 2.0

2.1 INTRODUCTION

No new significant environmental impacts or issues, beyond those already covered in the Draft EIR for the
West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan (Specific Plan), were raised during the comment period.
Responses to comments received during the comment period do not involve any new significant impacts
or add “significant new information” that would require recirculation of the Draft EIR pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 states that: New information added to an EIR is not “significant” unless
the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a
substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect
(including a feasible project alternative) that the project’s proponents have declined to implement.

Sections 2.0 and 3.0 of this Final EIR include information that has been added to the EIR since the close of
the public review period in the form of responses to comments and revisions.

2.2 LIST OF COMMENTERS

Table 2.0-1 lists the comments on the Draft EIR that were submitted to the City of Fresno (City) during the
45-day public review period for the Draft EIR. The assigned comment letter or number, letter date, letter
author, and affiliation, if presented in the comment letter or if representing a public agency, are also listed.
Letters received are coded with letters (A, B, etc.).

TABLE 2.0-1 LiST OF COMMENTERS ON DRAFT EIR

RESPONSE INDIVIDUAL OR
LETTER SIGNATORY AFFILIATION DATE
A Gavin McCreary California Department of Toxic Substances Control 3-28-22
B David Padilla California Department of Transportation 3-18-22
C Carolina Ilic City of Fresno, Fresno Area Express 3-28-22
D Mario Reeves |County of Fresno, Department of Agriculture & Weights and Measures| 2-23-22
E Dave Randall County of Fresno, Department of Public Works and Planning 3-21-22
F Daniel Brannick Resident of Fresno 3-28-22
G Laurence Kimura Fresno Irrigation District 3-28-22
H Denise Wade Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District 3-30-22
I Brian Clements San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 3-24-22

2.3 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
REQUIREMENTS FOR RESPONDING TO COMMENTS ON A DRAFT EIR

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 requires that lead agencies evaluate and respond to all comments on the
Draft EIR that regard an environmental issue. The written response must address the significant
environmental issue raised and provide a detailed response, especially when specific comments or
suggestions (e.g., additional mitigation measures) are not accepted. In addition, the written response
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2.0 COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES

must be a good faith and reasoned analysis. However, lead agencies need only to respond to significant
environmental issues associated with the project and do not need to provide all the information requested
by the commenter, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15204).

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 recommends that commenters provide detailed comments that focus on
the sufficiency of the Draft EIR in identifying and analyzing the possible environmental impacts of the
project and ways to avoid or mitigate the significant effects of the project, and that commenters provide
evidence supporting their comments. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064, an effect shall not be
considered significant in the absence of substantial evidence.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 also recommends that revisions to the Draft EIR be noted as a revision in
the Draft EIR or as a separate section of the Final EIR. Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR identifies all revisions
to the West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan Draft EIR.

RESPONSES TO COMMENT LETTERS

Written comments on the Draft EIR are reproduced on the following pages, along with responses to those
comments. To assist in referencing comments and responses, the following coding system is used:

e Each letter is lettered or numbered (i.e., Letter A) and each comment within each letter is
numbered (i.e., comment A-1, comment A-2).
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2

?
a Department of Toxic Substances Control

Keradith Wiliame, PRUD.. Direchor

e BEOD Cal Canber Drive
r:m.-u-s:.-:;n,,:rm,-_ Sacrarmento, Califomes 85026 3200
barch 28, 2022

Mz Cesey Lauderdale

City af Fresmno

Planning and Déeveloprant Departmant
2600 Frasno Slreed, Room 3065
Frasno, Califarmia 523721

Cesay Lewderdala@@f resno.goy

DRAFT ENVIROMNMENTAL IMPACT REFPORT FOR WEST AREA NEIGHBORHOODS
SPECIFIC PLAN = DATED FEBRUARY 2022 (ETATE CLEARINGHOLUSE NUMBER
2079069117)

Dear s Lauderdale:

The Departmeant of Tosic Substances Control {DTSC) received & Oraft Environmaental
Impact Repor (EIR) for the West Arsa Neighbomoods Specific Plan (Projact],. The
Lead Agency is recsiving Bus nobce from OTSC because the Project smciudes one or
mare of the ioliowing groundbreaking aclivaies, wod in close proximdy o 8 roadway, A-1
wiork i preseros of $ite Buiklings Bl many redquing deml lan oF modficalons,
impatation of Backhll soil, and'or work on oF In close praximily 16 an agricusural or
formear agricutural sie

Additionally, tha EIR lists threa DTSC sites within Section 3 8, Hezards and Hazardous
Materials, that include West Shields Elementary School, Golden State Ranch Propsy,
and Parc WWest Developmant.  Tha Wiest Shislds Eementany School and Gaoldan State
Ranch Property are DTSC schood sites with staluses of Mo Further Action and Mo
Action Required, respectively.  ARer perloeming a revsw, DTS0 believes thal the

Parc Was! Developmen is not a DTSC site, but a Project far which DTS provided
sommants & the associaied EIR in e latar dated Awcgust 12, 2020, DTSC balievas that
thar Pare Wast Devalopment was arrornecusly Bsted n place of the Westlaks Proposed
430 Acre Dewvslopmeani (Westiake), which is discussed further into the Hazards and
Hazerdows Materials section of the Project's EIR.

A-2

Weallahe 2 a OTSE Sie with a tlerminsled Voluntary Cleanup Agreamsant (WVEA) and
remaing a polential concern, “Phase 1 Enviranmental Sile Assessmenl Update, A3

2.0-3

Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan



2.0 COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES

Ma. Casey Lavderdale
March 28, 2022
Fage 2

Froposed Westlake Village, Shields, Graniland, & Garfield Avenues, Fresno, California
S3T24" (Phase 1) prepared by Krazan & Aseociates, Inc., and daeted

December 13, 2011, listed ate development issues that included an approamately
10,000-gallon diesel fuel aboveground storage fank (AST), a liguid feillzer AST, and Eant'd
twe emply fertilizer A5Ts, DTSC recommends that any parties interested in developing
the Westiake propery enter 8 VOA with DTSC in order fo assure that any cortaminants
of potential concenm are ddiessed,

DTSC recommends that the following issues be evaluabed n the Hazards and
Hezardous Materials section of the EIR:

A3

1. The EIR should acknowledge the potential for historic or future activities on or
near the propct site to result in the release of hazardous wesiesisubstances on
the project site, In instances in which releasas have ocourred oF May socur, A
hurther ludies shauld be carmied oul 1o delineate the nature and exlent of the
conlamination, and the patential threat fo public health andior the environment
shauld be evaluated. The EIR should alsn identily the mechanism(s) {0 inilale
any reguired invastgation andfer remadation and the govemment agency who
will ba responsible for provading aporopriate reguiatory oversight.

2 Refiners in the United States stared adding lead campounds i gesaline in the
19208 in ardes bo boost octane levels and improve engine performance.
This practice did nol oMicialy end unll 19532 when lead was banned a5 & fuel
additive in California. Tailpipe emissions fiom aulomobiles using leaded gasaline
conlained lead and resulled in aerially deposited lead (ADL) being depasited in
and along roadways throughout the state, ADL-contaminated soils still axist f-h
along roadsides and medians and can also be found undemeaath some existing
road surfaces due to past construction aclivities. Due to the potential for
ADL-contaminated =oil OTSC, recommends collecting soll samples far lead
analysia prior o performing any mirusive ectivities for the project described in
tive EIR,

3. W buildings ar other structures are to ba demalished on any project sikes included
in the proposed project, surveys should be condiscted for the presence of
lead-tased paints or products, mercury, asbesios contaiming materials, and
palychicrinatad biphenyl cauwlk. Remowal, demoliton and disposal of any of the
above-mentioned chemicals showld be conducted in compliance with Califomia
environmental reguiations and pobiclies, In additicn, sampling near curent andior A-B
fermer bulldings should be conducied In acoordance with DTSC s 2008

2.0-4 Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan
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2.0

Ma. Casey Lavderdale
March 28, 2022
Fage 3

4. Ifany projacts initated as part of the proposed project reguire the imporation of
&oil to backfil any excavated areas, proper sampling should 2 conducted to

ensure that the impored soll is free of contamination. DTSC recommends the AT
imported matenals be characterized according to DTSCs 2001 informadion
Advizony Clesn Impamad Sl Materal,
5. Any sites included as part of the propesed project that have been used Tor
agricullural, weed abaternent of related activities, proper investigation for
organachlorinated peslicides should be dscissed in the EIR, DTSC P
recommends the current and former agricufiural lands b2 evaluated in ;
accordance with OTSC's 2008 (nferm Guidance for Samoling Agriculteral
Properties (Thirg Rewslon)
DTSC appreciates the opponunidy ts comment on the EIR, Should you need anmy
assislance with an environmenlal investigation, please visil DTSC's Site Milkalion and
Eesloralion Program page o apply for kad agency oversighl, Addifional infsrmalion
regarding volunlary agreements with DTSC can be found atl DTSC's Brovmdield wabsite, AD
It you have any guestions, please contact e at (916) 255-3710 or wia email at
Cavin MeCreanfidter. ca gov.
Sincerely,
Joie Wty
Gavin McCreary
Project Manager
Site Evaluation and Remedation Unit
Site Malgation and Restoration Program
Depariment of Toxic Substances Control
cel (v emall)
Governor's Cffice of Planning and Ressarnch
State Clearinghouse
State Clearinghousefons o
e, Chave Kersazis
CHfice of Planning & Envirgnmantal Analysis
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Dave Kereazisidtse ca ooy
Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan 2.0-5
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Response to Letter A: California Department of Toxic Substances Control

Response A-1:

Response A-2:

This comment summarizes why the California Department of Toxic Substances Control’s
(DTSC's) was notified about the proposed West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan by the
Lead Agency. This comment serves as an introduction to the comment letter. No further
response is necessary.

This commenter summarizes the three DTSC sites discussed in Section 3.8, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, of the Draft EIR. The commenter also states the following: “After
performing a review, DTSC believes that the Parc West Development is not a DTSC site,
but a Project for which DTSC provided comments on the associated EIR in a letter dated
August 12, 2020. DTSC believes that the Parc West Development was erroneously listed
in place of the Westlake Proposed 430 Acre Development (Westlake), which is discussed
further into the Hazards and Hazardous Materials section of the Project’s EIR.”

As discussed on page 3.8-5 of Section 3.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the Parc
West Development site is located at the intersection of Shields, Grantland, Garfield, and
Gettysburg avenues. The cleanup status is currently inactive. Past uses that caused
contamination included agricultural — orchard and agricultural — row crop uses. Potential
contaminants of concern are under investigation, and the potential materials affected are
soils. The Parc West Development site was previously known as the Westlake Proposed
430 Acre Development (Westlake). A Draft EIR was completed for the Parc West
Development Project in June 2020.?

For consistency and as a result of this comment, references to this site that appear Section
3.8 the Draft EIR have been revised to reference the current name (Parc West
Development site) and the original name shown in Envirostor (Westlake Proposed 430
Acre Development). See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revisions, which are
reproduced below:

The following changes were made to pages 3.8-4 and 3.8-5 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

The California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) maintains the Envirostor
Data Management System, which provides information on hazardous waste facilities
(both permitted and corrective action) as well as any available site cleanup information.
There are feur-three sites listed in the database within the Plan Area:

e  West Shields Elementary School: This site is located at 4108 Shields Avenue, and is a
part of the DTSC — Site Cleanup Program. The cleanup status is active as of 1/4/2017.
A Phase 1 assessment was completed on this site on January 4, 2017. Past uses that
caused contamination are not specified. The Potential materials (e.g. soil, water, etc.)
affected were also not specified.

! See: https://www.fresno.gov/darm/wp-
content/uploads/sites/10/2020/06/ParcWestPublicReviewDraftEIR63020.pdf
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e Golden State Ranch Property: This site is located at Ashlan Avenue and Grantland
Avenue, and the DTSC is the oversight agency for this site. The cleanup status is active
as of 2/27/2002. Past uses that caused contamination include agricultural — row
crops. No contaminants were found at this site.

e Parc West Development_(previously known as the Westlake Proposed 430 Acre
Development): This site is located at the intersection of Shields, Grantland, Garfield,
and Gettysburg avenues. The cleanup status is currently inactive. Past uses that

caused contamination included agricultural — orchard and agricultural — row crop
uses. Potential contaminants of concern are under investigation, and the potential
materials affected are soils.

The following changes was-were made to pages 3.8-7 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

TABLE 3.8-2: GEOTRACKER KNOWN HAZARDOUS MIATERIAL RELEASE SITES WITHIN THE PLAN AREA

SITE NAME TypE STATUS ADDRESS
7-Eleven #24180 LUST Cleanup Site Completed 4246 West Ashlan Avenue
AT&T California — SBR29 Permitted UST - 4309 North Polk Avenue
Chevron #9-9093 LUST Cleanup Site Completed 3996 Parkway Drive North
Di Redo Dry Yard LUST Cleanup Site Completed 6150 Shaw Avenue West
EZ Trip LUST Cleanup Site Completed 6639 Parkway Drive North
Former Sieberts’ Oil Company LUST Cleanup Site Completed 2837 North Parkway Drive
Fresno Gas & Liquor Permitted UST - 3110 West Shields Avenue
Golden State Ranch Property School Investigation ':Z(:?uﬁ?:; Ashlan A\/Aezvneunelffrantland
Johnny Quik #175 Permitted UST -- 4395 West Ashlan Avenue
Jura Farms, Inc. LUST Cleanup Site Completed 5545 Dakota West
Moore Truck Lines LUST Cleanup Site Completed 3693 Parkway North
Parkway Mini-Mart Permitted UST -
Proposed Constance-Sierra School Investigation No Fu.rther Northeast (;orner of Constance
Elementary School Action and Sierra Avenues
Quick ‘N” E-Z #19 Permitted UST -
Siebert’s Oil Company LUST Cleanup Site Completed 2837 Parkway Drive North
Shop N Go, #607 Permitted UST - 4245 West Ashlan
Sugahara Farm LUST Cleanup Site Completed 4108 Shields Avenue West
Vallee Food Store LUST Cleanup Site Completed 2414 Marks North
Parc West Development
(previously known as the Voluntary Cleanup Inactive Boundef:i by Shields, Grantland,
Westlake Proposed 430 Acre Garfield, and Gettysburg
Development)
West Shields Elementary School School Investigation Active 4108 Shields Avenue

SOURCE: STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD GEOTRACKER (2019).
NOTE: -- = NOT SPECIFIED WITHIN THE GEOTRACKER DATABASE.

The following change was made to pages 3.8-8 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

The Inactive Parc West Development (previously known as the Westlake Proposed 430
Acre Development) site is a voluntary (inactive) cleanup site. The DTSC is the lead agency
for the site. A Preliminary Endangerment Assessment was planned for this former
agricultural property. The site is proposed as a Planned Residential Community. The DTSC
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had a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement with the applicant for the Planned Residential
Community. Potential media affected includes soils. Potential contaminants of concern
are under investigation. Should the site be developed in the future, future cleanup
activities would be required prior to development on this site, as applicable.

The following change was made to pages 3.8-22 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

Like most agricultural and farming operations in the Central Valley, agricultural practices
in the area have used agricultural chemicals including pesticides and herbicides as a
standard practice. Residual concentrations of pesticides may be present in soil as a result
of historic agricultural application and storage. Continuous spraying of crops over many
years can potentially result in a residual buildup of pesticides in farm soils. Of highest
concern relative to agrichemicals are chemicals such as chlorinated herbicides,
organophosphate pesticides, and organochlorine pesticides, such as Mecoprop (MCPP),
Dinoseb, chlordane, dichloro-diphenyltrichloroethane (DDT), and dichloro-diphenyl-
dichloroethylene (DDE). Other chemicals may also be present due to other built-up uses.
As described in the Environmental Setting, there is a historical record of soil
contamination at the Proposed Constance-Sierra Elementary School site, the Parc West
Development (previously known as the Westlake Proposed 430 Acre Development), and
the West Shields Elementary School site, each of which are at differing levels of cleanup
status. Therefore, there is the potential for other sites to have experienced contamination
or have a history of hazardous materials being used as part of previous or current
operations. Implementation of the Specific Plan could involve the transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials associated with future construction and/or remediation
activities. The transport of hazardous materials and any potential remediation activities
would be subject to existing federal, State, and local regulations. Additionally, the
proposed project would also be required to implement Mitigation Measures 3.8-1
through 3.8-10, which provide requirements for any ground disturbance activities within
50 feet of a well; require Phase | and Phase Il site assessments, and other remediation
activities including surveys and assessments, cleanup plans, programs, and activities, as
applicable; and requires actions to ensure that developing a property within the Plan Area
does not present an unacceptable risk to human health, if applicable, through the use of
an Environmental Site Management Plan (ESMP). Therefore, the potential for existing or
new hazards within the Plan Area or generated by the proposed project is limited.
Additional requirements include those related to evaluation of potential asbestos and
lead prior to planned renovation or demolition of residential and/or commercial
structures in the Plan Area, and soil sampling for hazardous materials. Implementation of
Mitigation Measures 3.8-1 through 3.8-10 would reduce potential impacts that could
occur due to the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or through the
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment associated with construction activities within the Plan
area to a less than significant level.

Response A-3: This commenter summarizes the Westlake Proposed 430 Acre Development site location

and notes that a Phase 1 prepared for the site listed site development issues that included
an approximately 10,000-gallon diesel fuel aboveground storage tank (AST), a liquid
fertilizer AST, and two empty fertilizer ASTs. Additionally, the commenter recommends
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Response A-4:

that any parties interested in developing the Westlake property enter a VCA with DTSCin
order to assure that any contaminants of potential concern are addressed.

As noted in Response A-2, the Parc West Development site was previously known as the
Westlake Proposed 430 Acre Development (Westlake). A Draft EIR was completed for the
Parc West Development Project in June 2020. The Draft EIR for the Parc West
Development Project includes Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-3 which address
potential hazardous materials impacts. Additionally, Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR for the
proposed West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan includes Mitigation Measures 3.8-1
through 3.8-10 which address potential hazardous materials impacts. Any parties
interested in developing the Westlake property will enter a VCA with DTSC in order to
assure that any contaminants of potential concern are addressed.

This commenter states that the EIR should acknowledge the potential for historic or
future activities on or near the project site to result in the release of hazardous
wastes/substances on the project site. The commenter also states that, in instances in
which releases have occurred or may occur, further studies should be carried out to
delineate the nature and extent of the contamination, and the potential threat to public
health and/or the environment should be evaluated. The commenter concludes by stating
that the EIR should also identify the mechanism(s) to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation and the government agency who will be responsible for providing
appropriate regulatory oversight.

Impacts associated with the potential to create a significant hazard through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or through the reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment are discussed on pages 3.8-21 through 3.8-26. As discussed, construction
activities would occur in phases through the implementation of the Specific Plan.
Construction equipment and materials would likely require the use of petroleum-based
products (oil, gasoline, diesel fuel), and a variety of chemicals including paints, cleaners,
and solvents. The use of these materials at a construction site will pose a reasonable risk
of release into the environment if not properly handled, stored, and transported.
Additionally, properties within the Plan Area may have residual soil (and potentially
groundwater) contamination that may require remediation. Also, potentially hazardous
building materials (e.g., asbestos containing materials, lead-based paint, etc.) could be
encountered during demolition of existing structures to accommodate new development.
Further, there is the potential for other sites to have experienced contamination or have
a history of hazardous materials being used as part of previous or current operations.
Lastly, with respect to operations, facilities that store, use or handle hazardous materials
above reportable amounts are required to prepare and file a Hazardous Materials
Business Plan (Business Plan) for the safe storage and use of chemicals.

The Draft EIR includes Mitigation Measure 3.8-1 thorough 3.8-10 to address these
potential impacts:
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Mitigation Measure 3.8-1: Prior to bringing hazardous materials onsite, the applicant
shall submit a Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) to Fresno County Environmental
Health Division (CUPA) for review and approval. If during the construction process the
applicant or their subcontractors generates hazardous waste, the applicant must register
with the CUPA as a generator of hazardous waste, obtain an EPA ID# and accumulate,
ship and dispose of the hazardous waste per Health and Safety Code Ch. 6.5. (California
Hazardous Waste Control Law).

Mitigation Measure 3.8-2: Prior to initiation of any ground disturbance activities within
50 feet of a well, the applicant shall hire a licensed well contractor to obtain a well
abandonment permit from Fresno County Environmental Health Department, and
properly abandon the on-site wells, pursuant to review and approval of the City Engineer
and the Fresno County Environmental Health Department.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-3: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the property owners
and/or developers of properties shall ensure that a Phase | ESA (performed in accordance
with the current ASTM Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment Process [E 1527]) shall be conducted for each individual
property prior to development or redevelopment to ascertain the presence or absence of
Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs), Historical Recognized Environmental
Condition (HRECs), and Potential Environmental Concerns (PECs) relevant to the property
under consideration. The findings and conclusions of the Phase | ESA shall become the
basis for potential recommendations for follow-up investigation, if found to be warranted.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-4: In the event that the findings and conclusions of the Phase |
ESA for a property result in evidence of RECs, HRECs and/or PECs warranting further
investigation, the property owners and/or developers of properties shall ensure that a
Phase Il ESA shall be conducted to determine the presence or absence of a significant
impact to the subject site from hazardous materials.

The Phase Il ESA may include but may not be limited to the following: (1) Collection and
laboratory analysis of soils and/or groundwater samples to ascertain the presence or
absence of significant concentrations of constituents of concern; (2) Collection and
laboratory analysis of soil vapors and/or indoor air to ascertain the presence or absence
of significant concentrations of volatile constituents of concern; and/or (3) Geophysical
surveys to ascertain the presence or absence of subsurface features of concern such as
USTs, drywells, drains, plumbing, and septic systems. The findings and conclusions of the
Phase Il ESA shall become the basis for potential recommendations for follow-up
investigation, site characterization, and/or remedial activities, if found to be warranted.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-5: In the event the findings and conclusions of the Phase Il ESA
reveal the presence of significant concentrations of hazardous materials warranting
further investigation, the property owners and/or developers of properties shall ensure
that site characterization shall be conducted in the form of additional Phase Il ESAs in
order to characterize the source and maximum extent of impacts from constituents of
concern. The findings and conclusions of the site characterization shall become the basis
for formation of a remedial action plan and/or risk assessment.
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Mitigation Measure 3.8-6: If the findings and conclusions of the Phase Il ESA(s), site
characterization and/or risk assessment demonstrate the presence of concentrations of
hazardous materials exceeding regulatory threshold levels, prior to the issuance of a
grading permit, property owners and/or developers of properties shall complete site
remediation and potential risk assessment with oversight from the applicable regulatory
agency including, but not limited to, the CalEPA Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC) or Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and Fresno County
Environmental Health Division (FCEHD). Potential remediation could include the removal
or treatment of water and/or soil. If removal occurs, hazardous materials shall be
transported and disposed at a hazardous materials permitted facility.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-7: Prior to the issuance of a building permit for an individual
property within the Plan Area with residual environmental contamination, the agency with
primary regulatory oversight of environmental conditions at such property ("Oversight
Agency") shall have determined that the proposed land use for that property, including
proposed development features and design, does not present an unacceptable risk to
human health, if applicable, through the use of an Environmental Site Management Plan
(ESMP) that could include institutional controls, site-specific mitigation measures, a risk
management plan, and deed restrictions based upon applicable risk-based cleanup
standards. Remedial action plans, risk management plans and health and safety plans
shall be required as determined by the Oversight Agency for a given property under
applicable environmental laws, if not already completed, to prevent an unacceptable risk
to human health, including workers during and after construction, from exposure to
residual contamination in soil and groundwater in connection with remediation and site
development activities and the proposed land use.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-8: For those sites with potential residual volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) in soil, soil gas, or groundwater that are planned for redevelopment
with an overlying occupied building, a vapor intrusion assessment shall be performed by
a licensed environmental professional. If the results of the vapor intrusion assessment
indicate the potential for significant vapor intrusion into the proposed building, the project
design shall include vapor controls or source removal, as appropriate, in accordance with
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC) or the Fresno County Environmental Health Division (FCEHD) requirements.
Soil vapor mitigations or controls could include passive venting and/or active venting. The
vapor intrusion assessment as associated vapor controls or source removal can be
incorporated into the ESMP.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-9: In the event of planned renovation or demolition of residential
and/or commercial structures on the subject site, prior to the issuance of demolition
permits, asbestos and lead based paint (LBP) surveys shall be conducted in order to
determine the presence or absence of asbestos-containing materials (ACM) and/or LBP.
Removal of friable ACM, and non-friable ACMs that have the potential to become friable,
during demolition and/or renovation shall conform to the standards set forth by the
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs).

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SIVAPCD) is the responsible agency
on the local level to enforce the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAPs) and shall be notified by the property owners and/or developers of properties
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(or their designee(s)) prior to any demolition and/or renovation activities. If asbestos-
containing materials are left in place, an Operations and Maintenance Program (O&M
Program) shall be developed for the management of asbestos containing materials.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-10: Prior to the import of a soil to a particular property within the
Plan Area as part of that property’s site development, such soils shall be sampled for toxic
or hazardous materials to determine if concentrations exceed applicable Environmental
Screening Levels for the proposed land use at such a property, in accordance with Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC) or the Fresno County Environmental Health Division (FCEHD) requirements.

Response A-5: This commenter states that aerially deposited lead (ADL)-contaminated soils still exist

along roadsides and medians and can also be found underneath some existing road
surfaces due to past construction activities. Due to the potential for ADL-contaminated
soil DTSC, recommends collecting soil samples for lead analysis prior to performing any
intrusive activities for the project described in the EIR.

As discussed in Response A-4, impacts associated with the potential to create a significant
hazard through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or through
the reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment are discussed on pages 3.8-21 through 3.8-26.
As discussed, the proposed project would also be required to implement Mitigation
Measures 3.8-1 through 3.8-10, which provide requirements for any ground disturbance
activities within 50 feet of a well; require Phase | and Phase Il site assessments, and other
remediation activities including surveys and assessments, cleanup plans, programs, and
activities, as applicable; and requires actions to ensure that developing a property within
the Plan Area does not present an unacceptable risk to human health, if applicable,
through the use of an Environmental Site Management Plan (ESMP).

Soil sampling will occur, if warranted by the Phase | ESA. The two most pertinent Draft EIR
mitigation measures regarding this comment are included below:

Mitigation Measure 3.8-3: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the property owners
and/or developers of properties shall ensure that a Phase | ESA (performed in accordance
with the current ASTM Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment Process [E 1527]) shall be conducted for each individual
property prior to development or redevelopment to ascertain the presence or absence of
Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs), Historical Recognized Environmental
Condition (HRECs), and Potential Environmental Concerns (PECs) relevant to the property
under consideration. The findings and conclusions of the Phase | ESA shall become the
basis for potential recommendations for follow-up investigation, if found to be warranted.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-4: In the event that the findings and conclusions of the Phase |
ESA for a property result in evidence of RECs, HRECs and/or PECs warranting further
investigation, the property owners and/or developers of properties shall ensure that a
Phase Il ESA shall be conducted to determine the presence or absence of a significant
impact to the subject site from hazardous materials.
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The Phase Il ESA may include but may not be limited to the following: (1) Collection and
laboratory analysis of soils and/or groundwater samples to ascertain the presence or
absence of significant concentrations of constituents of concern; (2) Collection and
laboratory analysis of soil vapors and/or indoor air to ascertain the presence or absence
of significant concentrations of volatile constituents of concern; and/or (3) Geophysical
surveys to ascertain the presence or absence of subsurface features of concern such as
USTs, drywells, drains, plumbing, and septic systems. The findings and conclusions of the
Phase Il ESA shall become the basis for potential recommendations for follow-up
investigation, site characterization, and/or remedial activities, if found to be warranted.

Response A-6: This commenter states that if buildings or other structures are to be demolished on any
project sites included in the proposed project, surveys should be conducted for the
presence of lead-based paints or products, mercury, asbestos containing materials, and
polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. Mitigation Measure 3.8-9 on pages 3.8-25 and 3.8-26
requires surveys for lead-based paints and/or asbestos containing materials. This
measure has been revised to address this comment by adding lead-based products,
mercury, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the
revisions, which are reproduced below:

Mitigation Measure 3.8-9: In the event of planned renovation or demolition of residential
and/or commercial structures on the subject site, prior to the issuance of demolition
permits, asbestos, —and-lead based paint (LBP), lead based products, mercury, and
polychlorinated biphenyl caulk surveys shall be conducted in order to determine the
presence or absence of asbestos-containing materials (ACM),-andferLBP, mercury, and/or
polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. Removal of friable ACM, and non-friable ACMs that have
the potential to become friable, during demolition and/or renovation shall conform to the
standards set forth by the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAPs).

Response A-7: This commenter states that if any projects initiated as part of the proposed project
require the importation of soil to backfill any excavated areas, proper sampling should be
conducted to ensure that the imported soil is free of contamination.

Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR includes the following mitigation measure, which requires that
imported soil be sampled for toxic or hazardous materials to determine if concentrations
exceed applicable Environmental Screening Levels for the proposed land use at such a
property, in accordance with Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the DTSC
or the Fresno County Environmental Health Division (FCEHD) requirements.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-10: Prior to the import of a soil to a particular property within the
Plan Area as part of that property’s site development, such soils shall be sampled for toxic
or hazardous materials to determine if concentrations exceed applicable Environmental
Screening Levels for the proposed land use at such a property, in accordance with Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC) or the Fresno County Environmental Health Division (FCEHD) requirements.
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Response A-8: This commenter states any sites included as part of the proposed project that have been

used for agricultural, weed abatement or related activities, proper investigation for
organochlorinated pesticides should be discussed in the EIR.

As discussed on page 3.8-22 of Section 3.8, “Like most agricultural and farming operations
in the Central Valley, agricultural practices in the area have used agricultural chemicals
including pesticides and herbicides as a standard practice. Residual concentrations of
pesticides may be present in soil as a result of historic agricultural application and storage.
Continuous spraying of crops over many years can potentially result in a residual buildup
of pesticides in farm soils. Of highest concern relative to agrichemicals are chemicals such
as chlorinated herbicides, organophosphate pesticides, and organochlorine pesticides,
such as Mecoprop (MCPP), Dinoseb, chlordane, dichloro-diphenyltrichloroethane (DDT),
and dichloro-diphenyl-dichloroethylene (DDE). Other chemicals may also be present due
to other built-up uses. [...]

The transport of hazardous materials and any potential remediation activities would be
subject to existing federal, State, and local regulations. Additionally, the proposed project
would also be required to implement Mitigation Measures 3.8-1 through 3.8-10, which
provide requirements for any ground disturbance activities within 50 feet of a well;
require Phase | and Phase Il site assessments, and other remediation activities including
surveys and assessments, cleanup plans, programs, and activities, as applicable; and
requires actions to ensure that developing a property within the Plan Area does not
present an unacceptable risk to human health, if applicable, through the use of an
Environmental Site Management Plan (ESMP). Therefore, the potential for existing or new
hazards within the Plan Area or generated by the proposed project is limited. Additional
requirements include those related to evaluation of potential asbestos and lead prior to
planned renovation or demolition of residential and/or commercial structures in the Plan
Area, and soil sampling for hazardous materials. Implementation of Mitigation Measures
3.8-1 through 3.8-10 would reduce potential impacts that could occur due to the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials or through the reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment associated with construction activities within the Plan area to a less than
significant level.”

The relevant Mitigation Measures which pertain to proper investigation for
organochlorinated pesticides are included below:

Mitigation Measure 3.8-3: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the property owners
and/or developers of properties shall ensure that a Phase | ESA (performed in accordance
with the current ASTM Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment Process [E 1527]) shall be conducted for each individual
property prior to development or redevelopment to ascertain the presence or absence of
Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs), Historical Recognized Environmental
Condition (HRECs), and Potential Environmental Concerns (PECs) relevant to the property
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under consideration. The findings and conclusions of the Phase | ESA shall become the
basis for potential recommendations for follow-up investigation, if found to be warranted.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-4: In the event that the findings and conclusions of the Phase |
ESA for a property result in evidence of RECs, HRECs and/or PECs warranting further
investigation, the property owners and/or developers of properties shall ensure that a
Phase Il ESA shall be conducted to determine the presence or absence of a significant
impact to the subject site from hazardous materials.

The Phase Il ESA may include but may not be limited to the following: (1) Collection and
laboratory analysis of soils and/or groundwater samples to ascertain the presence or
absence of significant concentrations of constituents of concern; (2) Collection and
laboratory analysis of soil vapors and/or indoor air to ascertain the presence or absence
of significant concentrations of volatile constituents of concern; and/or (3) Geophysical
surveys to ascertain the presence or absence of subsurface features of concern such as
USTs, drywells, drains, plumbing, and septic systems. The findings and conclusions of the
Phase Il ESA shall become the basis for potential recommendations for follow-up
investigation, site characterization, and/or remedial activities, if found to be warranted.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-5: In the event the findings and conclusions of the Phase Il ESA
reveal the presence of significant concentrations of hazardous materials warranting
further investigation, the property owners and/or developers of properties shall ensure
that site characterization shall be conducted in the form of additional Phase Il ESAs in
order to characterize the source and maximum extent of impacts from constituents of
concern. The findings and conclusions of the site characterization shall become the basis
for formation of a remedial action plan and/or risk assessment.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-6: If the findings and conclusions of the Phase Il ESA(s), site
characterization and/or risk assessment demonstrate the presence of concentrations of
hazardous materials exceeding regulatory threshold levels, prior to the issuance of a
grading permit, property owners and/or developers of properties shall complete site
remediation and potential risk assessment with oversight from the applicable regulatory
agency including, but not limited to, the CalEPA Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC) or Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and Fresno County
Environmental Health Division (FCEHD). Potential remediation could include the removal
or treatment of water and/or soil. If removal occurs, hazardous materials shall be
transported and disposed at a hazardous materials permitted facility.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-7: Prior to the issuance of a building permit for an individual
property within the Plan Area with residual environmental contamination, the agency with
primary regulatory oversight of environmental conditions at such property ("Oversight
Agency") shall have determined that the proposed land use for that property, including
proposed development features and design, does not present an unacceptable risk to
human health, if applicable, through the use of an Environmental Site Management Plan
(ESMP) that could include institutional controls, site-specific mitigation measures, a risk
management plan, and deed restrictions based upon applicable risk-based cleanup
standards. Remedial action plans, risk management plans and health and safety plans
shall be required as determined by the Oversight Agency for a given property under
applicable environmental laws, if not already completed, to prevent an unacceptable risk
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to human health, including workers during and after construction, from exposure to
residual contamination in soil and groundwater in connection with remediation and site
development activities and the proposed land use.

Mitigation Measure 3.8-10: Prior to the import of a soil to a particular property within the
Plan Area as part of that property’s site development, such soils shall be sampled for toxic
or hazardous materials to determine if concentrations exceed applicable Environmental
Screening Levels for the proposed land use at such a property, in accordance with Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC) or the Fresno County Environmental Health Division (FCEHD) requirements.

Response A-9: This comment is noted. This comment serves as a conclusion to the letter and does not
warrant a response. No further response is necessary.
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sorutin by 'Woeast Clirdon Avenue. and bo the west by Grontlond and Sadlald Avenues. The Flon
o inchodey (e sautbwes) parhon of Highway Cily adpacant 1o Blale Baoie (5R) 9.

Cdiran: provides the Tollowing comments consistent wilh the Stofie's smor maobility goeals thod
iuppar avibran! scatormy and suslanonle comermunilies:

I. Calwan: onficipates the implementation ol this Specific Plan in itself oy rof substanficly
mcrame ransportation iypoct: o the Slote Higheeay Sestern. Howewer, subseguernd
individug! developments moy be found to howve fhis fvpe of impoct,

2. rdividual devaeloprant: should eddress the petenfic froffic sofety impocis te the State
Highvweary Syslem. ¥ projec! generaled hips couse subslorlial speed diferentiols belween
oft-ramp queawss ord the [BR) 9 reawoy mainene, mikgation may be nesded 1o address
the sefely impact IF project genarcted fips cowe gueuing to exceed intersection tumn
hane sforoge lengths, mitigalion moy be needed fo oddies fhe sabety Imoact.

A Trefhc safety miigeion oy include the adddicn of lurn lanes, lengthening the fum lane
fengiths, addng addfianal luredng lanes far storage capacilty, and Plesechion cantal
madificglions lo accommodale rning moverments,

4. Futuee developrient|y) should ako consider fraffic sclety impacts on the State Highway
Syslem due 1o new pedeshion and bicyoisd neads bosed on new ongins ar dedlinalicns
that intersect g Siofe Rowle, Addibonaly, multmedal conflct paints and change in Irgéfic
compodition jseeh as anoncreoe n beyelss of pedesiion, whene features such o
shiolclers ar sickew ek micty Aol siEl oo ane incanystent wilk laclity design) shoui i be
corsidengd,

Pty 01 sovka cosl il i Srowes e b b e Bwark T b A ol Do b S DR I e ot
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Comey Lavderdals, Planner- West Area Meighbomoods Specific Plan, Draft ER
Wicrch 18, 2022

Page 2

Futee daveloprment(s) should conduct o Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) shody for projects
thea mery subsianball induce Webicle Mies Travaled [adT]. Feadesibon and bleyole facililies
within he progsc] sie should be consdered in b sfudy. The praject propanents shauld
glse consider cocednaling with nearhy plonned bke nebworks for o larges oclive
trorsportation network. The City shoukd considar creating a YMT Mifigation impoct Fea to
Felp reduce polenlicl mpaciz on the Shate Highey oy Syslem.

For future residenficd development, Calfrans recommends praject proponents corsider
wiarking with the Ciky to convert a portion ol the planred resldentiol units o offordatble
Fouing il

The City should astobilizn policies for the Instalkation of Level 2 Electrks Yehiclke {EV) charging
lar srgle- and rmadti-damily resid=ntial urvls oz well o O Fodl Charging BV chongineg stalices
larretai, commercid, park and pubhbc Fociities.

Callrans recommenids the Projae] mplement mutlimodal shatedgies, sueh ai those Thal
onginate from Transit-onented develepment (TOHD), » on atiort to furtner reduce future
projects” fraific elxled mpocis.

A ciive Transporiolion Plans and Smar Growth elorts suppord the siobe's 2050 Climote
gods. Coffrons supports reducing VAT ongd GHIS emissions noways thal ncreame the
likedihcod people wil e and beralit rom a mutimoedal rorapartafion netwodk

It Egrty engagement with Calrans is highty requested for fulure projects that would impoct

starbe rght-ofoway.

v have any other guestions, please call or email Edgar Hernandez af {557) 7817454 or

Sineny,

David Padiiz, Branch Chief
Trorsportation Fronning - Morn

Pty 01 sk ol il e Sewnpedn o bon rebwasrk ol dimeis Ol Dok cfed DR T IS e oo
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Response to Letter B: California Department of Transportation

Response B-1:

Response B-2:

Response B-3:

Response B-4:

Response B-5:

The commenter correctly summarizes the location of the Plan Area, and the development
potential that could result from buildout of the Plan.

This comment serves as an introduction to the comment letter. See Responses B-2
through B-11.

The commenter states the following: “Caltrans anticipates the implementation of this
Specific Plan in itself may not substantially increase transportation impacts to the State
Highway System. However, subsequent individual developments may be found to have
this type of impact.”

This comment is acknowledged by the City. Impacts related to transportation are included
in Section 3.14, Transportation and Circulation, of the Draft EIR. All impacts were
determined to be less-than-significant or less-than-significant with mitigation. It is also
noted that subsequent individual development that requires further discretionary
approvals will be examined in light of this EIR to determine whether additional
environmental documentation must be prepared, including documentation regarding
potential transportation impacts to the State Highway System.

The commenter states the following: “Individual developments should address the
potential traffic safety impacts to the State Highway System. If project generated trips
cause substantial speed differentials between off-ramp queues and the (SR) 99 freeway
mainline, mitigation may be needed to address the safety impact. If project generated
trips cause queuing to exceed intersection turn lane storage lengths, mitigation may be
needed to address the safety impact.”

This comment is acknowledged by the City. As noted in Response B-2, impacts were
determined to be less-than-significant or less-than-significant with mitigation. It is also
noted that subsequent individual development that requires further discretionary
approvals will be examined in light of this EIR to determine whether additional
environmental documentation must be prepared, including documentation regarding
potential transportation impacts to the State Highway System, including safety.

The commenter states the following: “Traffic safety mitigation may include the addition
of turn lanes, lengthening the turn lane lengths, adding additional turning lanes for
storage capacity, and intersection control modifications to accommodate turning
movements.”

This comment is acknowledged by the City. See Response B-3.

The commenter states the following: “Future development(s) should also consider traffic
safety impacts on the State Highway System due to new pedestrian and bicyclist needs
based on new origins or destinations that intersect a State Route. Additionally,
multimodal conflict points and change in traffic composition (such as an increase in
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Response B-6:

Response B-7:

Response B-8:

bicyclists or pedestrians, where features such as shoulders or sidewalks may not exist or
are inconsistent with facility design) should also be considered.”

This comment is acknowledged by the City. See Response B-3. As noted in Impact 3.14-1
in Section 3.14, development associated with the proposed Plan would increase the
amount of multimodal transportation activity which would require the improvement and
expansion of the local transportation network in the Plan Area to serve the associated
travel demand. The Specific Plan has a strong emphasis on Complete Neighborhoods,
which is a tool to achieve environmental justice. Section 5.4 of the Specific Plan includes
a series of maps which show a reasonable walkshed from existing and planned schools;
bus stops; commercial uses; and existing and planned parks. Further, the Specific Plan
includes Policy IPR 1.12, which states: “IPR 1.12 Improve multimodal transportation
access across Highway 99 by a) completing the Veterans Boulevard interchange project
and the underpass at West Gettysburg Avenue, b) consider updating the ATP and General
Plan to include potential future multimodal crossings (such as an extension of Cornelia
Avenue either across Highway 99 or from Shaw to the future undercrossing at Gettysburg
Avenue), and c) update Golden State Avenue in the ATP and General Plan to have
enhanced bike facilities.”

Overall, implementation of the Specific Plan would not conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle,
and pedestrian facilities

The commenter states the following: “Future development(s) should conduct a Vehicle
Miles Traveled (VMT) study for projects that may substantially induce Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT). Pedestrian and bicycle facilities within the project site should be
considered in this study. The project proponents should also consider coordinating with
nearby planned bike networks for a larger active transportation network. The City should
consider creating a VMT Mitigation Impact Fee to help reduce potential impacts on the
State Highway System.”

This comment is acknowledged by the City. Subsequent individual development that
requires further discretionary approvals will be examined in light of this EIR to determine
whether additional environmental documentation must be prepared. This future
examination would include, as determined necessary by the City, a VMT analysis. It is also
noted that the City of Fresno is working on a VMT Mitigation Program.

The commenter states the following: “For future residential development, Caltrans
recommends project proponents consider working with the City to convert a portion of
the planned residential units to affordable housing units.”

While this comment does not specifically pertain to CEQA or the EIR for the West Area
Neighborhoods Specific Plan, this comment is acknowledged by the City.

The commenter states the following: “The City should establish policies for the
installation of Level 2 Electric Vehicle (EV) charging for single- and multi-family residential
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Response B-9:

units as well as DC Fast Charging EV charging stations for retail, commercial, park and
public facilities.”

While this comment does not specifically pertain to CEQA or the EIR for the West Area
Neighborhoods Specific Plan, this comment is acknowledged by the City.

As noted on page 3.7-27 of Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gases, Climate Change and Energy,
the City’s General Plan includes the following policies pertaining to EVs:

Policy RC-4-k: Electric Charging. Develop standards to facilitate electric charging
infrastructure in both new and existing public and private buildings, in order to
accommodate these vehicles as the technology becomes widespread.

Policy RC-8-j: Alternative Fuel Network. Support the development of a network
of integrated charging and alternate fuel station for both public and private
vehicles, and if feasible, open up municipal stations to the public as part of
network development.

It is also noted that the City’s GHG Plan Update provides a description of General Plan
policies that support a reduction in GHGs from all sources within the City’s ability to
control or influence. These strategies enhance the effectiveness of State strategies by
ensuring that the city is developed in ways that minimize emissions. In order to reach the
long-term reduction targets, the City would also need to implement local reduction
measures. These measures encourage VMT reductions through mixed use and infill
development, transportation demand management, development and penetration of
EVs, energy efficiency enhancement and conservation, water conservation, and increased
waste diversion and recycling strategies. Public education and outreach would play a
crucial role in educating stakeholders about the importance of implementing these
measures.

Analysis of GHG emissions and potential climate change impacts for new development is
required under CEQA. The GHG Plan Update provides strategies and guidelines for the
reduction of GHG emissions in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5. A GHG
Reduction Plan Consistency Checklist (Checklist) is presented in the Plan to provide a
streamlined review process for proposed new development projects that are subject to
discretionary review and trigger environmental review pursuant to CEQA. Individual
development that requires further discretionary approvals will be examined in light of this
EIR to determine whether additional environmental documentation must be prepared,
including documentation regarding VMT reductions.

The commenter states the following: “Caltrans recommends the Project implement
multimodal strategies, such as those that originate from Transit-oriented development
(TOD), in an effort to further reduce future projects’ traffic related impacts.”

A multimodal transportation system would be provided in conjunction with future
development of the Plan Area. The West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan seeks to
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Response B-10:

Response B-11:

Response B-12:

provide for the orderly and consistent development that promotes and establishes the
Plan Area as a complete neighborhood with enhanced transportation infrastructure,
development of core commercial centers, creation of additional parkland, and
development of a diverse housing stock. The Plan Area does not currently have needed
commercial amenities, causing residents to travel east of State Route 99 for retail
services. The Plan Area also lacks a complete roadway network and parkland.

The commenter states the following: “Active Transportation Plans and Smart Growth
efforts support the state’s 2050 Climate goals. Caltrans supports reducing VMT and GHG
emissions in ways that increase the likelihood people will use and benefit from a
multimodal transportation network.”

While this comment does not specifically pertain to CEQA or the EIR for the West Area
Neighborhoods Specific Plan, this comment is acknowledged by the City.

The commenter states the following: “Early engagement with Caltrans is highly requested
for future projects that would impact state right-of-way.”

This comment is acknowledged by the City. Future development projects in the Plan Area
would be reviewed by the City of Fresno, particularly those which have the potential to
impact State right-of-way. As noted on page 3.14-19 of Section 3.14, Transportation and
Circulation, of the Draft EIR, the future roadway improvements that would result with
implementation of the Specific Plan would be subject to review and future consideration
by the City of Fresno. An evaluation of the roadway alignments, intersection geometrics,
and traffic control features would be needed. Roadway improvements would be made in
accordance with the City’s Circulation Plan, roadway functional design guidelines, and
would have to meet design guidelines such as the accessibility requirements of Title 24
(California Building Code), ADA standards, California Manual of Uniform Traffic Control
Devices (MUTCD), and the Caltrans Roadway Design Manual.

This comment is noted. This comment serves as a conclusion to the letter and does not
warrant a response. No further response is necessary.
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ecarroll@denovoelanninﬂ.com

From: Carolina llic <Carolina.llic@fresno.gov>
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 3:00 PM

To: Casey Lauderdale

Ce: Jeff Long

Subject: Comments on WANSP Draft EIR

Hi Casey — We've read through the draft EIR for the West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan and have only a few minor,
non-substantive comments/corrections, as shown below. Thanks for the opportunity to review.

On page 3.14-5

& Replace “two” with “three”
e Remove text about new service in 2021
e Replace “Clinton” with “Shields”

G<1

€2
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Fresno Area Express (FAX)
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3.14  TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

Route 35 provides loced commuter and weekend sarsed with the route origimatrg o temrreanating in
U PLif AFEE 81 SRl B v Ermrad ity Aiiiud Gl o4 DR st did o oFf Freims ol 0 IRlaEsttio n
of Baimaont Svenue oyl Svenue, bn the Plan &rea, the rovte provides Fised stops oforg Brarsboy
Ed ClinTon Avenuel: Koy d@ibrations serd By [P moule indiads thie Ok, Talking Bask Liirary,
Pkl DM, aeed b Saeial Tacurly Offics

Route 39 provides local commuiber grad weshend service with t2e rovte priginasing or terminating
o1 Brawdey AveriaTisalds Adanus nlarsstion and Freiss Yazersite Intamatianil &F Teeminal,
Betwseen these two origin/destinations, Route ¥3 russ in a loop from Ointon Avesas Tars Seenoe
Ievfirawtey Bverns | TRiekd Averue in The Plas Ansg wheeit hat load doges, Key desBealong servei
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Response to Letter C: City of Fresno, Fresno Area Express

Response C-1:

Response C-2:

The commenter states the following: “We’ve read through the draft EIR for the West Area
Neighborhoods Specific Plan and have only a few minor, non-substantive
comments/corrections, as shown below. Thanks for the opportunity to review.”

This comment serves as an introduction to the comment letter. See Responses C-2
through C-4.

The commenter lists three minor, non-substantive comments/corrections to page 3.14-
5. These revisions have been made to Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of
this Final EIR for the revisions, which are reproduced below:

FAX operates twe-three routes that directly serve the Plan Area through curbside bus
stops;-with-additional-service-cominginto-the-Plan-Area-in2021. Bus service on these

routes is detailed in Table 3.14-1 with the routes near the Plan Area shown in Figure

3.14-3.
TABLE 3.14-1: BUS ROUTES SERVING THE PLAN AREA
ROUTE SERVING DAy TIMES FREQUENCY
Starting at Shaw and Brawley and serving Forestiere Week-| 6:00 |10:00 Every 30
12-35 Underground Gardens, Teague Elementary School, Inspiration| day AM PM minutes
Park, Central High School East, Tower District, DMV, Roeding | Week-| 7:00 | 7:30 Every 30
Park, Yosemite Middle School, and Social Security Office end AM PM minutes
Starting at Brawley Avenue/Shields Ave. and serving Hamilton| Week-| 5:30 |10:00 Every 30
39 K-8, Fresno High, Fresno City College, VA Medical Center, day AM PM minutes
McLane High, Alliant University, and Fresno Yosemite Week-| 7:30 | 7:00 Every 30
International Air Terminal primarily along Clinton Ave. end AM PM minutes
Week-| 5:45 | 9:30 E 45
Along Ashlan Avenue serving Central High School East, ee vgry
. ) . . day AM PM minutes
45 Cooper Middle School, Blackbeard’s Family Entertainment,
. Week-| 6:30 | 6:30 Every 45
Army Navy Reserve, and ARC Fresno Production Center .
end AM PM minutes

Response C-3:

SOURCE: FAX WEBSITE, WWW. FRESNO.GOV/FAX, ACCESSED MIARCH 11, 2021, KITTELSON & ASSOCIATES, INC., 2021.

Route 12 provides local commuter and weekend service with the route originating or
terminating at Shields Avenue/Brawley Avenue and San Jose Avenue/Marty Avenue
intersections. Between these two origin/destinations, the route has fixed stops as it runs
mostly along Brawley Avenue and Cornelia in the Plan Area, from €hnten-Shields Avenue
to Shaw Avenue. Key destinations served include Central High School, Inspiration Park,
and Forestriere Underground Gardens.

The commenter lists three minor, non-substantive comments/corrections to page 3.14-
6. These revisions have been made to Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of
this Final EIR for the revisions, which are reproduced below:

Route 35 provides local commuter and weekend served-service with the route originating
or terminating in the Plan Area at Shields Avenue/Brawley Avenue and on the east side
of Fresno at the intersection of Belmont Avenue/Clovis Avenue. In the Plan Area, the
route provides fixed stops along Brawley and Clinton Avenues, as well as Marks and Olive
Avenues. Key destinations served by the route include the DMV, Talking Book Library,
Post Office, and the Social Security Office.
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Route 39 provides local commuter and weekend service with the route originating or
terminating at Brawley Avenue/Shields Avenue intersection and Fresno Yosemite
International Air Terminal. Between these two origin/destinations, Route 39 runs in a loop
from Clinton Avenue/Marks Avenue to Brawley Avenue/Shields Avenue in the Plan Area
where it has fixed stops. Key destinations served include Fresno High School, Fresno City
College, Veteran’s Medical Center, ard—Alliant University, and the Fresno Yosemite
International Airport.

Response C-4: The commenter provides one minor, non-substantive comment/correction to Figure
3.14-3. This revision has been made to Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of
this Final EIR for the revision; the final version of this revised figure is reproduced below:
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Fram: Apeves, Maro 5. <MReseves @ fresnooountyca.g oy
Seni: Wednesday, Febmuany 33, J0EF 213 P

Tex: Chgey Lavderiyie

Suibject: Whesh Aned Meighboroods Spedfic Fan

External Emsail: Usn cautinn with inks and attachmants

Commenks fram he Fresno Counly Depestment Agriculure. February 23, 2022
Progesct THe: Wiest Srea Meighboreods Specfic Plan

Along the boundany of Eafeld Ava, Bhields Ave, Grantiand g, and Clindon &ye, and wihin tha beundarias of tha plan,
there are properiies which are exiting agnculiural opembons. Thare is absays the concern thad normad agnoubtural
praclice=s may afact residents, schools, commercial sites of Baine®s amployess. Traclor activly wil creale nojEe and
diget, while crape will have scheaduled pesticids Foabmants. Bath misl Be laken in o accaurd By the Gy of Fraens. There
shouid ba mo madism to high density Rousing along the stated barder or adjacant o agricubural oparations within the
boundaiias,

The Ciy of Fiesno shauld ackmowiledge the Freans Codinly "Right-lo-Faim™ cedinances 17 04 100 ard 17 72075,

The Frasna County “Right to Farm” crdinance 17.04.100 and 17, T207E shal ke prasanted o #w applcant o that
any necessany mikgation measures can b considared by any developer, resident, commencial sie, or facilby b minimizo
ary palental ducomfait of sk

Frasia County Raghlda-Farm Mobise "I 1 declared pelley of Fréana Counly 16 prassrog, pradact, s ansaiinega
dewekepment of its agricultural land and indwsines for the preduction of food and other nurrauluru.l products. H.ism of
proparty in o near agrculiural disticls showid b prepared to accepd the incomenioncies and

poimed Faom adiivities, Consistent with thie polcy, Cakfemia Gl Code 3682.5 [mghl-to-tam law) peovides Iha1 an
Ak el purdul &6 defined, raetained far camredcial uses shall nol Bacars & nussanse due b p changed sondition
in.a localfity after such agricuthural parsult has bean in oparation for thres yaars.”

Marlo Reowos | Acsistant Agriculural Commiscianes f5eakor
Caisty ol Freirn, Department af Agriculture B Weights ard Meosures
Direct: IEE-EII E{lf.l ISIIHI Main I}HiEE'-:EE-'EII E-II.I J‘S[EI

D ['.|1I:I:|:r. @:I-‘uru_ﬁgl.‘lnm
“Courage Is baing scared to death but saddling up anyway™
John Wayne
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Response to Letter D: County of Fresno, Department of Agriculture & Weights and

Measures

Response D-1: The commenter states the following: “Along the boundary of Garfield Ave, Shields Ave,

Grantland Ave, and Clinton Ave, and within the boundaries of the plan, there are
properties which are existing agricultural operations. There is always the concern that
normal agricultural practices may affect residents, schools, commercial sites or business
employees. Tractor activity will create noise and dust, while crops will have scheduled
pesticide treatments. Both must be taken in to account by the City of Fresno. There should
be no medium to high density housing along the stated border or adjacent to agricultural
operations within the boundaries.” The commenter also states that the City should
acknowledge the County Right to Farm ordinance (Sections 17.04.100 and 17.72.075).

The commenter summarizes the Right to Farm ordinance, and further states the
following: “The Fresno County “Right to Farm” ordinance 17.04.100 and 17.72.075 shall
be presented to the applicant so that any necessary mitigation measures can be
considered by any developer, resident, commercial site, or facility to minimize any
potential discomfort or risk.

Fresno County Right-to-Farm Notice: ‘It is the declared policy of Fresno County to
preserve, protect, and encourage development of its agricultural land and industries for
the production of food and other agricultural products. Residents of property in or near
agricultural districts should be prepared to accept the inconveniencies and discomfort
associated with normal farm activities. Consistent with this policy, California Civil Code
3482.5 (right-to-farm law) provides that an agricultural pursuit, as defined, maintained
for commercial uses shall not become a nuisance due to a changed condition in a locality
after such agricultural pursuit has been in operation for three years.””

This comment is noted. The County’s Right to Farm Ordinance is discussed on page 3.2-
13 of Section 3.2, Agricultural Resources, of the Draft EIR. As discussed, Fresno County’s
Right to Farm Ordinance is intended to reduce the occurrence of such conflicts between
nonagricultural and agricultural land uses between the County of Fresno and the City of
Fresno through requiring the transferor of any property in the County to provide a
disclosure statement describing that the County permits agricultural operations. Projects
outside of the Plan Area that are compliant with the County’s Right to Farm Ordinance
would include adequate measures to buffer project uses from adjacent agricultural uses
and would reduce adverse effects on neighboring agricultural uses.

In order to further address this comment, revisions were made to Section 3.2 of the Draft
EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revisions, which are reproduced below:
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LocAL

Fresno County Right to Farm Ordinance

The Fresno County “Right to Farm” Ordinance is discussed in Section 17.04.100 of the
County Code. This ordinance helps protect farming operations from interruptions due to
land use conflicts with adjacent properties. The intent of the ordinance is to allow farmers
to conduct normal farming operations (harvest crops, till soil, or spray crops) without
interference from nearby land owners. In essence, it allows farmers to conduct their
operations as needed.

Fresno County Right-to-Farm Notice states the following: ‘It is the declared policy of
Fresno County to preserve, protect, and encourage development of its agricultural land
and industries for the production of food and other agricultural products. Residents of
property in or near agricultural districts should be prepared to accept the inconveniencies
and discomfort associated with normal farm activities. Consistent with this policy,
California Civil Code 3482.5 (right-to-farm law) provides that an agricultural pursuit, as
defined, maintained for commercial uses shall not become a nuisance due to a changed
condition in a locality after such agricultural pursuit has been in operation for three years.
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County of Fresno

DEFARTMENT OF PLBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING
STEVEN E, WHITE, HRECT QR

March 21, 2022

Casay Lavderdals, Flannar

Planning and Developmert Department
City of Fresno

2600 Frasne Strest, Room 3085
Fresno, 0 E37.21

SUBJECT.  West Arpa Maighborhoods Spacific Plan
Dwar Cazoy Laudardale:

Thie Courily of Fresna apprecisdes the opportuniy to review and commaent on the subjact project
being reviewed by the City of Fresna, Stalfs understanding is thal the proposal is of the West
Area Meighbarboods Bpecific Plan land use plan utlizes tha City's existing Genaral Plan [and
UEE dasigratans ta maimen or re-designate soms parcels in the Plan Area, The Plan Anga s
located generally west of Highway 8, north of Clinton Avenue, aast of Garield Avenue, and
saudh of the San Joaguin River

| arm prewiding the foliowing comments provided by cur Cownty of Fresna divisions, es It relates
to proposad project West Area Nelghberhoads Specific Plan
E-1

Enuironmental Healih:

The Frasne County Dapariment of Public Health, Environmental Heah Division has reviewed
thee Diraft EIR far the presosed praject and cancurs with the information confaned therein, This
Depariment woukd sppreciate the appariumly o review the final EIR and reguesls indusicn in s
rauting. [Elesiromic prefermad)

If you hawe any questions reganding the infarmatian deseribed in Bis lelber, please conlac me at
DRandalif@FresnoeCauntyCA, goy or (BE5S) G00-40462

e W

Dave Randal, Senler Planner
Dwavalopment Sarvices and Capltal Projecls Diveson

DF s
L H B e L Sl LRSS FHOUNI T e gh TR D m o Peprofin dmy Lechoorasdt Sacote Peelel: W Arm bgraorooe Bwcie Fan o

LESLODKE NT SEHWICES AND CAFTTAL PRACUECTS DIVEEDN
2230 Teliiia Stiwnt, Sadh Flosr ) Prsang, Callomis BIP2E 7 Proae [B50 BR-4437 {60002 7 | G20-4540 ) FAK 00040200
The Goengy of Fraana is an Emial Empieymanl Qpporhuinty Emplser
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Response to Letter E: County of Fresno, Department of Public Works and
Planning

Response E-1: The commenter provides introductory statements regarding the Project understanding
and location. The commenter also states that, “The Fresno County Department of Public
Health, Environmental Health Division has reviewed the Draft EIR for the proposed
project and concurs with the information contained herein. This Department would
appreciate the opportunity to review the final EIR and requests inclusion in its routing.
(Electronic preferred).”

This comment is noted. The City of Fresno has added the Fresno County Department of
Public Health, Environmental Health Division to the notification list for this Project; as
such, the Final EIR will be routed to the Fresno County Department of Public Health,
Environmental Health Division.
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March 28, 2022

Casey Lauderdale

City of Fresno

Planning and Development Department
2600 Fresnho Street, Room 3065

Fresno, CA 93721

Subject: West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan — Draft EIR Comments

Hi Casey, thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft EIR for the West Area
Neighborhoods Specific Plan (referred to as “WANSP” hereafter). After reviewing the Draft EIR, | wanted
to propose are few revisions to the mitigation measures that have been included to address impacts
related to Agricultural Resources and Public Services and Recreation. The proposed revisions and the
rationale behind them are presented below.

Agricultural Resources:

The Draft EIR indicates that adoption of the WANSP would result in significant and unavoidable impacts
due to the conversion of Farmland and conflicts with agricultural zoning. Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and
3.2-2 call for 1:1 mitigation of converted farmland and agricultural-zoned land, respectively. However,
there is no language in the mitigation measures specifying the location of where such mitigation would
take place.

While protection of agricultural resources is considered important at the statewide level, it is of
heightened importance in Fresno County (and specifically the West Area) due to the substantial role that
agriculture plays in our local culture, economy, and physical landscapes. In order to ensure that the
mitigating effects of the proposed mitigation measures are realized locally, Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and
3.2-2 should be amended to stipulate that such mitigation occurs locally. In this context, “locally” could
mean that the mitigation take place within Fresno County, within a certain distance of the Plan Area,
and/or on land located west of CA-99.

Public Services and Recreation:

In Mitigation Measures 3.13-3 and 3.13-4, which address impacts related to parks and other public
facilities, there is language stating that “environmental review of proposed facilities shall be completed
to meet the requirements of CEQA.” Because compliance with CEQA is already a requirement under state
law (rather than a discretionary measure to avoid or reduce a significant environmental impact), | believe
it would be appropriate to 1) eliminate the quoted text from the list of mitigation measures, and 2) revise
the text of the Draft EIR as necessary to indicate that future projects will be subject to compliance with
CEQA along with other regulations, standards, and policies addressing potential environmental effects
associated with those projects.

Respectfully submitted,

Daniel Brannick

F-1

F-3
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Response to Letter F: Daniel Brannick

Response F-1: The commenter states that, “After reviewing the Draft EIR, | wanted to propose are few
revisions to the mitigation measures that have been included to address impacts related
to Agricultural Resources and Public Services and Recreation.”

See Responses F-2 and F-3.

Response F-2: The commenter states that the proposed Specific Plan would result in a significant and
unavoidable impact due to the conversion of Farmland and conflicts with agricultural
zoning. The commenter states that there is no language in Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 or
3.2-2 specifying the location of where such mitigation would take place. The commenter
further states the following: “While protection of agricultural resources is considered
important at the statewide level, it is of heightened importance in Fresno County (and
specifically the West Area) due to the substantial role that agriculture plays in our local
culture, economy, and physical landscapes. In order to ensure that the mitigating effects
of the proposed mitigation measures are realized locally, Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and
3.2-2 should be amended to stipulate that such mitigation occurs locally. In this context,
“locally” could mean that the mitigation take place within Fresno County, within a certain
distance of the Plan Area, and/or on land located west of CA-99.”

Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and 3.2-2 in Section 3.2, Agricultural Resources, of the Draft
EIR have been revised. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revisions, which are
reproduced below:

Mitigation Measure 3.2-1: Prior to initiation of grading activities, the project proponent
shall implement the following measure to mitigate impacts on Important Farmland
located on the site: The project proponent shall mitigate the loss of Prime Farmland,
Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Local Importance
within the Plan Area at a 1:1 ratio. The acreage of lost farmland shall be determined using
the Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) Model. The LESA Model evaluates
measures of soil resource quality, a given project’s size, water resource availability,
surrounding agricultural lands, and surrounding protected resource lands. Once the
acreage of farmland converted is determined, one of the following mitigation options shall
be utilized to mitigate the loss: Restrictive Covenants or Deeds, In Lieu Fees, Mitigation
Banks, Fee Title Acquisition, Conservation Easements, or Land Use Regulation. For
mitigation options which would preserve off-site agricultural lands, the lands shall occur
locally, and the definition of “locally” shall be determined in consultation with the City of
Fresno. Should the City develop a Farmland Preservation Program before future
construction within the Plan Area begins, the project proponent shall mitigate for
Farmland pursuant to the Program.

The mitigation shall be verified by the City of Fresno for each phase of the project during
improvement plan review.

Mitigation Measure 3.2-2: Prior to initiation of grading activities, the project proponent
shall implement the following measure to mitigate impacts related to agriculturally-zoned
land located on the site: The project proponent shall mitigate the loss of land zoned for
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Response F-2:

agricultural use within the Plan Area at a 1:1 ratio. Once the acreage of land zoned for
agricultural use which would be converted by the project is determined, one of the
following mitigation options shall be utilized to mitigate the loss: Restrictive Covenants or
Deeds, In Lieu Fees, Mitigation Banks, Fee Title Acquisition, Conservation Easements, or
Land Use Regulation. For mitigation options which would preserve off-site agricultural
lands, the lands shall occur locally, and the definition of “locally” shall be determined in
consultation with the City of Fresno.

The mitigation shall be verified by the City of Fresno for each phase of the project during
improvement plan review.

The commenter states the following: “In Mitigation Measures 3.13-3 and 3.13-4, which
address impacts related to parks and other public facilities, there is language stating that
“environmental review of proposed facilities shall be completed to meet the
requirements of CEQA.” Because compliance with CEQA is already a requirement under
state law (rather than a discretionary measure to avoid or reduce a significant
environmental impact), | believe it would be appropriate to 1) eliminate the quoted text
from the list of mitigation measures, and 2) revise the text of the Draft EIR as necessary
to indicate that future projects will be subject to compliance with CEQA along with other
regulations, standards, and policies addressing potential environmental effects
associated with those projects.”

Pages 3.13-36 and 3.13-37 of Section 3.13, Public Services and Recreation, of the Draft
EIR have been revised. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revisions, which are
reproduced below:

Potential environmental impacts associated with the future construction of park and
other recreational facilities within the Plan Area are addressed throughout this EIR. This
EIR analyzes the physical environmental effects that may occur as a result of future
development and introduction of new urban land uses within the Plan Area. Each future
park, if constructed, would fall within the range of environmental impacts disclosed in
this EIR, and would be subject to relevant mitigation measures included in this EIR.
Further, as detailed plans for future parks and recreational facilities in the Plan Area are

submitted to the City, environmental review of proposed facilities would be completed

to meet the requirements of CEQA. Typical impacts from park facilities include air

guality/greenhouse gas emissions, noise, traffic, and lighting

It is noted, however, that future development of 118.8 acres of park space within the Plan
Area would contribute to significant and unavoidable impacts related to aesthetics
(Impact 3.1-3), agricultural resources (Impact 3.2-1 and Impact 3.2-2), air quality (Impacts
3.3-1 through 3.3-3), and utilities (Impacts 3.15-1 through 3.15-3). Therefore, consistent
with the analysis included in this Draft EIR, impacts related to constructing new park
facilities to serve the Plan Area are considered significant and unavoidable.
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Impact 3.13-5: The proposed Specific Plan may result in, or have
the potential to require the construction of other public facilities
which may cause substantial adverse physical environmental
impacts. (Significant and Unavoidable)

Future buildout of the Plan Area in accordance with the proposed land use map would
increase demand for other public facilities within the City of Fresno, such as libraries, and
community/recreation buildings. The proposed land use map includes two land use
designations that could be developed with other public facilities: Public Facilities — Public
Facilities, and Public Facilities — Church. Future buildout of the Specific Plan may include
construction and/or expansion of existing church sites on 55.8 acres, 129.59 acres of
ponding basins, and 27.42 acres of other public facility uses in the Plan Area, which has
the potential to cause substantial adverse physical environmental impacts. Potential
environmental impacts associated with the future buildout of the proposed land use map,
including the 55.8-acre church site and 27.42 acres of other public facility uses, are
addressed throughout this EIR. This EIR analyzes the physical environmental effects that
may occur as a result of development and introduction of new urban land uses within the
Plan Area. These future church site and public facility use, if constructed, would fall within
the range of environmental impacts disclosed in this EIR, and would be subject to relevant
mitigation measures included in this EIR. Further, as detailed plans for other public

facilities in the Plan Area are submitted to the City, environmental review of proposed

facilities would be completed to meet the requirements of CEQA.

CONCLUSION

Project implementation may result in effects on other public facilities. The Specific Plan
would result in new demand for other public facilities, including library facilities, ponding
basins, and recreational facilities. Although a specific public facility use is not currently
proposed by the Specific Plan, the future development of public facility uses are
anticipated by the proposed Plan. Future development would be responsible for paying
the applicable impact fees, and ongoing revenues from the Specific Plan would be
generated from property taxes, sales taxes, and other appropriate fees/payments.

Future development of public facility uses within the Plan Area would contribute to
significant and unavoidable impacts related to aesthetics (Impact 3.1-3), agricultural
resources (Impact 3.2-1 and Impact 3.2-2), air quality (Impacts 3.3-1 through 3.3-3), and
utilities (Impacts 3.15-1 through 3.15-3). Therefore, consistent with the analysis included
in this Draft EIR, impacts related to constructing other public facilities to serve the Plan
Area are considered significant and unavoidable.
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MITIGATION-MEASURE(S)
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March 28, 2022

Casay Laudardale

Planning and Develapment Department
City of Fresno

2600 Fresno Sireat, Room 3066
Fresmo, CA 93721

RE: MNotice of Avallakiity Wesl Area Meghborirood Specilic Plan — Draft
Environmendal Impacl Repaort

Dear Ms, Lauderndals;

The Fresna Irigation District (FID) has reviewsd the Notice of Availability West Area
Meighborhood Specific Plan — Draft Environmental Impact Report for the City af Fresno,
FID s the following commznis

1. FIO previoushy reviewed and commeaentad on the subject documents on Juby 26, Gl
2018, as City of Fresno Yéesd Area Specific Plan Notice of Preparation. Those
commaants and conditions si# epply and a copy hes been attached for your
TR

FID has the fallowng adddional comments

1. Canal Access — FID will confinue 1o access its Ganal{s) from public roads. In
order 1o access the maintenance bank with cur larger equigment, FID reguires a
drivee approach wides encugh to accommodate the equipment. FID reguires a 50-
foot wide drive approach narmowing bo a 20 feet wide drive banks, The S0-focl
widih is defined as starting from the end podion of a bridgedrailing outward (away
from the bridge). Every road and canal intersection is different and therefore &2
each access will be different. The major factors affecting the proposed width will
be the angle of the road Intersecting the Canal, grade of canal bank vs City road,
mexdian vs. mo median, atc.

a. Wfguard railings extend beyond attachrment poinis at each wing-wall, they

G gens e reand Gty EIRDER Wakl Aras Bpecic PlaniVesl Ass Bpeclic Plan EIR b0
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Casey Lauderdale
Re: West Area Specific Plan EIR

March 28, 2022

Page 2 of 3

will obstruct FID's access to the canal and additional right-of-way will need
to be acquired. FID will require the developer demonstrate FID’s longest
vehicle will be able to make the turns onto the drive banks. FID’s right-of-
way is a minimum 20-feet from the canal hinge on both sides of the canal,
and FID will require the developer acquire and dedicate to FID exclusive
easements for this purpose.

2. Canal Banks — If there will be any work on canal banks, the following will apply:

a.

C.

All in-channel disturbed soil shall be concrete lined (both side slopes and
bottom). FID will require reinforced concrete to limit the on-going

maintenance that typically occurs with gunite or shotcrete slope protection.

Drive banks must be sloped a minimum of 2% away with a maximum of
4% from the canal with provisions made for rainfall. Drainage will not be
accepted into the Canal and must be routed away from FID property/drive
banks. Runoff must be conveyed to nearby public streets or drainage
system by drainage swales or other FID acceptable alternatives outside
FID's easements/property.

All existing trees, bushes, debris, old canal structures, pumps, canal
gates, and other non- or in-active FID and private structures must be
removed within FID’s property/easement and the City's project limits.

3. Trail - It is FID's understanding that many trails are master-planned within the
Southeast Development Area. As with other developments with trails along the
canals, FID wili not allow the trail to encroach/overlap FID’s canal easement
unless an agreement is in place for this purpose. The following requirements are
intended for trail projects adjacent to FID-owned properties and right-of-ways for
open canals:

a.

FID will not allow the frail easement to be in common use with FID-owned
property or easements.

FID requires all trail improvements be placed outside of FID-owned
properties and easements.

FID will not allow any portion of a tree canopy to encroach within its
properties or easements.

. FID’s canals will not accept any drainage from the trail or the canal bank.

G\Agencies\FresnoCiy\EIR\DEIR West Area Specific Plan\Wesl Area Specific Plan EIR doc
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cont'd

G-3

G-4
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Casey Laudardaln

Rz VWeal Ares Specilc Plan EIR
March 35, 2062

Page 3 cf 3

B FID may require some improvements be made (o the canal depending on
the existing canal condition, the proposed trail, and the adjacent G-
devalopment )

cant'd

i, Cily parks that are adjacent b open canals are treabed the same as fails,
therefore the same reguiremeants shall apphy.

Thank you for submiting this for our revies. We appreciate the opportunity o revies

and comment on the subject docusnents for the proposed projecl. i yoa have any G5
questions please feel free to contact Jeremy Landrith at (559) 233-7161 extension 7407 |
or fandrthi@fresnoirrigatson. com

Sincaraly,

Laurence Kimura, F E,
Gl E stz

Sttachments

i gl s S A LTS, Wi Aare Npreivs [Mariliesl s bperi P Plao DS ke
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r_'::'v-'_ .f*‘f':’-l

NOTICE OF AVAILARILITY
WEST AREA NEIGHRORHOODS SPECIFIC PLAN - DRATT ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT REFORT
LE&D ACERCY: EIR COHELILTANT:
Clgy ol Frasna Mlanniog ard Devalopmet Departmant D Moy Flamming firmup
600 Frédnn Suréel, Roaom 3065 10Z0 Sumtast Lane, Sube 106
Frosnn, CA93TE] El Doradn Hills, CA B5762
(555 Gk 1-A003 (91a) SED-961H

Paajict Tivve West Area Neighhorhoods Specific Man

PrcgecT LoCaTion: The West Area Medghbarhoods Specific Plan [alo-known-as "Specilic Plan®, "Plan Area”)
emrampasses approsimacaly 7,077 acras (o o ikt more than 11 squara miles] in the Clgyaf Fresno diy lmits
and uminenrporated Fresne County. The foatgrint of the Specdfic Flan i referred toas the “Plan Area” The Plas
frea is borated generally west of Highway 95, north of Clintoe Avenwe, east of Gartbeld Avenue, and south of
sk San Jaagquin River, OF the eleven square miles within the Man Area, 6.9 squore miles are in i ety lEmEts
and 4.1 sguare miles are in the growth area. The growth area is land outside the oty limits hutwithin the City's
Sphoreof Influenee {5007 howundary, which s che adopted limit for fabore growth. The Fian Anes 15 pot induded
on the lists of sites enemecated onder Section S59625 of the Givernment Code (Hasardous Waste amd
Suhstances Site List maintained by the Department of Toxic Suhstapoes Contral).

PROTECT DEsCHIFTION: The proposed Speodic Plan will establish the laml use planning and regulatory good onde,
Including the lard ure asd zoning designatines and policies, for the approdmately ¥,07 7 -acre Plan Area. The
Specific Plan will 52w as 8 hridpe berseen th Fresno Geoeral Fln and individiead developaont spplicaiions
in the Plan Area. The propased Specific Pan refines the General Plan's land use vision for the Plan Area. The
draft lamsl use map proposss the eedocation of kigher deneity land =ses away from the most westorn and
souathwestern portions of the Plan Area where ey are distant from public transit and commsinity amenitizs
amnil transfers thoze higher dencity band use designations to major cormdors. The West Area Bedghbarhonids
Speaific Plan land use plan alilizes the Gy existing General Flan lasd use designatioss 1o maintain of m-
diestgnate same parcels in the Man frea

The Specific Plas land ase plan that was recommended by e Steering Committes would aBow for the futuare
development of up to 54,953 dwelling undts (DU ] {indading &7 DU in the commerdal category, 47,072 DU in
the residertiod cotegery and TAL4 DU In the mived wie categary], and 60,62 1,006 square feet (SF] al nons
residential uses. The proposed and use plan also designates pablic moliny uses that are carrently existing
within the Fian drea, incleding scsools and churches In the narthern porticn of the flan Area, Fire Station No.
18 is ke mporarily lncated off of West Bullard Avemoe at 5930 Narth La Yesitana dweonie, Fire Station 18 will be
relncated o a permanent lecation on the sauth side of the G Binck of West Shaw Avenae to maximize the
departenent’s regpanse Hme goal Additionally, the proposed lasd use plan woukl sl lor appradmately 244
arres of park, open space, and ponding bagin uses. The Specific Plan alsn indudes orcalation and ablity
Insprovements, some of which are plarmed [n the Cliy's curront program foe capisal improvements.

For move details regarding the project badeground, development allowanes, land eses, and gusding principles,
please  see  Chapter 20,  Project Deseription, of  the  Draft  EIR ovailable  ax
htips: f S fresno.poyiwe smreapian

SIGRFICA T ENviRpRMEETAL EFrscys: The Bralt EIR has ibentified the Tollowieg environmontal issne areas as
havirg significant arsd unavaidable pnvironnental impacts from implementation of the praject: Assthetics;
Agricultural Resoerces: Ar Cpaatity: Pablic Services and Recreation: Transportation and Circulation; Utilites;
Cumialalive Asgtheties: Comualative Agricultisal Resoipces; Cumidative v Qualbeg; asd Cuimailarive Pubdic
Services and Recreation. All other environmental isswees were determined to bave oo impad, less than
sigmificnnt impacta, o less thas signilicant impaces with migsigation measures incorparated it the project
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OFFICE OF

TELEPHONE (559) 233-7464
FAX (§59) 233-8227
2907 S. MAPLE AVENUE
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 93725-2208

YOUR MOST VALUABLE RESOURCE - WATER

July 26, 2019

Rodney L. Horton

Development and Resource Management Department
City of Fresno

2600 Fresno Street, Room 3065

Fresno, CA 93721

RE: City of Fresno West Area Specific Plan Notice of Preparation
FID Facilities: Various

Dear Mr. Horton;

The Fresno Irrigation District (FID) has reviewed the West Area Specific Plan Notice of
Preparation for the City of Fresno (Project). The Planning Area is triangular in shape
and located west of SR 99. The project area is bounded by West Clinton Avenue, and to
the west by Grantland and Garfield avenues. Your proposed project is a significant
development and requires thorough and careful consideration of potential impacts. FID
has the following comments:

Impacted Facilities

1. FID has many canals within the Project Area as shown on the attached FID
exhibit map. The facilities include: Herndon No. 39, Epstein No. 48, Silvia No. 47,
Minor-Thornton No. 459, Teague School No. 46, Tracy No.44, and Victoria
Colony No. 43, FID's canals range from smalier diameter pipelines to large open
canals. In most cases, the existing facilities will need to be upgraded to meet
current urban standards or relocated by the developer to accommodate new
urban developments and provide for public safety which will require new
pipelines and new exclusive easements. FID willimpose the same conditions on
future projects as it would with any other project located within the common
boundary of the City of Fresno and FID including, but not limited to requirements
from FID specified exclusive easements, access points, and drive approaches at
all road crossings. Additionally, FID will also require all impacted open channel
drive banks, to be built out to FID specified widths, heights, and overlaid with all-
weather road. FID will require that it review and approve all maps and plans
which impact FID canals and easements.

G:\Agencies\FresnoCity\EIR\Fresno - West Area - Specific Plan - EIR.doc
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Mr. Rodney L. Horton

Re: West Area Specific Plan Notice of Preparation
July 26, 2019

Page 2 of 3

a. Small/Medium Canal Crossings — The majority of the proposed Planning
Area will impact existing pipelines and small open channel canals. FID will
require all open channels and existing pipelines impacted by the project
area development be upgraded to meet FID’s then current standards for
urban, rural, industrial areas. The majority of FID'’s facilities that lie within
the proposed Planning Area do not meet FID's urban specifications,
including road or highway crossings. The majority of the existing pipelines
are monolithic cast-in-place concrete pipe (CIPCP), low head/thin wall
PVC, and non-reinforced mortar jointed concrete pipeline. These
pipelines were designed for a rural environment and must be replaced as
development occurs.

b. Large Canal Crossing — There is a large canal called Herndon Canal No.
39 that will more than likely be too large to be contained within a pipeline.
Development impacts to this facility shalt require designs that protect the
canal’s integrity for an urban setting including the need for access and fuli
right-of-way widths for FID's operations and maintenance needs.

3. FID's facilities that are within the Planning Area carry irrigation water for FID
users, recharge water for the City of Fresno, and flood waters during the winter
months. In addition to FID's facilities, private facilities also traverse the Planned
Area.

Water Supply Impact

1. The Planning Area is located within Growth Area 1 of the Cooperative Water
Utilization and Conveyance Agreement between the City of Fresno and FID.
Should any outside developments receive water through any Extraterritorial
Agreements, FID requires it review and approve all Agreements. Areas that are
outside of the said Conveyance Agreement or within Growth Area 2 are not
entitled to waters from FID.

2. California enacted landmark legislation in 2014 known as the Sustainable
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA). The act requires the formation of local
groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs) that must assess conditions in their
local water basins and adopt locally-based management plans. FID and the City
of Fresno are members of the North Kings Groundwater Sustainability Agency
which will manage the groundwater basin within the FID service area. This area
is heavily reliant on groundwater pumping and SGMA will impact all users of
groundwater and those who rely on it. The City of Fresno should consider the
potential impacts of the development on the City’s ability to comply with
requirements of SGMA.

G:\Agencics\PresnoCity\EIR\Fresno - West Area - Specific Plan - EIR.doc
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e, Fodney 1. Horlon

P Wesad Ares Spefic Pl Molioe of Preparstion
July 26, J019

Page 3 of 3

4. The proposed developmens may regatively impact lecal groundwater suppiss,
A largpe portion of the planned anea is currenily boing used for agriculbiral

purposes. Under current circumstances the project area is expariancing a &-i0
modest, but continuing groamdwater ovardraft.  Should the proposed ;
developments result in a greater consumption of groundwaler, this deficit will contd

increase, FID suggests the Cilly of Frasno reguse balancng anlicipated
grouncwaber Use with sufficient recharge ol impored seiface waler 1o preciude
inoreasing the area's existing groundwater overdraft and requine the uss of
reclaimed water or other conservation methods,

Thank you for providing to us the Molice of Preparation for the Cily of Fresno's VWest
Area Speclic Plan Mofice of Preparalion lor our review and allowing us the opportunily
o provide comments. Wo appreciabe the opportunily b review and comment on e
subjact documants for this project. FITY reserves the right to provide addificnal G-11
commants whean more detailed information becomas availatle. f you have any
questions please feel free to contact Jeremy Landrilh at (5589) 233-T161 extension T407
ad JLandrithiEfresnodriabion com.

Laurencs Kenura, P.E
Chisl Engineser

Attactements

(A ey vl T e - Wi Ares - Spersiic Man - LR dee
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I
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SPECIFIC PLAN OF THE WEST AREA

Jrany 2414
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=

FRESN..

Development and Resowrces Managomaont Deparfinend
2000 Fresnn Stract, Room A5

Fresien, CA 737321

[5RF)A21-2485

Fregorad Iy

e Wove Planning Graap
110 Sumrast Lams, Swita 106
El Do HERs, CA S1576H32
[T1&]) SHO-TE1H

e Novaea Plananing Group

A Life Hgs Flaepriag: Menige. and Envireamenial Firm
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MOTICE OF PREPARATION

FORTHE

SPECIFIC PLAN OF THE WEST AREA

Jury 2019

Frapared for
Lol

t“-ﬁ" J

[rewelopmment and Besosirres Managemest Deparkment
2000 Fresao Streel, Room 30465
Fresni, CA 93721
{351 62 1-H003

Prepared Iy

B Mo Plamnl iy g
LOE0 Swncast Lane, Suite 106
Bl Biorodo Hills, C4 35762
916G} HE-SE1E
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND
ScorinG MEETING

[sTHI July 2, 2013

Tk State Clearinghouse

State Aesponsibin Agencies

SLabin Trustes Agenili

trther Publc Sgencles

Ciganicalions and Intarested Parsens

S BT Hotice of Preparaticn of an Eevironivsentel impack Bepord and Scoping
Mentwmg Tor the Specilic Ples of the Wl Bned

LEAD AGENCT ity of Frezno, Development and Resources Masagement Department
DY Fragng Streat, Reorm 3065
Fresno, L& %3721
1559 621-2435

PROOECT FLAKNERL Rodniy Hortan

rodresy, horbonsfresno goy
{559} 621-313%

PUEsRPOSE OF ROTICE

Thiz & to nofify publc spendes and the gereral publec that the Gty of Fresno, as the Lead
Bpenty, will prepam an Fesiranmandal bevpact Report (PR for 18 Specdlic Plen o the Wesl
frea The Chy of Fresno B Interasted n the inpest andfor comerests of public agercies ansd the
public 4% o the soosa and costant of Uhe anviiersesial infamatios that B gemane 10 the
sgences’ slabwtory responsibilfiess = connesdion with 1be propossd project. and public input
Aesponsiblefirustes agencies will need o use the BR prepared by the Oty of Fresno whan
conshierig spbcatie pemits, of olfer sporovs® for the proposed praject.

CirvrEnt PELEOD

Consishent with the time lois mandatod by Staie e, wour input, comiments oF osposmies
musd B received in willing snd yecd ot the eslies] possible dete; b sl later than 530 P,
Ausgust 2, 2004,

Pliaracsin sl wouse commats St Iinciding the nemwe Tor & contact peesos in your agensy) b
Akn: Hodrey Fiorion 4 (fe City of Fresno, 2600 Fresno Street, Anons 3065, Fresno, Ch 53721; or
Iy -] bo dnay horten @ Fresmgoy,
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SCOFIRG MERTING

n duly 24, 2009, the City of Fresno will condact 3 public scoping mesting to solcit inpat ard
comrwndn Team public sgendes and he pesnral pulillc on the propesed praject and soops of
the EIR, This mesting will be held st the Ghcer Point Middia School, Cafeteria, Iocsted af #055
M. Brjon Aveaiss, Frasea, C& 03712, From 6200 PR o 7030 PR

This résetiag will be an open house formes aind inferested parties mey drop B2 B dsvisd the
propossd progect exhibis and submit wikben comenents at any time between B:00 PR and T30
P8, Repriaesntares Trom tho City of Fresng and the IR cofaakant 'will by aeallao to add oo
amestions reganding the HR process and scope. Members of the public eay provide writtes
LEniEnEL Thiciagkeu] 1B mealieg,

¥ youl hawe any geestions reganding the scoping meetng. contact Aodney Morion, Froject
Flanear, ak 558} 621-818 1 or sedney, oton @ Treno gy,

PROJECT LOCATION

The Specific Pan of the Yest Area {ake-keown-as "Specific Plan® or “West drea’| ancompasses
apprcctimadialy 7007 aires |or 8 kilo more Than 11 sgears mikes] in1be Cfy ed Fragno oy Bmiks
and unincorporated Fresno County. The footpring of the Specific Plan s referred to o the *Plan
Hr.” 0T Uh gl saeeard il withils the Flan Area, &5 aquare miled arg in the ¢iny Risis asd
4.1 sopuare miles are m the growth area. The growih asea b leeed catside the ciy Umbis bt wethin
the Cry's Sphene of Influeacs (506 boundary, which is the adopled limd for futwine growih,

The Flan frea 15 frRngular in shape and ocabed wed of Sate Route 549, It is boundsd on the
st By Vet Clinten Swenie, and o the west by Grasvlasd and Garlield dvenues, The Plan
Arey iecudes the soutieest portkon of Highway O%y adjscent to State Howle 98 See Figare 1 fos
the ro il InEation map wnibl Figens 2 tor The Plan Aned visslly maj,

PRBET SETTING
EXISTING SITECOMDITIONS

The: Plan &res is ridathooly Bat with natural gentle siope near 5Eate Aowte 99, The Plas Ares
tapapraphy ranges Ik elesdtion rom spermdmately 283 (o 515 Pesl dres mesn sen fevel 8
signiicant amount of land in the Plan Area is farmiland or nurad residesdiad lofs with langa,
unevan, ard undesutiized percel, The ‘Wisl Ama hag apprdoimately 3.070.95 scres of Taed st
Is classfied as Urhan and Boft-Up, according 1o the State Department of Coesenatian. Prims
farmdangd Is peinclpally located sufside ol the Plan Asea, The West Area Bat 2A565 acrés al
Farimiand of Statewide rporiance which & located primariky in the sestern edpe of the Plam
Area Apprisemataly 50935 acnes of Unique Farmland is located within tha Flan &rea, most of
which is within the smithwast portion of the Man Asea. Farmibaed of Locs! bmportance is located
throughout the entire Plan Area, and totals approximatedy 156252 acrex. Yacant or Disturbed
Lared gind Bural Residential Land scegunt Sor appreximalely 1650017 scre withio the growih
area. See Figere 3 for en el wies of the Flan &rea.
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SURREIRDNG Larn Dms

Seirrciaiding bid wied ndude Sate Baite B, the ssidarperaiad ceeemuniing of Harzdon,
Highwaray City, anad Buscatel, snd woorporated areas of 1he City of Fresna 10 the nofh fnchding
mosily mdesirial wes), ncorporated aneas of the Ciy of Frésno to the east fako mcuding

mostly indusiral uses), enincorporated Fremo Copnty and Incorporated oo of thae Oty of
Frasad bo the sowsth [incuding fansand uses, il reslidential uses, low dersity resdontial uses,

il urdlendilged parces] and evrcopomaied Fresod Copaly b the west [ncluding Farmiliand
ant raml residestial uses)

ERIETieG LaKD R5HS ARD LOHIRG

A& portion of the Man Aree 18 locrbed within the Ciby of Fresmo by limiis, ssd 4 porbion s within
uninoorporated Fresno Coanty (hul wiahin the Ony's 504). The Oty of Frewno Genersl Flan
dedipnates 15 Plan Ares ad: Low Dersity Beddentml, Mediom Low Detsity Besldentiol, Madium
Density Resiential Urban Nelghborhond Residertial, High Density Residential, Commundby
Commencdl, Gersral Commercal, Becresbon Commerdal, Offece, Baimess Pak, Ligst
Indusirial, Corridor/Center Miced Use, Reglonal Mined Use, Community Fark, Open Spate —
Fonding Basin, Meghborbood Park, Open Space. Pablic'Ouasl-Pudlc Facliy, Special Schood,
Elementary School, Hementary, Middle & High Schood, and High School. See Figure 4 for the
asinting Cily Gatasral Plan Sind ke degiation.

The Oy of Fesno Zondng Map provides roning for these portions of the Plan Area located
willsin the city Fevils, bt nog far areas within the unincamparated Counly. Zonkg desgnations
are generally consistent with the existing Gesseral Flan land wses. Tha Ofy oning desgnations
for the Plan &rea includes Resiluntial Estate (REL Residential Singla-Family, Exdremely Low
Depsity [R5-1), Besidentisd Hingle-Famdly, Wery Low Densily [E5-Z], Residental Single-Foenily, Lo
Denaiky (R5-31, Residential Single-Family, Madisem Lew Donsity (RS-5), Residential Singhe-Family,
Wledium Densby (E5-5], Geshgential Makl-Family, Medhom High Censity [Mea-1) Residential
Riski-Famdly, ivhan Meghborhood (RR-2), Besiantial Mulli-Family, High Demnssy [FR-3),
Mohile Mome Park (AM-ME), Comenencial Cosvenuoniy [OF], Commerdsl Gerercsd  (0G),
Commarcal Aeglanal (CR|, Commerdal Recreation §CRCL Light Industrial (L), Caridar/Dentar
Mo Lise §OMKE], Meighborhond Miosd b (NME], Sagmnal Wixed Uie (AME], Betiress Pad
|BF, Cflice |0}, Cpen Seace [0%5], and Fark amd Secreatisn [PRL See Fligore 5 for the misting
ping desipnations.

Tevie Frasno County Zaning Map designates the portions of the Plan Aea outside the oty fmits
m: Burnl Commeeclal Codnr MOCK Cerdral Troding |CA) General Commaical {06, Ligk
Industrial [f1), Exclusioe Agricuftural (AEXND], Limtted Agnositurad {aL20], Musl Besadential [RR),
Siegle Family Residental Agriculiural (A} Sngle Family Residential [12,500) (818}, acd Trailer
Park Residential {T#], Upon 3 proposal 1 annex uninoorporated fand inbo the city lmigs, the Ciky
of Fresno weuld prezone the |asd to a o that s consktent with the General Plan land use
Ace annagation abourd, e Counly ponng would pod spply o the pargel
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PROJECT GRuLS AND (] BCTIVES

Consisbert with the Calfamia Erdronmestal Quatty Act [DEOAL Gasdelines Sackion 15124k},
tlepr @atémnerd of phisctives and the underhdng purpose of the proposed project shall b
discussed. The objecihves of the proposed project inchede feture deselopment of land for 2 wide
wariely af land uses inchiding: Low Deniity Resiestiol, Medis Low Donsity Mechient jad,
Medum Dess@ty Residentinl, Mediom High Demssity  Resldectisl, Urban Beighborhood
Rasidential, Hgh Density Reskdanisal, Commanity Commescial, Retreation Comenercial, Gengral
Commerdal, Beglonal Commercial, Office, Business Paek, Light indsestrial, CorddonCenter bed
lise, Begional Mbed Use, Poclet Park, Meightorhond Park, Commsssity Park, Open Space,
Ponding Basgin, Publc Faciiy. Church, Spedal School, Dementery Schocd, Dlementary, BMiddle 2
High Schood, Figh School, and Fine Station uses, as wel as the required transportaton and obfity
nproeemanss,

Dithaer nlyactins and parpeses af the Specic Man are summaried ax toliow:

& Accommndatn and inprose readway access, connectivity 2nd mobsity anmong all modes
o trarapariatios, ard grdorilio: roadwey widenieg where Bellfaneckisg axiss

= Avcamenodale planpned bl Gevices in the Wesl Anes iy loceting endes fear o
adjacent o the communsy centers, schook, parks, and refall centers.

= Proyide s compiete, sife, and welbmairtained sidewalk nefwark fom resddangin
nedghhiarhioads ta commenclad cemtiors, schook, padks, and o nity cenbers.

®  Frouide o omplets, sate, and well-malntared rosdwoy network that allows gor efficient
and smooth sciess Trom the West firea b other sections of the City and region,

&  Creats pars thal are within sxbling and planned neighbarhocds thal ang eashy
accessad by community members using pedestrion and bloycle patfreays, tansit
sergioas, af mebor veliclas, cantisieal with the City of Frasno's Parks Master Plan

& Prowlde torthe hﬂthﬂﬂiilﬂlhlpwphkln IFe Plas faraa thart bas companents
of the Flan Area's agricultural history througn the phnting of drought-resetant
wEgElntion of Feis, b the crealion o pubilc Gy thal exhibils e Pln Aled™s
conkrbution 1o the apriculturel indusbng,

& incorporam elemants of aptculure in fulsne gurks Iy planting o migiure of natve
drought tolerant vegetation, shrubs, and troes that can serse S0 provide shade and
wnhasce the siredscipa,

o Febnurage and pemdde nd oee apparianities oo e l-Souncsn vantisas T seour in tha
‘West frea,

= [ruzuicags the develcprecd of Barvest — prodiucing conunursily gacdens,

& Antpacy dedred and Deedad |ecal retall StRDERsEatE b seeve the needs of The West
area comray. Such establsbmmesds Indude grocesy shores, bakeries, resSasranks
othar Ehan fast food places, and Botigues,

* Discourage the espansion of endeskable retall establshonests ssch as liquor stores,
bibigicd aiid wapor diores, Sharl-term boan and pewn Shops, sid adult Sbores.

&  Encasage the deselopment of rofall estallishmants akong rommeal conddors.
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o Ercourage the orderly and consistent development of cwic, parlidand, retail and
commarcial, mied-use, aad moki-Samily uses along West Shaw Seeoue, 'West Sshlan
Byenue, Vetarans Boulevard, West Shislds Avanue, Wesl Olinton Avenue, and Blythe
BRETLE.

Endpurege avareby af housing types aril sty

= Encoursge the dewlapment of kousisg 10 aocomeodate an sging population inceding,
multigenerational howses and other elder housing optiors

+  Realfiem the City's coenmBment and oblEatios 16 aflinmal ity FiFRering sbiais 1o fair
& afnrdabie housing opoonunitios by sSEronghy Srcouraging equitabin and fair housing
opporiuniies to be localed i siralegn proaienily o emtpfoymenl, recraatioeal Tacilities,
wchons, neighforhaod coenmartlal aneas, and trans portation routes.

& Afbact misch needed educational opporhsities for the residesds of The Wedt Amea,
wipecislly for poat-secondery educetion, ass acssd o gragees S lile- g keasmar .

*  Prindide Tor asfe mddes i schools for chideen, with the Ciy and County working
tagether with residents, ko provide sidewalid woneigsborhood thet hase spoeathic
MLRES,

« Work bo promote Meighborhood ‘Walch in all seighborhoods, and further assess the
need for the kocation of emengency reporde Faclites wisl of Sste Route 595

FROIET CHARACTERISTICS AR DESCRIFTION
BACEGRIIRT

The proposed Specie Plis process olfically sterved b Septessber 2007 with the drafiieg of 1ha
existing concitions repost. That documest provides @ detaled overview of the exsting e yies
within the Pan &ma, Oulkeach b0 Che ‘West Sred communily stated in sarly 2003 wath
Irctwvidusl restings between CRy s2af and communily stak=bolders, nchsding, residants, ool
spenihes, Eetinatlond] pariners, alacted olficials, land cwnens, mad davelopees, Pulrlic suitach
included commueity sakeholder intendews, Steerimg Jommbies orenabon sessions and
meetivg s, commsinlty meelings and weekibape, and an gn-Hes survesy,

The 11-member #nering Commitiee, established in Masch 2018 by the Eresno City Council, held
ragadar public mestings t2 proskde recommendations bo the deaft lasd vee map and guiding
principles based on input receimd from ommenity meerbess, Adddionslly, spprosiragely 35
community stakeholders wene nbendewod from Jessary 3002 to Apil 2018, Wext, & Kcknff
survey regarding 1he Flan Arep was releayed b Agedl 2008, The suroy covered fopics spch By
gimliy of e, mepded Inprovements, eesded housing and ocommercial development, agri-
fourkm, amd 1k oserall utune visian fee the Plan Asoa, Tag cosmmuniy oxrversations e,
workshops) were also held in csder 12 receie feedback: Commamity Comversation Moo 1 was
el B Mgy 2008, anid Comeninity Conversaticn Boo T owas hekd in June J0EA. The Sheerleg
Commatter then held meetings in Jues, luly, Sugust, Nosernber, asd ey 2018 In order fo
mavigw and select the ooncepiual lasd we options. The drafl land use map and guiding
principdes werne relesied $o the pohlic on Noyember 28, 2008, The dral ld pae map wes then
amnended vy the Steering Commites in lanuary 2019, Lastly, an agrtowrism workshop was heid
Irv thar wprieg of 2010,
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TR THIN

The proposed Specdic Pan wil edtpidsh e land use pligming and regulaton eadanos,
inciuding the land use and zonlrg designatioes and poficies, Tor the approaimately 707 T-acne
Plan Area. The Specilic Man Wil semie ag & hridge befween the Fréwsd Ganaml Fas and
individual dewriopment applications i the Fan frea

The Specilic Flan of e West Ares seeks (e pronide For (5 codedy and cosshlen dovelopment
that promotes and establishes the ‘West Ares a2 3 complete neighborhood with enhanced
vansgortation wdrastruchre, develapment of oone oemerclal senless, ereabon of additiceal
parkland, and encouraging the developreent of 2 deerse bousing stock. The Fln frea dosd nat
curranily hive needed commsssdal ameniiey, Terdng realdents (e it aan of Stats Rouls 99
for retall services. The Flan fmea pko Bcks a complete roadway nefwork aed garkland,

Lamm UsEWAF A MATms Bl POTERTIAL

The praposed Speclic Flas refines thi General Ples’s nd use sision Tor e Wae Area. The
draft land e map proposes the relocation of higher density lamd uses away from the mest
waeribpm and soulliwestane parlany of the Plan Anka wharne thay aea @start from peblic wanmit
and community smenkies and transfess those higher density bed use desgnations b0 magor
canddors. Tha Spadfic Ples of the 'West Area Laed use plan stilzes the Oby's existing Senerad
Plan land use desigralorm Be maintan oo re-dasigneie soee paetels in U Wesl fmea, Some of
the designation changes inchada: Loss Denshy Residertial (1 to 3.5 deellieg units per acre
FOARSACT], Mdecline Ly Dencity Residiatied |55 to 6 OS], Median Density Basilantiad (5 ta
32 DLAC, Mgedium Hagh Density Residential (13 te 16 DUJACL Urkan Kesghbarhood Residential
116 o 30 DUfAC] High Denafy Nesidental (30 to 45 QUSEC] Community Commesgial (1.0
saximum Hoor-area-satin |FAR]|, Rocreatian Comenercial (05 maxbnum FAS|, Gemoral
Commarisl (10 saxikwam FAR)L Begional Commarcial {10 masimuns FAR), ORice {20
madimum FAR], Business Park (10 madmums Fag], Lght mdustrial (L0 masosam FAR],
CorrbdorCanber Mised Use |16 90530 UDAC and 1.5 masimism FAR}, Regional Mixed Use |30 to
4% UVAC and 2.0 madmam FARL, Pocket Park, Melghborhood Park, Cossmmanbiy Ferk, Open
Spoce, Pomdng Bacin, Puslic Faciity, Ohichk, Spacial School, Elamastany Sehool, Damsentany,
Middle & High Schaol, High Sceol. and Fre S2aticm. e Table 1 for & summary of the esisting
siad praposed land uses within the oty Bmits, @owth area, and Flan Aréa, Ses Fgune B ke tha
proposed Geaecal Plém Bnd u=e designations.

Az provinissy Indhcated, the Oty of Frasno Zo s Map desgnates the Pai Araa as: RE, BS-1, RS-
2, R53 RE-2, BS-5, ARA-1, HINT-2, RS -3, RRA-RAM, OO, G, CR, OF0, 1, CMX, NI, BB BP, O, O,
amed PA. The Fresno Coanty Zoning kMap designates the portions of the Flan deea cutside the city
lerits as: RCC, O OR, BIL, AEZD, AL, BR, A&, B1B, and TP. In comfienclioe wilh the apgrosal of
the Speciflc Plam, the parcet in the City which wouid hasve o chanped land use desgnation sz a
resiu i aF th Sprecific Plan wrould B regonid 1o the oorrespnading City saning deiigsatian,
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The pameis thet srecurrenstly within the County will not Be reconed, Inflead, upon a proposs] te
anngy unincceporated fand nto thae cliy limits, e Oty of Fresno wouk] prezone the bed to a
e Thal & conmislenl will (ke Gesars! Plan feesd uge, Once anneeslion cocurs, the Casnty
o woekd not apply o ithe pancel.

Iable 1 summarres the screages of =ach fani use, 1B magimiem number of sinfls, anid the
raximum non-residential square footage that would be aliowed under the proposed Spedfic
Han,
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Az showmm in the Tabde, the Specific Plan would alicw for the fetuse development of up to 57,891
DU {inclading 47,158 DL in ke residentlal catagory and 30,692 DL s ke minad e cabegory]
and 52.810,133.80 5F of ron-residentinl was. The proposed land use plas alsa designates public
taciiby wees that are curmently sxisting within the Flas dres, incheding schoalks and churchas. In
the northern postion of the Plen Ares, Fire Shation Mo, 18 & bcpted off of West Bulard Asenue
at GY3E Karth La Ventana Ssenoe. Fire Station 15 will be relocated o a permanent bocation an
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the soadb side of the G000 block of West Shaw Averne b0 masimze the departmint’s ™
Mimilgs 1o Excellence” meaponss time gosl Sddtionally, the proposed land use plan would
afcrar For approsimetely 248 aores of park, apen specs, and ponding Basin uies. The Sgecilic Plan
wkety incluctes ciubatonm and uliy mprovenests, same of which are planned in the Oty's
cusrent grogram for capital improvesriels,

The Specfic Flas & desgned tooprovide fexibiity, so there & an extensive mamber of
hysinthetical  waribiorafcombingtions Far  recidentinl - snd  son-sedldential | deselopment.
Howerwer, te data within the whowe table ropresems the masmam densily sllovesd withoot an
amendmwed approvid By the Oy, In efied, this i wery likely an overeslimabe of what will
attually be developed, but for purposes of environmental analysis in the EIR B represents the
WO - akE anarkn

It ix niceed that the propeesd Specific Plan wopld amend the and uses for apge mcimatety half of
fhie basd sithin The Flas Ama, The resaining garcels wosld maintain el esting land s and
1oming desigrations. The parcels that are proposed for change by the proposed laed use map
ard shinam in Figure 7,

REviSIoNS 70 CORE (OaLs

Wit ackdtinn 1o the proposed land use plan, the fofiowing are muitions 1o the core goais provided
it thia Gepead Plan for Che Wast Ansa:

5 West Saw Svenue Town Cenber: The West Shaw dyemss Towm Cenber {the Town
Cemtes) will extersd froon Siete Route 99 0 the aast side of Grentlend dveeue and b
envidoned to be comprised of msed-use development supported by ephanced fransd
servie, Land on the ok sids of Wesl Shew Avanes wil provide addRicnal
neighborhood and commerdal mised-use opporbosities,

L Catebstic Corrabors: The proposad Speclic Plan designaes higher density land uses along
carridors for the purpose of provideg sasy scoeid to major afenall and dreeqs, retad
ehmtare, and oosvmunity amenites. Catalytc coridors will iclede transit servicas Tha
porridons are desipred 10 intlude neghborbood dad pockel ek, commecial snd metsd
uses, edutational Tacilities, ritl-famity dwelling units, and profesional offices. The
corrdors e pcabed on the following siresis:

al  WetShaw Awenue, from Sate Rowie 99 fo the et side of Grantand Avenue;
Bl West Aahlan focdress, Trom Slake Aoute 59 o the commencial nodes neaied on

e west side of Grantand Avesue;

Morth Blyshe fserese, frons West Shiekds 10 West ashlan Avenc;

West Cliron Avenue from 38ate Route 3 to Borth Brewley feenue; and

Waterant Eoulevand, Froen Wil Getlyibirg Avenis bn West Barsiow b,

rHaL

PROJECT ALTENNATIVES

CECIA requires that an EI= analye a reasonable range of feasible a®erratpes that mest most or
all prrciecd pbjsctives while redacing or avolding one or mone significant envirenmental effects of
the profect. The range of alernstives reguired in an EF & poverned By a “rule of resson” thet

a
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requires an LR ko set farth only those akernathoes necessany bo permit a reasoned chodos (CEOA
Guidalings Section 15126.6{0). Whens & pobestial dternativg wis acaminad but meq chosim as
gt o the rimge of allernathess, the OO Guidstmes regeire that the EIR biselfly disciiss the
ressnns the alternative wes disprsoad

ARernatives that are eyalated e the BR must be potendialy feaible sfternatives. Howeser, nol
all possinle aternatives need to be anakzed. Aa EIR must “et forth only those olernatives
neieiary o perest o ressoned choloe.” [CEQA, Guideknes, Section 15126.6]1.] The CROA
Guidelies provide s definttin for & “range of reasorable allernatives” and, thos limit the
eusvber i Uepo of allernalives thag seed (o e evaloated in an EIR &n EIR seed ned inchyds
any action ahenvatises inconsistent with the lead sgency's fundasnenmal underlying purpose in
proposing 2 project. (In m Bay-Dalia Programmatic Bradronmental Impact Aeport Coondinadeo
Proceedings {10085 43 Caldth 1143, 11865

First anid foremcat, alemathves in an EIR smist e pobentially feasille, in U contexd of CEQA,
Tegible® |5 defired os;

- copoble off Being accomplisked & 0 swosessful manner withie a rossooekie period af
time, toking dedn oocoust evomom emvionmentel degel sockn’ ond fechnolepioe!
__I'I:I-I.'FEIIF. |CECS Suidelings 1535

The inclusion of an E%ernative inan EIR is not evidence (Bat & is feasible as a matter of aw, bat
v reflechs the jedarent of Wail apascy stall that the gernathe s pmestialy feasfle. The
fincal determimnsiion of fesmibility wil b= made by the l=ad agency decon-making body through
thi adoptisn of CEOA Findings a1 the tme of aclinn o& the Pragct. (Misa Mas Balkik
Community w City of Coeanside [3304) 119 Cal fvpp dth 477, 485 see glso SL0A duidelines, &6
1508a]] (3] [findings requiremant, whers sllematives can be rejectod as infpasiola), 151166
Han EW] must cosdidis @ fiedonsbb= resge of potestially feiskbe BMerratiees that will foster
mformed dedsion making and public participation®)] The follwisg fectors may be taken inbo
considerstion in the assesimerk of the feasivdity of sheratives: dbe swiability, ecoadmic
wiabiity, avalabifty of nfrassrocture, general pimn consistency, other plan ot reguatony
Intkstions, uiedetional boundarkes, and the bty of the proponent 1o atkaln sfe cosirol
|Sacton 15136 [f{1}1.

AATERSEATIVES SELECTED POR; FIFRTHER AMALYEIE

Espualy important b allaring The progect alijesiyees i3 the reduiion of sorve or af sigrifcar
Enpacks, partioularky thase that could eot be mitigated to @ less-tran-significant level The exac
altarnatives that will be evaluated in the Drall EIR will be determines) through the Motice of
Prepamation (ROF] and Scoping Process. Through pre@minary disoussions, there ase thnes
sharnatives to the proposed Speclfic Plan et g being contemgdated for evaluation s (hae
Ciraft EiH. The s%ertatives beng corsidered inclade the folkredng:
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= Mo Proj@ct ([Eailing General Plan) albermative: Undor this ahemitive, tha Plan Area
veniild renas in BE currest Gevered Plan land s sad eonbng doskgnations. Fubuns
develbpemen alowed under the peistng General Plan Iard ase map weuld By peamitted
in teve Plen Area.

=  Megional Park Alternatives Under the alternative, future deselopment in the Pian Area
would ocrur siméar to what wousld be aliowed wnder 15 proposed land wuse map
Hoveeser, this shermative would provide 3 Regioral Park within the Plan Ares, which
would ke & i of 80 acres insie.

#  Lowesr Density Alternativer Under ths alternathee, fiture development in the Plas Ares
il ofcwr Similar Uo whal ool b alowed oniker The praposed land uss map, bl ot
losser dansitios,

it Is mcked thet the Fmal aliersathes wlected Tor anahoals bn the Dealt B0 will be Basad on the
pubdic ceoping process, Induding lepat recered through pebiic comment.

PLAM AnIFTINN AND REATION

The Spaciflic Plan may inchide certgin desslopmest regubalicns and siandand thet ane Inrerdesd
b b specific Lo e Soeciic Plan Srea. Whese there 5 8 matter o ssup not ssecHicaily oovened
ey the Specihic PMan development repdatiors and design siandards, (ha Fresnn Toning Code
waoill apply. Whare thare k & conflic betweon the Spacfic Plan and the Toning Code, the
Specilic Plan wosld pravail

Thi Specidic Fan s mtended bo be adopied by the Oty Council and to serve as 2 food for the City
of Freano to mplemaent, The Specific Plan bk bo ke sed by designers, developers, bulldent, ans
plannars, 10 puida development of the Plam Area. The hed sce, development standards, and
dedign guideless are prosaded Lo enyuse thiol @ proposs d deselopments romala cony isben? sith
the wisian established by the: Spedfic Fian as the Project & Dt over time. The Specfic Plan
dagplapment (onsepts, design guldalines, and standands are In accordance wits tha Cing's
Geperal Plan, Muanicgal Ordeances, and City Specifications. The Spedfic Plam shall be used to
roview, peooess, aad approwe dewnlapment proposals for the Projedd she including but not
imited to site specific developmient applcations and sie improvement pfans.

TyrEoF EiR

The CEOA Guklslines adentily several iypes of ERy, auch ppplicable o diMereot promet
circumstances. This EIR has bzen prepared ss 3 Program EIR perssnt $o CEQA Guideines
Section 1516R, The jgrogram-Epel snalysis coomaidees the broed ewirammental elfpcty af the
proposed project 2= & whole,

It s neted that the Specfic Plan provides a wery broad feved of planning detall To the axtant that
suFficient detail i sualiable in the Spedfic Phn, 2 more detailes el of 2ealysis = provided in
this EIR. Examples of a more detalled level of anadysies would Include sopics that ane refabed to
the pivnical acrepge sifacied (e, U prajet fooipris ), rmesinem auamber of unity [or FAR],
land uses'roning, or ot desipn parameters. n many ases, there will be she speafic uses that

Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan 2.0-61



2.0

COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES

will hawve design detaills developed ot g bter date. These detais are uninown at this Bme and
casmal peasanatiy be analyzad &l & project-leal at this finse,

This EIR emamines 1he planning, construction and operakion of the peoject. The progrom-less=
approach, with Bmned project-level analysls, s approprdats for the progosed projed becasse i
allows comprehensive mongideration of He peszomably anticipsted scope of the developmsst
jpan; Bovanover, as discussed above, not all design aspects of the feture developrent phases ane
Enewn ot this skage = the plapnisg procest, Soheegeert mdividus] dewslppmant thel reguises
turtheer discrezionary aporovaks will b examinad s light of this B to. determine whether
addEEinnal anvircammestal documantagion maest be grepaned

CEC, Gudelives Section 15168 wigtes that o program BR & 2 BR. which msy be prepared ona
srfiry ol pebies thatl can be Charactarizad a5 one lieps project and aré mlated sthar

L Gengraphically,

. A legioal pans ks chain af coatemplated acklons,

3. In connection with issuance of rules, regulstions, plans or other general oriberia to
govem thi conduct of & condinising program, or

4. Pz mdividual actisities carried out under the same ssthorizing statutory or regubstory
authority and hering gonemally similar envionmenal afects withch can be mitigated in
similer wieys,

hecording to CEOW, Guideiings section 15163, subdiviion (£S5, “|al program ER will be most
hefpdul in desfing with subieguent activities ¥ it deak wih the effeds of the program =
epicilically sed comgrebwnshvely pa possible.” Laber eswiranmental dacuments (FIRs, midigated
negatie dederations, or negative dedsrations) can incorporabe by reference materals from the
program EIR megarding rgiosal Infugnces, secorddry Enpacls, cumufates impects, brosd
gltgrnathees, ofid otbes Factors JCEOA Guidelnes Section 1516E]di211 These fater documents
nieed only focus on nsw Impacts that kave not been considered belore ({CEOA Guide bnes Section
1516B1d1I30.

Sectios 15166]c], entitfed "Use with Later Actvikes,” prosides, s perifnent part, as follows:

Sebseguent sctritis bt the grogres must be esamined in the light of the program (IS to
debermsine whether am addibomal ersiroamental docament masst be prepared:

1, H alster achviy woesld hove sffects Bt wers nod exgamined in the program BN, o mew
inftial Study would need to be prepared leading o oither an EIR or a Megatke
Mgl fe plan,

2. i the agency fimck that pursusst to Sectios 15162, no new effects cowld accur or no
niow mikigation maagures would ba mguiread, the agensy ran aoonce e activithes a2
being within the scope of the proledt coversd by the progsam EIR, and o new
emvimonmenial document would be reguinad,

1 An sgency shall incorporate feastble mitigaton messemes and allarnatves develoged &
the proqram EIR into sabssgeent actions in the program.
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4. Where the ubsequent activities insobee sibe specfic oparations, the agercy should e
A wHilten chacklr or simibr deviok (0 document the evalualics of the site and the
scluity 1o detenmine whether the esvimemeantal effects of the operation wsne comned
I B pcsgiae EIR

Here, the City anbcpates prepareg an inftiol study wheneyer landowmers within the Flan &rea
sulbrmit applications for site-specilic approvak [Le. tentative maps, conrditesal wse permits, or
ather discreginnary errtitlements), The kisisd stedy would sprvie o part 33 p consisfency checkiint
in dotermsire if the applcation for ste specific approval & consistent with the General Plan,
Spagile: Plam, CandBlons of Approvel, and BINigation Messsnes, and it wouald gbo nclude 5
review of the project detals refative 1 what was mticdpated and analyoed in the program EIR
e @re thaeo N anyinoamested sifacts that waeee niol rowsrad by the prograe FIR). Tha Ciiy's
wxpoctation, ot keast ot presant, & that the inftiad shedy will conclude that mest companents of
fhi SpeecHic Plam can b seveloped with o rew psalyst of svwironmental offects ghan that
there has been anaksis in this program EIR In spme cases, hoswwer, 3 dte-speodic applicstion
jie commaerial use] may have sgacilic issuas msocated with the praject, or lusinass, that this
progrem EIR could mod anticipate given the information that was ovailable at this time. Inthose
situations, the detaded sin-spacfic indormation from that applcafion coold hive site-speciic
effecis mof wholly antcipabed in thie £ gnd would reguire some additionsl oy ironmesial
v, |Ses akn CFLA Guidalings section 15053, subd (h)| 140

Future sfe-specfic appeovals may alio be namowed pariaznt to the rubes far Bledng et forkh In
CECLA Guidelings Section 15152, “T]iering is & prooess by which agendes can adopt progams,
piaps, policies, or ondrances with B®s focusing on the by plctere,’ 2nd can then use
streamiingd CEQA review for individeal projects that are consistent with suck..[fist ber
decisions] and are.consisient with lesl apencies” goverming peseral plans and toning ™ [Voster
¥. Coumty of San fooguin (1956) 97 CalApp.éth 29, 35 Seclion 15151 provides that, where a
firsi-tier IR Bas “sdequatety scddmmased” (b mabject of cumulithe imgacts, pech impacts need
not be revebed i second- amd Shird-teer dooarmesds. Forthermore, secomd- and thimd-tler
dotsmerts may limit the ezaminsticn of impecis fo thode thel Swoire net examined ap
sigréficant effects™ in the prior EIR o “[ajre susceptible to substantisd reduction or avoidance by
s chsion of spiecific sedslani in the progect, by the Emposiion of cosditions, o atfer msans.”
In gereral, sigrificant erwirommental effects have been “adequabely addressed” if the lead
sy determings that:

1. they howe been mitigatsd or miclded as 3 mesult of the prior envronmental impact
wepdl @l lindings adogbed in consaction with thal prior envinsesental npact m poerl;
ar

2. by have baen ssamingd a1 2 suflicent level of detail in the prce environmantal impant
regart ta enable those effects to be mtipated or mvodded By sibe specifc revisions, the
wmiposkRiom of condiinns, or by obhor seeass In oconeection whh the agproval of 1he later
projest,

Here, a5 roted absoue, the Cily anticipabes peepanng It Study whenaver landowners within
Thir Plian frias kbl appeat imd Tor iAe-gpecille approval (e tenlathe mapd, con@jonad uws

L3
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permifs, or athér discretonary eatitements), The checkls: sould ssree in part 35 3 consisiency
chackist to determing if the applcatian Tor sta specilic apnroval B oonsisbent with the General
Flan, Specific Plan, Condflons of Apprawal, sid Mltigation Measures, and it woull a%e ncuds &
raview of the project detalls refative bo what wes antiopated and anakeed In tha grogram ER
|l4 hawe al sigailicant amdronmental impacis dsstilied Been "adequiely sklresed” i the
prograem TR, Thvus, F 3 mew anelyss = required for these ste-speofic actions, i would fecus an
iepacis that cannet be “ayolded or miigaled™ by mitigetion messsres that sither [ were
piopded in connecticon with the Specific Plan or (0} were foemufated based an mformation nthis
AR

Inaddition, becaase the EI% sddmsses the effects of revonieg the nd wethin the proposed Fan
Area, future erwdranmental revesy can also be streamised pursuant To Publc Resourcas Coda
Lection F10EL A and CEOM Guidebnes Section 15183, These provklons, which are simir nd not
iential ta the tering provisions, generally imit the scopo of necesiasy erdnonmental review
for see-apecdi approvall [Gllawag the prepamtos of an BE for a “meing action,” For such ske-
specHic approvals, CEOA gersrally applies only bo Impects that an “pecullar bo the parced or ko
thy profect™ and have net been previowdy dadcesd, escept where “wihsinntial mew
information” shows that previoussy idenified impacts would be mone significant thas previously
pssiwed, RaTably, Wmpacts are considansd s v e “pacellar 15 he parged ar te the praject™ if
they mn be substanbally mitigated pursmant to previously adogted, oniformly aspled
devmlapmant pelicles or slapdardy, A5 anted shove, TRe Chy asticipsies thal, in assecsing tha
mibemit to which the Spedfic Flan B2 has previously addressed significant impacts that might
npois with indvidual projects, the Oy may con lugde that in some mstances (eg,, Wil mapect
b agricwkural resources, cultural resources, geology, soils, amd paleantologlcal resources], nio
furtker amadesis begond that foeund in the program B will be negissany

Finalty, for purely mesidential projects conskzent with the Spedfic Plan, the Ciy mfends 1o
preserve itg abdlity b treal such prajetts s eempt Fom CEOA pursusst 16 Govmrament Code
section 65457, Subdivisivn |a} of that stabebe provides that “lalny residectial developement
prajeer, including anry subfulgion, oF Gy iosing change That & wsdetshan be implenont ord B
merssdenl wilh a specific plan for whicds an [EIR] Bas been certifed sfter lanuary 1, 1980, &
cuemipd from the requirerents of [CEOA]® The stabeies go on o sy, mosaover, that “i after
sadoption of the spedfic pfan, B8 event as specified = Section 21168 of the Febbc Besources
Code oorurs, the memption provided By this subdivisos dooes nob apply enfess and until a
supplementnl [EIR] Tor the specdic plem & prepared and cerlifed in sccordance wish the
provisions of JCEOA]. After a supplemeatal [ER] s contified, the axematian - applies to projects
undertaken gurspant 1o the spechic plan,” [See alse CEQA Guidelney seckiom 15182

‘When puredy residential prajects are proposed, the Ofy will congider shather thiy quakly Tor
this axemption of whathar 18 Spacilfic Pan FIR st B apelated throngh a iupplemsa to this
EIl or a subsequent B8 as required by Fublic Rescomes Code section 21166 and OEC
Guldelines sectinns 15162 and 15153,
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FRAFCT EXTITLEMENTE

The City of Fresno will be the ledsd Agency Sar the proposed project. pursuant o the State
GukdeEnes for Impfamantation of CEOA, Sectien L5050, Actioes that would be reqeired from the
Cliy bnchatti, bt e nab Fmibed 1o 1k fofowig:

»  Cortification of the FIR and adestks of the Mibigation Meorkoring and Reporting
Frogram (MMAPY;

o Approwal ol the Specific Plan of the Wast frea;

= Approval of the Genersl Plac amindmint rmed@ying land aaps,

= Approval of the Zoning Ordinanes eoendesent modilyieg :aning.

The EIR anaty:es the impacts of the Specific Plan and the anticipated subsegment fiing of mams
andl b ey Seelogesent applicatons in e future, Tharefare, the BIR aralyees tha magimien
Impacts of the Specfc Fian, induding these applications yet unfled, so that fubare filngs will

ol fedqilid sapardn anvronmental analsk, & lorg as developmest proposed doos not
substantially desvirte from the approved Specific Plan.

FNVIRITEMENTAL REview PROCESS

The révies' and pertification process far the EIR will il the tallosing genera| prosadel
sheps:

HOTCE 0F PREPARATION

Thi Ciby must circulate o NOP of am EIR for the proposed project o responsible and tnaies
apencing, the State Clearinghouss, and the pubdic. & public scoping seeting mvust be held daring
the public mvew percg o peesent the project description 6 the pulbic and Pemsied
agences, and 10 recebe comentnTs fnom She pabtc and interested agendes reganding the scope
ol Thee e pvirce s il anabysls 1 be included o the Draft EIR. Concerns raised in resposs o iha
KOP @il b consldered during praparation of the Oraft E80 The NOF and responses 1o tha NOP
by inbermsbied partse will e presented in am apgpendin (o Che EIR

[ERFT BLH

The Cratt EIR will comanin @ description of the project, desoription of the envkonmental setting.
i Featian af projecl mpacts, snd mitigation messuresd lor impecia found & be sgnilcant, s
well as am amalysls of praject aternatives, iderttfcation of signFicant Freversibie environmental
chanpes; prowih-sducing impadts, srd conrelative bnpacts, The Drafl EIN ol endily s
detesmined to have no inpect or a less than significant impact, and proddes detailed amalysis of
patentinlly sgnificart snd slgnificant impacty. Corvenents moskod in sspenss 1o fhe 80P will
be corsidersd in preparieg She analysis in the EIR. Upon completion of the Drall EIR, the Ciy
willl Ml tha Moticn of Coreloten (MOC) with the State Oeainghousa of the Governor’s Offics of
Planning and Pesearch to beghn the 45-day pobll reslis o,

15
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RESFORGE T Comminers FisaL ELR

Following the pullic review geriad, a Final EIR will ke prepamd, The Fal BIR wil respond to
sigrificant emdranmental Eawes rafsed either inowdtben comenests recebed during, e public
reviow perod or in oral comments recerod of 3 public heanng during such resles pericd.

CERTIFHATION DF THE EIR ) PRIECT CONSMIERATING

CEOA Guidedines Sacfion 15090 mguirss ead apencies 1o certify the fisal EIR prior 16 apgemving
& praject, Thie kad agescy decsion makieg body shadl ceetify that |} tha Final AR has B2en
coimplated i compBance with COOA; (1) thil the Final EIR was presentad to the dedslon-raking
bidsy, which reviesed and considered the inforsatian contained in the Fmal B8 pror fo
pggprarwing 1he project; @nd (@} thal the Fnal ER reflecis the lesd ageniy's indepesciend
pedganont and arabsic

For the prooesed project, the City Council Chy ¥l be the City's ulimate dedsios-making Body
Thie Counedl will therefone raview and consider the Finad EIR and maks a detesmination regarding
whathar the darumant is "adegaaie and compledn,® in genersd, a Finsl EIR meets this sfasdard
i

1. The B8 shows s good Taith efort sl full disckosune of anvrnrenetal =Earmstion; sl
F. The EIR gprosides saffident snabpsk to allow declsions to be made segarding the

propstad project in ontemplation ol efrdronmental congidarglions.,

The lewel of detall contained throughout the BIR & isended to be consistent mith Saction 15151
of the CEOA Guidelbnes and recent court decislons, edech proade the stancdard of adesgquacy nn
whikch the docusrens s based. The Guideines siate as foloees:

Thn BAR swiudd B prepcved wilh 8 duilicedd degred of aadal B prodde dedizlon
makers with informathon wiich enobles themy [0 moke 7 deciiicn wivich istebvaealiy
lekes acrount of the envwrosvnesiol onsequences. A evaliioifion af the sedfomsental
ejfects off @ proposed project need not ke exhoustie, e the sufficiency of ow EiR (5t be
ke & Ehe Dghd off what 1 régeanabiy Beosible, Disogidsment afmang eapertl dops
nof moke oo EIR modeguete, bedt the EIH shomd swmmontre Hie moim pobfs of
Teagresmend among the evperts The coovts hows Inaked dod fov pesfestion Bur for
ndrguircy, completensss and o good fedth sffort of full disdomme ™

Following revlew and comidaration of the Fina EIR, the Giy miy ke action e approve, modily,
or meject the profect. & part of orofect approwal, the CRy also & also reguired 1o sdopt a
Bitigatice Monitoning and Reporiisg Program, & descrbed belos, prapansd in accordanca with
Buhilc Resoorves Code Section 31081600 and CEOA Geidelines Section 15007, This Mibgation
Maonhoring snd Reparting Progras must Include ak of thes mitigation mesunes that hews basn
Fecrporsted i or impeaed upon the prajest o mdece or ekl significant effects on the
emvicnmend. and would be desigrsd o ensure that these measures ane actually carred cul
durkng project implemantalss
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13se5 oF THE ETR AND REIRED AGEYCY APPROVALS

The City of Freino will be (ke ead Agency for the proposed project. pirsart o ke Sipe
Guehdalings Tor imp kesentation of CEQA, Section 15050 (thar sgencies ey be mouined 1o Ssue

pearras e apprens corialn asgects of the groposed projedd
Aickions that would be required froen the Chy incude, but are mot ImEed to, the folowing:

# Certification of ke CIR;

®  Adoption of the Mibgation Kontoring and Beporting Program;
= Apmrovid of City of Fresno Genecsl Plan Amendmants;
= Apgouad of Ciky of Fredsio reioning:

= Aporeyal of Specifc Plan;

& Anprouad of Dewelapanent Agreemen;

& Aporoual of fubane terdative and finad maps:

#  Approyvel of frbane improvemess plans;

&  Aporowsd of futere prading plans;

& Agprovel of fubuire bullding parmits;

= Appreval of fubune tbe plen and desien revoe;

w  Ciby revlera pod agpeoyal of Fature preject ulility plaes

The othor governmental agancies thal may require approvats in cossection with the praject
Imc i, bad g not limited to, the followieg:

= Caldorvis Department of Fish ped 'WikdEe;
Callfernis Deparimant ol Transportal sa;
Cemaral Valley Regional Watsr Quabty Control Beard - Starm Water Polution Prevention
Flan approval priar to constnectbon activities pursuant to the Cean Water Act;

= Sgn losquin Valey Alr Pollution Comtral Datnict - Apprevel of construction-misbed air
gl ity ppammits;

»  San loaquin Walley Alr Pollution Conbrol District - Authoriy to Comstruct, Permit to
Ciperata far staticnang soursey ol sir pakuiion;

= Slate ‘Water Resoerrss Contrn| Bogrd.

AREAS OF POTERTIAL IMPACTS

An inftlsd Study has mot Been pregared for this project. A1 enstronmental sopics destified in
Appandle G oF tha Stabe CFOA Goideline: wdll ba analgned = the FIR, Bcdhedeg: Arstheiics,
Apriositural and Forest Besources, Alr Oualty, Riological Resources, Cultwral Resouscas, Enengy.
Gectogy amd Soils, Geaenhoyse G anl Chrate Chasga, Hasimds and Havardous Mstecials,
Hydrakgy snd Water Chsality, land Use smd Phnning, Noise, ®*oputastion oed Howsimg, Public
Sergines, Receation, Transportacian, Trbal Cultural Ressdsrces . Uik, Wilddine, Cornlas e
b pails, and Growth Inglucing Impacis
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Response to Letter G: Fresno Irrigation District

Response G-1:

Response G-2:

Response G-3:

The commenter provides an introduction to the Draft EIR comment letter and states the
following: “FID previously reviewed and commented on the subject documents on July
26, 2019, as City of Fresno West Area Specific Plan Notice of Preparation. Those
comments and conditions still apply and a copy has been attached for your review.”

This comment is noted. The Fresno Irrigation District (FID) provided a Notice of
Preparation (NOP) comment letter on July 26, 2019. However, the comment letter was
erroneously not included in the Draft EIR. As a result, Appendix A of the Draft EIR, which
includes the NOP and NOP comments, has been revised to include the FID NOP comment
letter. The FID NOP comment letter is also responded to in Responses G-6 through G-11
below.

The commenter states that FID will continue to access its canal(s) from public roads, which
requires a drive approach wide enough to accommodate the equipment. The commenter
describes the major factors that affect accessing the canals from public roads. The
commenter further states the following: “If guard railings extend beyond attachment
points at each wing-wall, they will obstruct FID’s access to the canal and additional right-
of-way will need to be acquired. FID will require the developer demonstrate FID’s longest
vehicle will be able to make the turns onto the drive banks. FID’s right-of-way is a
minimum 20-feet from the canal hinge on both sides of the canal, and FID will require the
developer acquire and dedicate to FID exclusive easements for this purpose.”

The proposed Specific Plan refines the General Plan’s land use vision for the Plan Area.
The proposed Specific Plan will establish the land use planning and regulatory guidance,
including the land use and zoning designations and policies, for the approximately 7,077-
acre Plan Area. The West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan seeks to provide for the
orderly and consistent development that promotes and establishes the Plan Area as a
complete neighborhood with enhanced transportation infrastructure, development of
core commercial centers, creation of additional parkland, and development of a diverse
housing stock. The Plan Area does not currently have needed commercial amenities,
causing residents to travel east of State Route 99 for retail services. The Plan Area also
lacks a complete roadway network and parkland. As such, future development in
accordance with the Specific Plan would not preclude the FID from accessing its canals
from public roads.

While the comment does not raise questions about adequacy of the Draft EIR, or a CEQA
topic, this comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers for their
consideration of topics beyond environmental impacts.

The commenter states that if there will be work on canal banks, three listed conditions
pertaining to concrete lining for in-channel disturbed soil, slopes for drive banks, and
removal of trees, bushes, debris, old canal structures, pumps, canal gates, and other non-
or in-active FID and private structures.
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As noted in Response G-2, future development in accordance with the Specific Plan would
not preclude the FID from accessing its canals (or working on any canal banks).

While the comment does not raise questions about adequacy of the Draft EIR, or a CEQA
topic, this comment is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers for their
consideration of topics beyond environmental impacts.

Response G-4: The commenter states the following: “It is FID’s understanding that many trails are
master-planned within the Southeast Development Area. As with other developments
with trails along the canals, FID will not allow the trail to encroach/overlap FID’s canal
easement unless an agreement is in place for this purpose. The following requirements
are intended for trail projects adjacent to FID-owned properties and rights-of-ways for
open canals:

a. FID will not allow the trail easement to be in common use with FID-owned
property or easements.

b. FID requires all trail improvements be placed outside of FID-owned properties
and easements.

c. FID will not allow any portion of a tree canopy to encroach within its properties
or easements.
FID’s canals will not accept any drainage from the trail or the canal bank.
FID may require some improvements be made to the canal depending on the
existing canal condition, the proposed trail, and the adjacent development.

f. City parks that are adjacent to open canals are treated the same as trails,
therefore the same requirements shall apply.”

The West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan is not within the Southeast Development
Area, as noted in the comment. However, we have assumed the FID erroneously
mentioned the Southeast Development Area instead of the West Area Neighborhoods
Specific Plan Area. Future development in accordance with the Specific Plan would
comply with these conditions pertaining to trails along FID canals. While the comment
does not raise questions about adequacy of the Draft EIR, or a CEQA topic, this comment
is noted and will be forwarded to the decision makers for their consideration of topics
beyond environmental impacts.

Response G-5: This comment is noted. This comment serves as a conclusion to the Draft EIR comment
letter and does not warrant a response. No further response is necessary.

Response G-6: This comment is noted. This comment serves as an introduction to the NOP comment
letter and summarizes the location of the proposed Plan Area. The commenter also states
that the proposed Project is a significant development and requires thorough and careful
consideration of potential impacts. Please see Responses G-7 through G-11 for detailed
responses to the FID’s comments.

Response G-7: The commenter states the following: “FID has many canals within the Project Area as
shown on the attached FID exhibit map. The facilities include: Herndon No. 39, Epstein
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Response G-8:

No. 48, Silvia No. 47, Minor-Thornton No. 459, Teague School No. 46, Tracy No.44, and
Victoria Colony No. 43. FID’s canals range from smaller diameter pipelines to large open
canals. In most cases, the existing facilities will need to be upgraded to meet current
urban standards or relocated by the developer to accommodate new urban
developments and provide for public safety which will require new pipelines and new
exclusive easements. FID will impose the same conditions on future projects as it would
with any other project located within the common boundary of the City of Fresno and FID
including, but not limited to requirements from FID specified exclusive easements, access
points, and drive approaches at all road crossings. Additionally, FID will also require all
impacted open channel drive banks, to be built out to FID specified widths, heights, and
overlaid with all-weather road. FID will require that it review and approve all maps and
plans which impact FID canals and easements.”

This comment is noted. The FID facilities listed in the comment are discussed throughout
the Draft EIR, as applicable, and are shown in Figure 3.9-2, Fresno Irrigation District
Pipelines and Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District Basins, of Section 3.9, Hydrology
and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR. Stormwater drainage facilities in the Plan Area,
including drainage irrigation canals owned by FID, are also discussed in Section 3.15,
Utilities and Service Systems.

Impacts associated with stormwater drainage facilities are discussed in Impact 3.15-5 of
Section 3.15 of the Draft EIR. As discussed on page 3.15-35, “Installation of storm drainage
infrastructure would occur during the construction phases of individual future projects
within the Plan Area. There is significant storm drainage infrastructure remaining to be
constructed to serve the Plan Area. About 32 miles of additional drainage pipelines is
anticipated to be constructed to meet buildout needs.” Additionally, as noted on page
3.9-23 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR, “The current drainage system in the Plan Area
discharges to a system of ponding basins, irrigation canals, and the San Joaquin River, but
is operated and maintained to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as possible into the
underlying groundwater aquifer. Future development would include water quality BMPs,
detention basins, and retention basins designed to minimize or eliminate increases in
runoff from these new impervious surfaces entering existing surface water courses and
existing storm drains. Peak runoff and total volume of runoff will be minimized by future
development of storm drainage design which retains water to the maximum extent
possible. Consequently, infiltration into the groundwater aquifers will be maximized to
the extent possible through the storm drainage design.” As such, upgrades to the
irrigation canals and stormwater drainage system will occur, as needed, associated with
future buildout of the Plan Area.

The commenter states that FID will require all open channels and existing pipelines
impacted by future development of the Specific Plan be upgraded to meet FID’s current
standards, including for road or highway crossings. The commenter also states that the
majority of the FID facilities in the Plan Area were designed for a rural environment and
must be replaced as development occurs. Further, the commenter states that
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Response G-9:

Response G-10:

development impacts to the Herndorn Canal No. 39 facility shall require designs that
protect the canal’s integrity for an urban setting including the need for access and full
right-of-way widths for FID’s operations and maintenance needs.

This comment is noted. Please see Response G-7. As noted, upgrades to the irrigation
canals and stormwater drainage system will occur, as needed, associated with future
buildout of the Plan Area.

The commenter states the following: “FID’s facilities that are within the Planning Area
carry irrigation water for FID users, recharge water for the City of Fresno, and flood waters
during the winter months. In addition to FID’s facilities, private facilities also traverse the
Planned Area.”

The FID facilities are discussed throughout the Draft EIR, as applicable, and are shown in
Figure 3.9-2, Fresno Irrigation District Pipelines and Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control
District Basins, of Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR. Stormwater
drainage facilities in the Plan Area, including drainage irrigation canals owned by FID, are
also discussed in Section 3.15, Utilities and Service Systems.

While this comment does not specifically pertain to CEQA or the EIR for the West Area
Neighborhoods Specific Plan, this comment is acknowledged by the City.

The commenter states background information regarding Growth Area 1 of the
Cooperative Water Utilization and Conveyance Agreement, and states that “Areas that
are outside of the said Conveyance Agreement or within Growth Area 2 are not entitled
to waters from FID.” The commenter also provides background information regarding the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA), and concludes that “the City of
Fresno should consider the potential impacts of the development on the City's ability to
comply with requirements of SGMA.” The commenter concludes by stating that, “Should
the proposed developments result in a greater consumption of groundwater, this deficit
will increase. FID suggests the City of Fresno require balancing anticipated groundwater
use with sufficient recharge of imported surface water to preclude increasing the area's
existing groundwater overdraft and require the use of reclaimed water or other
conservation methods.”

This comment is noted. Impacts associated with groundwater recharge are discussed in
Impact 3.9-3 of Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality of the Draft EIR. The SGMA is
also discussed in the Regulatory Setting section of Section 3.9. As part of the California
Statewide Groundwater Elevation Monitoring (CASGEM) Program, DWR is required to
prioritize California groundwater basins to help identify, evaluate, and determine the
need for additional groundwater level monitoring. Per the current CASGEM draft
prioritization, completed in April 2019, the Kings Subbasin is a high priority subbasin.

The City has long made efforts toward offsetting the decline of groundwater levels and
minimizing overdraft conditions through an active intentional recharge program that
started in 1971. Through cooperative agreements with FMFCD and FID, the City has access
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Response G-11:

to not only City-owned basins, but also to specific facilities owned and operated by these
two agencies. The City has averaged over 60,000 AFY the previous five years and plans to
gradually increase recharge by about 540 AFY each year. However, during wet years the
City will recharge more water when it is available to allow to the City to draw on additional
groundwater during dry years when surface water is not available.

Additionally, impacts associated with water supply availability are discussed in Impact
3.15-4 of Section 3.15, Utilities and Service Systems, of the Draft EIR. A Water Supply
Assessment was completed for the proposed Project, which accounts for the City’s
existing and future water supply portfolio. As discussed, the proposed Specific Plan would
be served from the City’s existing and future water supplies. The City currently receives
water from four water supply sources: surface water from the FID Agreement for Kings
River water, surface water from the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (USBR) Central Valley
Project (CVP) Friant Division Contract for San Joaquin River water, groundwater that is
pumped from wells in the City, and recycled water (planned to be used for non-potable
uses).

The City of Fresno forecasts that it will have sufficient water supplies for demands in its
service area over the 2020 to 2040 period in normal, single-dry-year, and multiple-dry-
year conditions. Additionally, the Specific Plan water demand is not expected to exceed
the City’s supplies in any normal, single dry, or multiple dry year between 2020 and 2040.

This comment is noted. This comment serves as a conclusion to the NOP comment letter.
No further response is necessary.
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City of Fresno Planning & Development Department
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan

March 30, 2022
Page 2
2. Figure 2.0-4: While we understand basin designations may not be able to change, we

10.

11.

wish to point out existing Basin “CD” needs to be added and Basin “AI” should be
designed as a ponding basin not neighborhood park.

Page TOC-6 and 3.9-33 (Figure 3.9-2): The title should read “Fresno Metropolitan
Flood Control District Basin Facilities”. No additional FMFCD facilities such as
pipelines are shown other than basins. Remove FMFCD from “FMFCD Features”.
FID facilities are not part of FMFCD facilities.

Page 1.0-5: Include FMFCD as Responsible and Trustee Agency.
Page 1.0-10; Paragraph 1.7-Item 9: Floor should be corrected to say Flood.
Page 2.0-15: Include FMFCD as Responsible and Trustee Agency.

Page 3.4-9; Paragraph 6: Update “680” to “750” miles. Revise last two sentences to
include additional language such as “features” and “basins”. l.e. “the FMFCD has
planned for streets or other conveyance to move the excess runoff to the basins”
should read “the FMFCD has planned streets or other conveyance features to move
excess runoff to the basins” and “The FMFCD facilities in the Plan Area” should
read “The FMFCD basin facilities in the Plan Area™.

Page 3.4-9; Paragraph 7: “Drainage channels within the Plan Area include” should
remove the word channels and be corrected to say “Drainage irrigation canals owned
by FID within the Plan Area include”.

Page 3.4-44: Remove the sentence “or permanent flood control/drainage facilities”.
On-site “flood control” facilities, i.e. “permanent basins™ will not be substituted for
purpose of FMFCD basins or eliminate the need for payment of a drainage fee.

Page 3.9-6 and 3.9-7: Correct content to reflect same comments in Item 7 and 8 above. |

Page 3.9-7: Correct last sentence “capital improvement plan update every five years.”
to say “capital improvement plan update every year with projected funding for five
years”.
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City of Fresno Planning & Development Department
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan

March 30, 2022
Page 3

12. Page 3.9-9; Paragraph 1: Revise first sentence “The current drainage system in the
Plan Area discharges to a system of irrigation canals, creeks, and the San Joaquin
River, but is designed to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as possible into the H-13
underlying ground water aquifer.” to read “the current drainage system in the Plan
Area discharges to a system of ponding basins, irrigation canals, and the San Joaquin
River, but is operated and maintained to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as
possible into the underlying groundwater aquifer”.

13. Page 3.9-12: Revise Policy NS-3-b: “(FMFCD) to install curbing, gutters, and other
drainage facilities....” to read “(FMFCD) to install drainage facilities in conjunction H-14
with City installation of curb and gutter.....”.

14. Page 3.9-22 and 3.9-23: Correct content to reflect same comments as Numbers 7 and T
12 above. )

15. Pages 3.9-25, 3.15-15, 23-6.1.2.3 of West Yost document: Revise sentence “but also
those of these two agencies™ to read “but also to specific facilities owned and operated H-16
by these two agencies™.

16. Page 3.15-27: Correct context to reflect same comments as Numbers 7 and 8 above. | H-17

17. Page 3.15-28: Correct second paragraph context to reflect same comments as Number
11 above. H-18

18. Page 3.15-33-34: Revise Policy NS-3-b: correct context to reflect same comments as | H-19
Number 13 above.

19. Page 4.0-15; First paragraph: 158 should be corrected to say 165. | H-20

20. Page 4.0-18: Correct second paragraph context to reflect same as Number 11 above. | H-21

Proposed land uses vary substantially in density between plan alternates which can effect
system size. FMFCD shall be notified when an alternate is chosen and/or changes are made | H-22
to the proposed land uses.
The City of Fresno, FMFCD, the County of Fresno, the City of Clovis, and the California State
University, Fresno are currently covered as Co-Permittees for Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) discharges through National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) H-23
General Order No. R5-2016-0040 and NPDES Permit No. CAS0085324 (Storm Water Permit)
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Ciry of Frespe Planndng & Develepment Departneent
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elffetive May 17, 20018, The previous Storm Wster Permit ndepbed on May 31, 2003 required the
achirplion of Slonmwaler Crialaty Managemien) Program {5WORI that descabes the Stonm Water
Permid implementation actions and Co-Permities resporsibilities, That SWOME wqs approved by
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EXHIBIT "A"

Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District

Guidance for Addressing Stormwater Quality for CEQA Review

Stormwater Checklist for CEQA Review

a. Potential impact of project construction on stormwater runoff.

Stormwater runoff from construction activities can have a significant impact on water quality. To

build on sites with over one acre of disturbed land, property owners must obtain coverage under
the California Construction General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater (CGP). The CGP is
issued by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB). The CGP requires sites that do
not qualify for an erosivity waiver to create a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).
The SWPPP is a site-specific plan that is designed to control the discharge of pollutants from the
construction site to local storm drains and waterways.

b. Potential impact of project post-construction activity on stormwater runoff.

FMFCD operates the Regional Stormwater Mitigation System, which consists of facilities to
handle stormwater runoff and non-stormwater discharges in the FMFCD service area. However,

river discharging drainage areas and drainage areas without basin service are subject to FMFCD

Policy: Providing for Compliance with Post-Development and Industrial Storm Water Pollution

Control Requirements (Policy).

Development and redevelopment projects can result in discharge of pollutants to receiving

waters. Pollutants of concern for a project site depend on the following factors:

Project location;
Land use and activities that have occurred on the project site in the past;
Land use and activities that are likely to occur in the future; and

Receiving water impairments.

As land use activities and site design practices evolve, particularly with increased incorporation

of stormwater quality BMPs, characteristic stormwater runoff concentrations and pollutants of

concern from various land use types are also likely to change.

Typical Pollutants of Concern and Sources for Post-Development Areas

Pollutant Potential Sources
Sediment (total suspended Streets, landscaped areas, driveways, roads, construction
solids and turbidity), trash and | activities, atmospheric deposition, soil erosion (channels
debris (gross solids and and slopes)
floatables)

j:\environmenta Nswqmp implementation\7 planning and land development program\pld3 update to ceqa process\ceqa review guidance.docx
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2.0

Pesticides and herbicades

Oirganic materialaloxyaen
dermanding subsiances

Residentiml lvans and gardens, roadsides. utility right-of
warys, coimmnercinl sd mdustrinl lndecaped arcas, anil
v T

Resideniial bws and gasders, comumercial ladseaping,

il wasle

Metals

Auttomabibes, bradges, atmosphenc depositon. mdusinal
nrens, seil erosgn, metnl surfaces, combistion processes

(nl ansd grease. anzianss
associated with petralenm

Boads, driveways, parking lsts, vehicle mambenanss arsis,
gas stations, ilbe# dumping te serm drairs, asomohile
ermssions, anl fils, odls, md grease from restaurmis

Bactena zmd virnses

Laswis, rooads, kenk i;|1§_ sanitary sewer lmes, sandary sewer
creds-goniect ions. atmal wiste (demeatic and wild),
septie systems, omeless encampmenis,

sydmpents Iielihms i donn dram svstem

Muriema

Landscape fenilivers, atnosphenc deposition, atomobil:

exhaust, soil areston, mamsal wasle, delergents

Source; Adapred fraom USEPA, T r_f:‘:.'en!amma.'}' Drata Svmmary - of Urbay Stoom iFater BAPs)

FRIFCINs Past-Development Slandands Technscal Sanoal provides gaidance for snplememimg
stormrwaler guality Best Managoment Practsces (BMPs) dfor drainage areas sulyject to the Policy,

with the inention of improving water qual®y and mitigoting petentiol water quality fopacts from
stommwvaler angd non=sarmwaier dischorges, The Post-Develispmerd Standerds Technical Slanenl

addremes the follsving objectives and goals

e DMdinimize impervious surfaces and dirgcthy connedt mpervios surlhess in aress of mew
developmen and redevelopment. and whers feasible, to mpximizs on-gite infiltraticn of

Slerirmyater ruedil

s e lement podlistion prevent ion methods spplemented by poflimag soce contok and
et arad where practical, use strategies that control the seurce of pollmants or
constitents (Lo, where water matially beats the growmd ) o mdiningize s traisparn of
sl arnd pollutamts offsite omd oo ASE;

e Prescrve, and where possible eredfe or restore, ancas that provide imporiand water qualiiy
benciis, such as riparian comadors, wetlands, or Bufler zopes

e Limir disturbancess of nofural water bodice npd natueal dromoage systens e developmen,
imehoding reads, highwave, ad bridges,

s ldentify and svoud develeprment m arces Sl ars particilo by susceptible to erosion
sedlimeent bose or sstablsh guidance that profects areas from ercsion amd sediment ks,

] lrn,pln.'-rn.c-nl wouree amdl strosctural conino®s s neccssary nnd approprade o prarlect
dovwnstream receiving water quality frome incrensed poflutan leadings and (s
(Fydrormadification compeepta) from ew development ad signifienst redevelopmsent;

}l.--nu (1] k 7 pEmEring 1 e teend d aw b me e programipkdd LA Tin B3 DEYE pRocks | Seg MRS R ga ke decs
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Crmtrod the post:developmend peak stormwater mnedt discharge rates and velocities in
mnETiain or reduce rla-ﬁe'l.'ohpn'r:m diwnstrenm eposion and 1o privect dosnsineam
Thahinne: and

Censider mtegrmtion of Low Inpoct Development { LI poneiples méo provect desen

The Past-Development Standards Techmical Maneal describes e stormwailer manzgemeril
rednirensenits for Priory Projects, whash ane slestifbed as meeimyg ome ar mare of the following
and discharge to the San Jeaquin Eiver or do not have basin service:

Home subdivisiors of |10 kousing anits or nsre,

Coemmeergial developments greater than 100,000 sguare feet;

Automotive n:rmir shops,

Hesaurumls;

Parkimg bota 50060 sgoare et or greaier wilh 23 or wore parking spaces and potentially
anposad Lo vrban TunedT;

Bereets and Toads;

Retoil gasaling catlelz (ROCk), and

Smnificont redevelopment progects, which are developments that resull in creation or
niddfiion of ol kast 5 (] sdjuaTe feal nf:ir:'q'lerl.'i-:n.t: surface op an already -lim'chpad wile,
Significaont redevelopment ncludes. bt i nod lmited 1o, expansion of s building
Frotpring or sdditien or replcement of @ stnsctone, structuss] develoging ecluding ai
increase i gross hoor shea nd'of exberar construction of remoedeling. replacement of
ity i surFaes ten 4 ool gadt of o soutine maineoaies activity, and lagad st bang
activities related wils eroctoral of wipervious airfaces, Where sigifieant sedevs lopaen
pest il i an dicrease of less than 50 pervent of e impervious surfaces of g previowsly
earimg dovelopment und the exisimyg dovelopment was not swhpedd D Pest-Congraciam
Stundards. anly the proposed allerabion mest meed ihe requirements of the Posl-
Dizvelopment Blandards Techmical Wanual,

All Priosily Projects s mitigale the Stosmmwater Qualiny Desdgn Volume (5W0LIN ) or
Stomavwater Uuality Dosign Flow CSWOIFE) through LIDe or treatment sbased sonmmwater gqualiy
BMPs ar a conthimation thereol:

For new develapment or stemificant redevelopment progects lor restavrants wilh less than 5000
sguare beet, the project applicant musl meel ol the regquarements of the Post-Ievelopment
Slamlards Techmical Mameal except tar mitigating the SWODY or SWOHIF amdd implementing
stormpwater quality FMP=

The PMost-Developmaent Bandards Techmcal Manual can be fomnd on FREPCINS webste here:

j'l.ln1mm'-l'lmrnplum|'|1 pein erdn g 3 ead B d dwmdaams pt program i pldd upd s ba-oegs proces o red e gk decs
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. Putetial fr discharege of stempwalor from areas from natedal storage, viehicle or
ciipment maintemance (inclading washing), woaste handling, hasardous malvdaks
handling o storage, delivery areas or laading docks, or other outdosr work aness

Developmen projects may create potential impacts 10 stormeater from non-slonmwaier
dischinrpe from arens with msteriol gorage, vehicle or squipmeant fheling. vehicle or squipmen
mdimennin (inchiding washing ), waste hondfing, lsesrdois naterials handling or storage,
dulivedy areas of loadiing docks, of other odeor werk afes,

Some mamerinls, such pe those comammg heavy meials or fowic compounds, are of mwore coneem
ke other materiak, Toxic and lezardous neterials must be preventad rom codming, in conlac
with stormwater T Non-taxic or non-hazardous. masterinls, such s dobris and sedment, cm
also have signaticanl enpacts on receivimg wilers. Contact befween nonefoxee or non=hasardons
maierials aml sommmwater runoff shauld be Himted, and such materzls prevenied from bemg
discharged with stomimeater mnafT To help mitigate these patentind mpacts, BAMPs should be
incheded to prevent dsclwrpes from lenving the propey,

Reler to FAMEPC Post=Development Stancards Techimical Mamoal fir mare informaton or go b
hidp: Awater, eps. gov pohaaste mps arbem. ofm,

il Fotential fur dischorge of stomawater te impct the beneficinl uses of the receiving
witters or arees that provide water quoadity benefits.

Ldestil’y Focciving watirs and describe activities thal may Eepace the baseficial uzes of the
mecaiving waters or Lhaf progect water qualiy benefds. FProgect thak can mpact benedicial uses or
receiving waters may be mitigated by implememtation of the FMFCT? Post=Development
Stamlards Tachmical Mamesl

. Petential for the discharge of stormorater to canse significant horm on the biclegical
imieerity of the water ways nol wiler holies.

Coservition of nalural areas, sos. and vegalatmon belps e retain mumerous indons of pre-
development bydroleey, mohdmg romizll imtercepton. mbtliration, and evapotraonspirabion. Each
project sie possesses anigue fopographic, bvdroldei, and vegelative kemores, some of which ane
mare suitnhle for development than sthers. Semsitive areas, such ns sircams and thewr buffers,
|'Iv.'h1r|p'||:|ii1:,, wellands, stezp shr:::‘ i hig‘lhl:r-pu:rnrnbl: wivils, shoulkd he pr:ﬂ..ﬁ:l::ﬁ ancliar
restored, Blopes can be a mujor senrce of sediment and should be properly protectsd md
stabilized. Locatm developimend in less sensifive arces of a projgct sfe and conserying nalurally
vagatated arsas can minkmnize svironimeigal mpacts from sterirmatar roedl

The evalustion of a project’s effect on semitive natural commminities shoull ¢ncomjunes aqeatic
s et b Binbitsgs, Covabder “aquatic and wetland habitad™ s expmples of sensigive habitst

j'kln\mmﬂ'lm-nﬂummﬁ! pein erda g 3 ead B d dw oo pt program i pldd upd s bo-oegs procss o red e gakbicsdecs
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I Poteaptiaal For significant changes in the Sow velocity or volanese of stormwater manodT that
can canse envirommental larm.

The evaluation of o projeot’s effect on dr in.-lge pirtderns should refer 1o the FMFCTY s Stam
Dvinnge and Floed Comtral Mester Plan asd hove their projedt reviewed by FMPCT 1o ussess
the significance of alering existing drsinage patteme and to develop amy miligation mersres in
el it iy 00 oo sty ater inatgation systent The evaluation should sleo consider oy potentaal
for streaimbed or Baik erogion dosvwmstrean Goan the project,

g Potentinl Tor significant increases in erosion of e project site or ssecounding arens

The evaluation of o projeot’s effect om dm in.-lge pirtdemns should refer 1o the FRMFCTY s S1onm
Drainage aml Flood Contral Mester Plan aped hove their project reviewsd by FMPCTY o ussets
ihe significance of aliering existing desinage pasterms and to develop any miligaticn mersitres in
aaddlit o o o sboniyaber manga s systent The evabuation sheuld alse consider any pasientanl
for streambsd or bank erosion desastren o the project.
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2.0 COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES

INTRODUCTION 1.0

1.3 RESPONSIELE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES

Mz reguired by CECWA, this B8 defires lzad, respanslble, ard trustee agencles, The Sty of Fresnois
the “Lirad Agency” for the praject because [tholds princinal responsibility bor approuing the praject
The peom “Responsfle Agency™ includes all public sgencies ather han b Lead Agency Thal bayve
distr=tiorany aporowal powesr cwer the project or an aspect of the project |CEQA Suldelines Sscbon
152351). For the purpose of CEQA, & “Trustee™ agency has jursdicton by |aw over natural resounces
that are hakl in ruen 20 The people of e State of Califoraia, CEQA Guidalings Secticn 85385
refognites e particutas naatee agencies: (af the Caflornia Departmant ol Fish and Wildls with
regard to the fish and widlife of the Sate, to designated rare or endangered native plarits, and to
game refuges, erological reserves, and other areas administened by the departrent; (b the Staze
Larets Commimsion with regard lo Stale cwred “sowereigr” lards such as (ke beds oF navigable
wabe=rs sand Stabe schood lands; [chthe State Department of Parks ard Recreation with regard o aniis
of 1he State Park Systern; and [d] The Urnisersity of Cadformia with regand tosites withdn the Matural
Lared anc Water Resarses Syetom,

Tha lolowing agencies am consldered Resporsible Apenckas Tor this grogect, ard may B2 remalred
I FaLe peitnits OF dporowe cerlain gypecls ol the propossd propect

# Califomnia Department af Flehand Widiife (COPW);
Cafilinia Department of Trardpostation [Caltians);
Cerdral Valley Regiaral Water Cuality Contral Bosrd - Clean Water Act Saction 401 ‘Water
Cuality Certification, Mational Pofuton Dischernge Elimination System [NPOES] perecal
corstruction penmik,

&  San Joaouin Vall=y Air Pollution Cordrad District — &pproyval of corstruction-relatsd o
guality. permits, suthority o Construct, Fermit to Operate for statlonary sources of ar

Pl
& Coparal Unified Schood District = Aparowal of schiool sites
Thefa Add: Fresnc Metropolitan Flood Gontrol || TR 3REncy with recpect i
the proposed Clistrict ‘FMF{:D :I ncy, &= the propoesd project
woutel mol afect sy sTale owned “sogeieipn. lards, any urels o SLate Park Sylern, or ary siles

within the Linivardoy of Calilornia’s Matural Lard ard Water Besarvec Syeam,

1.4 ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

The review and certification process for the FIR has Invodved, or will nvslue, the el kawing penaral
procedural sleps:

NoTICEOF PREPARATION

The City ciroulabad 8 Motios ol Prépaation (NOP) af an EIR for the gropossd propEct an Jure 28, 201%
ta responsible and trustes agendes, the Ztate Clearinghouss, and the pubfic. A gublic scoping
meeting was hefd on July 24, 2079 at &:00 pom, at the Glacier Poirt Middse School Cafeteria In Fresro
12 presert the project descripfion ko b public and inkarested ageccios, ardd (o reteive commens
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COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES 2.0

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Defirdtions of sigrificance vasy with the plysicsd condition affectad and the stting in which tha
chanpe ooty The CEOA GaideSnes s farth physdcal mpecis that rigger the reguirairent o rmake
*mandatory firdings of significance” [CEQA Guidelines H15065)

This CEOA document reliss on three levels of iImpact significance:

Lea-Tham-sig i licant Fnpsct, far wihich fc meli gation fmeddred &ne waradlad.

Sipnificard impact that can b= metigated fo o leve| that is =2 than signifcand; and,
Slgnificant impact that cannot be mitigated to @ level that & less than signifient. Such
irdacts ang retenmd T s signilicant and uraucrdable

g

Each mesouncd ames uies 3 distinct st of significance oriters {alsa referred to as “thieshoids of
signilfcance” throsghout the EIR] The sigrficence criteris ane jidentifiad at the beginning of the
impact discussion for mach resouros area. Thess significance crit=rla promofe corsistent svalration
al impacts for all stternat ves consigened, even though signilicanoe criterla are necessarn by of{ferens
for gach resouree comsidersd When criteria for signiticanoe datarmmatisnes felative 1o a spesfic
Enyironmental resouwrce aie nol dentified in the CEQH, Guidelines, specific oileria Fave been
developed for this Draft EIR corsisient with the past patiemand practios of the City of Fresro.

1.7 COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION

The City mecaived hirtesn writton comumant latiers an the NOP for the proposed arogct Drart EIR
B copry al each letier iy pravided & Appendis b of thic Dral EIR. & polilic ceoping meeling was Faid
an duly 24, 2019 to present the project description to the public and inberested agencies, and bo
rescelve comments from the public and interested agencies regarding the scopeof the srdrormentad
analyshs to b= anchuided in the Dradfn EIR

Apell Herey (August 1, 2009

Califorres Departimend of Water Pesources, Diviskor of Satety of Dams Luly 19, 30153
Cafiforrda Govermar's Cffice of Manning and Research, State Clearinghowse ard Farming
Uit {lure 78, 2013}

Carf 8 Lyda Frarkhin | Bugust 2, 20036

Cathy Caples {August 1, 2084}
Ce=nkral Grizzlies Youlh Focthall &
City of Frasna Transgortation
Forgioiten Fresno [uly 17 19

Fresnz Mesropolita cmtrad Cistrict (fugust 1, 2019|
10. Fresno County Pablic ry [Juby 8, 2015)

VL, el Roberts (duly 24, 2008}

12, Patricia and Cffard Upton {July 24, 3013)

13, San Joaguin Valley Alr Poliution Cantrol District {July 15, 2014)

I_pr\_ll'r

regs [idy 29, 2019]

[E O T

1.8 AREAS OF CONTROVERSY

Thi lelloadng are topics of puhilic conoarm o patential LonRtrowersy [hat hawe Bsrame b to tha
City staff based an public input, bnown reglonal isgues, and staff chservations:
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2.0 COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 2.0

& Uardral Valley RBegiond Wealer Cuality Condiol Bosd — Clean Watsr Acl Sastion 4] Wales
Quality Certification, National Pollution Dischonps Elimination System [NPDES] gereral
corstruction permit;

Fresno imigation District [FID;

San Joamuin Yalley Air Pollution Control District = Approval of corstruction-relsted =i
puality permits; authonity to Corstruct, Permit to Operate for statlonary sounces of air
pallution,

s C=riral Unified Schogl Cistrict — Aporowal of school sites.

The Califo®gia Departm=nt of Fish and Wildife will also function as a buster agency with respect o

Flan wiould mot

pCTarny BTate caened “Eohvere tan” [ande, any LNt of tha State Park System, of any
gites within the U i : ;

wersily ol Califorria’s Matsl Land and Waless Pessr e Symisim,
Fudd Freans Metropolitan Flood
Cantrol District (FMFCO)

- 'l r-
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COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES 2.0

BioLoGIcAL RESOURCES 3.4

procipitation & abaut 15 inches and the mean anual tamgaratee | about 51 degress F, The San
Ioaqien series inciudes bul is mol limited 10 the San Ioegquin oam, §-3% dopes”, San Joaguin [osm,
shaliow, 4-3% slopes’, "San losquin sandy loam, 0-5% sopss, MELA 17, and ™an Jlosquin sandy
toam, shallow, 0-3% slopes’ solls, each of which s present within the Flan area

Hydrogeomaorphic Feaiures

Fresro County i= locabed in the San Josqun River wadershed, The San losquin River I= about 300
miles iong. It begins in the Siera Nevada mountain rangs on California’s sastemn border. The river
Fures desee the wastenn slone of the Serra and Mows roughly nortfwwest thrcugh the Central Walley,
Iy webere §1mests the Sacraments FBver 8t e Sacramenlo-5an osquen Celts, g 1 000-qquare-mie
maze of chanreis-and islands that drains more than 40 percent of the state’s ands (5ERGA 2013

The Fresno Metropolitan Food Conbrol Distrct (FMFOD] has primamng resoons bility for managing the
focal stormmsaber fows lor the Cliy, & well as & lange anea beyond the City's boundaries. The City's
stormwater draing o urban stormwates basink, wheee 7 & ref@ired Tor groundwatsr rechargs or
pumped o losal irrigation careds cwned by Frasrs Irrigation District (D) ard then monveyed awey
from the muniopal ar=a.

The City of Fresro ks Iocated in the alluvial fars of rumeroes foothill streams and cresks that drain
tne westerm siope of the Sera Nevada focthilis These streams irclude Big Dry Creek, Alludal Craln,
Pugn Creek, Dog Creek, Redbank Creek, Mud Ceeek, sred Fancher Creek. The Sty hae bal dey summers
ard cocf mdd wirnters, with t=mperatures of mid-30°F in the semmer and §1°F in the wirger. The
precipitation aserages 11 Inches per year and cocurs almast entirely in the fall, winter, and sprirg.

Regionally; the City &= protected by the US. Acmy Corps of Engineers’ (Comps) Redbank-Fanches
Craeks Foodd Tontrod Project, This project irclisdes dams, getenfion Basing, ano vess dsigred o
contral ipslream Nood Bows bo spprimately the 200bpasr dborm event, Mape laolities al ks
project include levee syetems, the Big Dry Cresk Fancher Oresk, and Redbans Creek dams and
reservoirs;, and the Alludal Orain, Redbank Cresk, Fup Creek, Farc g Ory Creek, Pup
Crack EFITE'I"‘I:IHW. and Dry Creek EXTarsn calsntion basng,

Loeally, the FRAFCIFdralnase system consists of approsimate ly 880 miles of plpeline and maore than

150 stormwater rebenlion basire, The sbarm drainapge pipelire sysis=m s designed Lo it epl Lhe gt

flow rate of runcdf from a teo=year inbensity storm =wesnt [a starm that has a 50 percent probability

of pcourring @0 any gheen yaarl, When storm pyents occor that exoeed the tao-year Inersioy,

poEding Deging 1o Gofur in Che sived pHpelire Systemm can remdve e wWaler, Inthe event ﬁ!ﬂﬂtﬂre:
of B sloims, “rmajor shosrm breatoear®, the Eh O b plapred for stree s o abher corneygance

ta mowe the sxcess runcdf to the basins. The EMECI¥ac|lities in the Ban frea are shawn in Figure

3.8-2 In Sectian 3.9, Hydralogy and 'Water Quakity

The drainage system discharges to a system of imigation canals, crecks, and the San loaguen Rver,
bl B gdesignad 1o retair and infilbrate g muech runall &5 poesible inbo e gadedying gaounmidwaler
aqwiler. The focal drairege service area = subdinded mbo over 180 dranape aress, most of which
draim to a retention basin Drainags wilthin the Plan &rea irclude:

irrigation canalks
Dalt Environmental Tmpact Report - Wesijgwned by FID ecific Plan =~ 34-9
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2.0 COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES

3.4 BioLoGical RESOURCES

residential, the deselopment project shall indude and prowide far the malnsenance of one af
the Tolawing design features 1o pravide 3 nesaifurban Duttar

# Prowids landscaping and s=tbacks tofully obscure the rew development's buildings and
fences,

¢ [Donotindede fepcing, o provide onby === -through fencong no greater tha
height be=twesn the new ceweiopment and the existing properiy.

= Frowige open space such s edible gardens, lardscaped walkways Sep
= T e D L
= Locate boundary streets betwesn the new and existing develooments.®

These fwo Specific Fan oolicies supports conjunctive use of fiood control facilities: as
recreatizrad ar apen spaie amenitics, The proposed SoecHic Plan s corslstent with this Folicy.

Policy POSS-5-k Regional Mitigation arnd Habltat Hestoration. Coordinat= habitat restoration
programs with responsiie agencies to Eke advantage of opporiunites for & coordinated regonal
FILIRRGES N program

AR distuiped abowve, the Specific Fan would. not conllict with PGRES San loaquin Vailay
Cperation and Maintenance HCP o the Betovery Plan for Uptard Soecikes of the San kaguin
valley. The proposed Epecific Plan b5 corsistent with thes Poficy. Additanally, the mitigation
rgasires cutlned throgghoot the abiowe impact discussbors Incluse @sdelires for tuture
prajects o imalerend inorder o ionsecve Rabital amd mitigale poteniiad impacts, Thé Gty B
continue to coordinate habitat restoration programe with responsibée agencies in order 8o take
advantags of cpoportunities for a coordirated reglona mitigatizn program, The propossd
Speific Flan B conssstent with this Polcy,

FrEsNG M iMpaL. Cone

Artjde 4 %5reed Tress ard Parkways, of Chapier 13 of the Fresro 8duricipal Code comtairs the pubdic
tree policy, tree brautification and preservation reguiations, and Special Tres Lst swthorzatian
Seerion 13-303, Public Tres Tolicy, dadares that the sulilic [Merest ard wallare requirs that the oty
mainlain 8 prograsm Mor the planting and preservalmn of trees o & gublic property in the ity &5 g
mumicipal affalr in crder b beaubdy the city, purify its air, and provide shade for s inhabitasits.
Secrion 13-304, Tres Beautdication, establkhes and defmes fhae Matter Trog Fian requensments,
Parkway Tree reguirements, ard olbsr raguirements relabed 1o new and existing develaprment and
th= prowi=on of parkwoy trees, S=ction 13-305, Tres= Preserwation, cutlines bres removal and
mairienance requirements, trees penmit conditions, and payment of fees Insli=e of repladng a
resmowed treg. Lastly, Section 13-206, Special Tres List, cubines the Spedal Tres List roguirsments
and free recnoed | regussts oe Special Trees,

Thiere are brees [ofated rougholl the Plan Ares, Any remoesl of these ey would De eguired 5o
comply with the prosisions of the fresno Murdcipad Code, induding Articks 3 Street Tress and
Farkwarys, of Chapter 12, This [s-am exlsting standard and reguiatan that & enforced by the Tty al
Frasno during the mmprovement/gracing plan andfor bufding plan phase of a project,

LT [raft Epwiconmenta] Impact Repart = West Area Meighlsoehoads Specific Plan
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COMMENTS ON DRAFT EIR AND RESPONSES 2.0

3.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Tancr 3. %-3: Pras Aava Wirdl CAPADITY

WRLL MUHER Pt BORsER IVER REATES Dl ey [
Wl 104 125 1,500
Wil 123 125 1,830
Wil 185 200 2,400
Wl 1711 B0 B00
wall 171-2 15 1750
Wl 15 15 FEI]
Wil 358 (has pacsup pinaerh 20 3 100
il 354 o) 1,08
Tatal Well Purnping Capacity |GFM) 13,150

ICITES T P Ltk CARSLTT T AN L CALLE PR (o FOVTRE T/OW SROUWTE 10T 1 S TaFF ROV = dacdim e maloiiE ]
Fowwoe: Loy Bacssaoums ReeoeT, Weer Yo Assockyes, 20030,

GROUNDWATESR QUALITY

acconding tothe LRy Background Summany completed for the Speciiic Fian, the Plan Area tends 2o
e Datker ground water guality than The City 85 3 wihadle, with anly g smal pormicn ol the Fan &rea
{rear Sate Bojle 00) Raving nitrsles in excess of tha-allowsbd= limdt of 45 mgfLas MOy or 10 mgll
a5 MOSAL Well 1712 15 the only well that requires treatment within the West Area, and uses gransiar
activated rarbon [GALC).

Drainage

The Fresma Mebrapalitan Aood Contral Distsict [(FPAPCD) has primesry resporaibility for managing the
focad starmmater flows far the City, 2 well a5 2 large area beyond the Oty's bondanies, The Cib's
starrmater deaing to urkan sTormwater basins, where it 5 retained Tor grounchwater recharge o
purnped b hocal irvigation carals dwred by Fresnd Irrigation DEbrct [FID] ard hen conveped gy
from the municipad area.

Tne City of Fresno i located in the allwial fans of nememous foathill streams and oresks that drain
the wastern slhope-of the Sienra Mevada foothills. These strears inchide Bg Dry Creek, Alluvial Draln,
Pup Creak, Dog Creek, Redbank Craak, Bud Traek, and Fancher Cresk, The City has hot dry summnar
i ool mild winters, with Emperatures of mid-90°F in the summer and °F in e waler, The
precioitabon averages 11 inches per v=ar and oocurs Almost entirehy @ the fad, snter, and spring.

Regionally. the CAy is protect=d by the U2 Army Comps of Engiresr' [Corps) Redbank-Fancher
Creeks Aood Controd Project. This prokect Includes dams, detentlon basing, snd levees deslgned to
conbrgl upsimeam Nood Fows 00 approkimately the 200-year gtorm event, Major facilities of this
project incugs beyes sieterms the Big Dy Creek, Farckes Creek, and Redbank Creek dams and
reserpzirs, and the Blluvial Crain, S=dbank Creek, Pup Cre=k, Fancher Cre=k, Big Ory Creek, Pup
Creek Erfarpe i, and Ory Creak Extension fete ntlon hasin.

Lezally, the FWMFOD drairage system cm;lmn?a-npn:hlmabn x lles of pepelire and mons than
150 stormltar retanbicn Basind, The sbarm drainage pipeline gpdtem jdded@aed Lo sccepl the peak
flow rake of raraff from 2 two-year intensity storm event (2 storm that has a 30 percent probegility
af ocoursing in-any gheen year]). When storm events oocur that encesd the twosgear inbenaity,

3586 [rafi Environmental Impact Beport = West Area Welghborhonds Specific Plan
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QuaLITY 3.9

atures
g Ing frging to octuren the steewts urtll the alpaline Qﬁm thir veatar, lnocuwm?—‘
_ﬂlh
o [arger slams, “major slorm beegtoer™, (= FMECD . . rreels o Gl her Cormeeyance
1o mowe the excess uncdf bo the basins. The FARCD*3cilities in the Plan rea ans shown in Sigure
31.9-1.

The drainage systam discharges toa system of irigation tanais, creeks, and the San loequin Rver,

bt fi-.':lﬁimad {is] rat.alrt ardd Inl.1|traurﬂI o misch rur gation canais clarlhying grﬂund-aa_w-'
aiisler, The looal drairage servios gred = b awned FiD ared, most of which
drain fo a retentan basin. Drainage waithin -

East Brarmch Vicionia Canal & Teague Sthool Canal
Epstain Canal &  Tracy Ditch

Harmdan Canal s el Branch Vichoria Canal
Minor Tharnton Ditch & Wheaton Ditch

Slivla Ditch &  fistin Citch

The Plan &rea i drained by 15 dralrage watersneds, sk of which are fully withen the Plan Aoea, and
niFe HF wiich drain 1o areas iremedisbely south or west al b Plan Area. Theve are seven sajiling
rebenticn basms within the Plan Anea and an additions? five that seree the Plan Area. An additions]
basinis planned to serve the drainags shed in the far scuthwestern corner of the Flan Area. The Fan
Ageats g1y draln system i showa on Figure 2 15-3 i Section 3,95, UtRites,

Flooding

Fliooding events can result indamags bo strucieres, injury or lozs of human and animal e, esposue
of materborme diseas=s, ard damiage to infrastructure. inaddition, standing floodwater can destroy
aprifiiral crops, undermirg  infrastructdre and  structural ﬁ.':lll"rrla:Ir.\nr..l ardl contaminate
Eraurdwalier,

Precicted flood tondiiops i the vigrdly of the Plan Ares are shown b Federal Ereigency
Maragement Agency [FEMA) Food Insurarce Rate Maps [FEMs) bt are largely based on hydraulic
madeiing performed In 1951 (FEMA, Z201E). The entine Plan Area & decignated srnshaded Tone X -
mirimal flood Rezand, ard would Rt Be expected 12 have & Toed Rezard upto th sl of the 0.3-
parcent anmual charce Nood, Lands desigrated a5 urefaded Tore X oo aulsice of the Special Aood
Hazard Areas. Changes to land swriacss in these areas o not tigeer mao revisions and no flood
insurance requeEnements ane imposed on structunes in these aness, Fligure 3.9-3 shows The Tood
toinclanes, as chelinsatad By 1w FERA FIRM and LUSACE,

AltFeaagh The Fan Ared’s aorihan Boundany i veoy ness the San lasgin River, 1he amas iseol within
a Special Flood Hazard Area. Loca! flooding can ocour for events langer than & Swoey=ar event, but
rureaff |s generally contalned in the streets or other breakover =asements. Such Sooding & not
rollacted on FEMAS mans. FMprowmenis fo s50mmn drsd gar with projected fd either ag 2
part ol privately furded on-251e deselopments o 54 5 1 [unl;ijvg: far by drairage
fees. FMFCD maintains an on-going update to the = hydraulic model for flood contral and
prepares 3 capdtad improvement plan update ewverg years.
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER ing basins, |

Thia urrant deaimags systam in the Plan Aroa discharges 10 2 spstens of ingation canak, seeess anid
e Sam loagiin River, but % i 1o retain arsd infilirate & much ronslT a5 pesyible into the
urdertying grownd water aguifer.

I0Z[0 ) araiEr WaTER Ban|es

Section 303[d) of the federal Clean Water Act requires States to identiy waters that do nct meet
wiater queadity standarts oF abiectives and thos, are congldaned "mpaired " Once listed, Sectian
S8 d] mandates pricritization and development ol a Tedal Maimom Caily Losd (TRDU] The TRADL
k& a tool that establishes the allowakds Ioadings or ather quant#fiable parameters for a wateroody
and thorehy the basks far the States to establlsh water quaity-based contrals, The purpose of THIOLS
B Erersure (hal BEnelicel o gre rectorad ard thal waber quality cbjectives are gchiswed

The prirnany surface water Teatures within the sicinity of the Plaa Ares gre the San koaguin Riverangd
Milksrion Laze. Bodb waler Teatures ane covsidenad Seclion 308E) mpered walarhodies. The
porhon of the Sanosquen Biver mansst the P lan Area appears on the State Water Resounces Control
Board's {SWRLE's] Impaired Water Bodies/I03|d] Lt for invasive specios {non-native fish species)
beitis rivsp Lake s dnchuded on the Impaired 'Water Bodies ! A03|d] st for mercury,

3.9.2 REGULATORY SETTING

There are a number of reguistary agendes whose resporaibility indedes the cversight of the water
resources of the State and nation {incduding Fresno County), inceding the Federsl Emergency
Marsgement Agenoy, the LS Ensironmental Profection Agercy, the Satg Water Ragourcas Conirol
Baard, and the mire Begional Watsr Cuality Comtral Beards, indeding the Central Valley Regicrsl
Water Guality Controf Board. The foliowing is an owersiew of the federal, State and local regulations
that ane appicable to the proposed Specifc Pan,

FERERAL

Clean Water Act

This Claar Water St [Ew.ﬂa. imfially passed in 1973, eRulates the dechangs ol F!;H||,|l;il"|1'i. ingo
weabershads thronighaut the ration, Sectian 02| p) of the act stablishes 8 Famewad for regdating
municipal ard industrial stoemwater dEcharges under the NPDES Program. Section 402 (p) requires
that stormwater discharges assoclated with an ndustrlal activity, a d@scharge from a munkipal
Separate LIafy Sewal syiber serdng & poguiation af 350000 oF mare, oF B discharge aijodiated
with a municipal separate storm sewer sysiem serving 8 popalation of 100 000 crmans but e than
250,000, that discharges sither directly 1o surface waters orindirsctly through municipal s=parate
SE0IT apwers st b reguated by an MPDES peamit.

Federal Emergency Management Agency

The Cityaf Fresno ks a particlpant in the Mational Hood insurance Program | NFIF), a Federal program
afdminiEtered h"' FEMR, Fartcipants in the KREF must satisly oertain mandatecd Foodplain
managemerd criteria. The Naticna Food rsgrsnce &t of 1968 has adopbed 85 8 desired sl of
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) Enedy parsan subsect bo subdivision {ahshall fis with the appropriate regional board & repon
ol wasle dscherpe refalive 1o ary maleris! chanps of proposed charge in the chacstter,
|lzcation, or volume of the dischargs.

State Waler Resources Control Board

The SWRCE |5 responsibe tor bmplementlrg the Ciesn Water dctand does 50 theough issulng NPOES
peErmeks 10 gities and counties through regional waler guality conlsal boards, Federal regulatiorns
aliow two permitting aptions {or stormewater discharges (individual permits and gereral permeis).
The SIWACE plected bo adopt 3 statewide gererad permit (Water Quality Oroer Mo, 20713-001 - W0
[ Bpe ernall ainicipal sapanabs sharm sewer Bystems.

LocaL

Fresno General Plan
The Freses Gereral Plan establishes the Tollieing polidies relasive to bpdrslogy ard waber quafiy

NGEE Al SAPETY ELEMENT

Objective W3=3: Minimire the risis to property, life, and the =mironment due to flooding and
sbor mwater nunetl hadands

Palicy MS-3-a: Slormwater Draimage and Flosd Control Master Plan. Support the (0l
implementalion ol the FRMFCD Sioren Drainage ard FAood Controd Sadter Plan, he
rompletion of glarmed food contmal and drairages system facifities, and the conbinuesd
maintenance of stormwater and flood wat Ithes and
Capariias, Wark with the FREECD (D miake §
ftaster Plan js ponssatent vailh Lhe Geser

ainege facilites in
njunctn with City

gllation of curk and gutter
Falicy N5-3-b: Curl and Guiler In Tosrginate with Fresrd Matropolitan Flood
Comdral Disgrict (FWIFCDY o irstad is itk pricni by
b existing neighbcehoods with the greatest deficlences and corsktent wath the Stomm
Crainags and Flond Control Mester Man

Paolicy M5-3-c= Dual Use Facilities. Supoort multiphe wses of fiood contral and drainage
facilities s bllows!

8 Lk wherever gracticel, FRMECD failities &or groundweier manggement and
recharge: and

*  Promote recreational develonment of ponding basin fadlities located withinornear
residential areat, compatible with the oiormwater and grocindwater recnarge
Turetiome

Palicy M5-3-d; Landscapsd Bilber, City will duppart the desdopment of FMEID pocding
bazins including the landscaping ard mrgation lor the ton one thind of the side sloped e
consisbent with the FRECD Basin Design Criteria.
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3.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Additionally, compiante with the Specific Pan policies shawn bsfow would furthes ansure that
et gLl ity stendands or waste dissharge reguinemrspls are aot wolated doring operation of luture
provects inthe Flan fr=a. For example, adeguat= siommwater ard fooding infrassrecture would be
mequired for rew develooment. Through compliance with the FWFCDs Storm Waber Duality
Managemani Plan, Clty Gereral Plan poficies, City Muricipsd Code reguiramaents, and propoesd
Spedlic Plan polices, Lhe propoted Specilic Plan woldd Fawe & less thaa sighificant impact relabive
1o thils topic.

SPEaric Puan Pouices

IPR 3.2: Continee fa ewplucte Copital improvemesd Progroms end opdate them o add missing
mafrrabracind oad b maeel e denignd M new cawninpmesh

IPR 3.3 Cantirire [a 507 Q@rafeiole Sondlitiars off apervald For goch Oew tevdinnmenl propasel io
EnioyE el wirler resource focilihes ore i pioce prar [ sonstrucfon and bodohing ooy,

IPR 1.4 Contisue toplam For, nshod, and ooenrbe redwsied waler syrlemd 1o berefil the Wedt Arga
ond fo suppart form resource consenyetion gogls.

Impact 3.9-3: The Specific Plan would not decrease proundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project
may impede sustaina ble groundvwater management of the basin, (Less than
Slgnificant)

Fne guantity of graund water in the San Joaquin Valley has been declning for decades, as evicenced
By the suhstmntial bwering of water iewvels In the aquiters. Impacts an groundwater in the Fresno
ANEE BFE B ITSSrTEM conslderation in SNy development plan, See Impei 3.15-6 In S=ition 3,15,
UtiEties, e duribesr discussiors  regarding grourdwat=r demmand, proundwater  sappies,
grourdwatsr recharge, and procndwater quality. Impacts related to groundwater supples and
fterlerencs with groundwater recharge ane corsidensd In Dwo ways: 1) conversion ol persous
surfsces {which sllow lor groundwales rechesgs|, and (2] use of groundwaler a5 a waler supply
{which reduces the amount of loca! groundwater supplyd

GROUNDWATER RECHARSE

Fuiture devaleamant projects fn The Plas Area weisd recult In rew imperiols surfaces and colld
raduce raifeater inlilbation and groeadwaler rechange n thige areas. infdralion rales vy
depending o the overhying sof types. In gensral, sandy soiks hawe highes mfiltration rat=s ard can
conbrinute b2 sgnlficant amaourts of ground water recharge; clay s2dls tend ta have iower percolation
padanitial; ard impEndous Surfacey such & piveent signilicantly reduce inliletian capacity ard
increass surfaps waber runofi,

B nated previonisly, the FMEDD drainage sydbem ooreils of dppromimabeheE80.miles of pipeine
and more than 150 stormwater retentan basing. The storm drainegs pipeline systemis desigred to
acogpt the peak flow rate of runal? from & two-year Intensity starm avent {& stom that fas & 50
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poreent pronabiny of ooodiing in any Evan yeas], The FVECD starm dradn and food coiingl system
w desiged 1o retsen and inhlirale a5 much sicormwater ard urban runciTas I'ﬂﬂ'l,g baEins. |

The cuirenl draimape system in P Plan Area discharged 16 8 spsben ol e lion farab, Seedde and
the San loacquin Bhesr, Buk it designed o retain ard infiltrats as muech nonoff & possible irto the
underiying groundwater agulfer. Fubdre deselopment woeld include water quality BhPs, detenbon
hagins, and retenthon basins designad 1o minimize o sliminase Increases in rurall from e new
impe rvious surlaoes enlersag existing surfacs waler tourses and exiling storm drains. Peak risnof
and iotal wolume of raraf wil b= minimized by futors dev=lopment of storm drainags design which
retaing water to the maimum extent posshle, Corseguertly, Infiltration imte the groundwater
anElers will ke maximized 10 he extent possibile thaough the storm drairage design,

Agdddmionally, Mture deve lopment propcts = [he Plan Ared may resull in rew raiveater inliliration
ard grourdwater rechargs with the development of new persious surfaces end meintenance of
e=nsbing pervicus surfaces. The Speclfic Plan incorparates best practees bo suppart sustainable
desslopment including binswabe/run-off collaction and arge permeahile green serfaces e, park
ard e space arsEs) thet woild reduace rew impersious Surfaess, rairmales infilbsation, sad
support groundwater recharge. Future developm=nt woukd include starm water guality BMPs
designed to minimdee runot! from imperdous surfaces ertering existing storm dralre and surface
waher Couress, Peak runoll and hotal vodeme al rano will Be mirdmized by Tutume desslapmant of
sberm drainsies design which setaine wabter bsthe magimum eatenl possible,

Further, the Ciby's Reckarge Fremo Program = inbendad o improee the pipelines ard waler systam
facilities that wil capture, treat, and deliver water o Fresno homes and businesses, mduding
surface water from the Slarma Mevada Mountaing. This program has the following abaectbees: ensurne
a reladle ard sustainable waler supply for Frecmy's presant sag fulude grosperity By inreading the
avadabls water supply; bring rew, bregted surfeace water from the Serre Mevada Mountasns fo our
commusnity; improve natural and e rtional grourd water rechasge; maintain focos on conservation
and s rale in ensuring a sastairebds water supply for Fresno, and entune a safe ard rellable water

supply,

Future development of the Plan drea pmder the proposed land use plan will inodly the mosment
of warber acroes the land surfsces and the irfiltration of rain water ingo the grourdwat=r sysk=m. The
anuifers underlying the Ban Area are impacted by several major contaminant plumes Invdving
Sfganic compalinds, Inarganic compoiunds, solvents, pesticides, and other contaminants, Future
dueveloprient grogedte in the Flarn Area, T rd mears were provided 1o preserse infiltration of
rainwater, would ikely redupe nst mfltration of minwater and runolf inko the groundwater syst=m
and reduce the dileting effect of this fresh water supaly. The net Impasct would be a further bulid-up
of contaminants in the grourdwsber in the Kirgs Subbasine Saowever, the proposed Spscilic Plan
woidd alsa Bkely decrease the smount of pesticides and other agricultural contaminanss entering
tne groundwater fram the Flan Area, due to eliminaton of agricsfturad activity In the Plan Area,
ncheling Pertihizer spplicaton. Surfacse water quadty detention basire and BMPE would also have
the potential 16 add 10 groundwatsr oenbaimnation levels T they are nil propsdly deigned sad
sit=d. It is 20 nobed that the City & in the process of planning and constnecting a comprebensive
Recycled Water System, which will Incluge parts of tha Plan Area. Mamy of the tegments af the
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operated by
akinthoss of thoss Dwo aganciss. The O by has aviragad oyer 50,000 AFY the pradaus five years and
glars 10 gradually increase recharpe by sboct 540 AFY sach year, Hosasr during wel years the
City will nechangs mor= water when it & available bo allow to the City to draw on additional
groundwater during dry years when swrface water s not available.

In shart, 5EMA, Ik landmark legisiation that, for the firsk time in the history of Californda, reguines
camprehersive groundwater managemeni, with The mandatary goal af bringing &l curmentsy
caprdeafited bavics mbs Suslamabie conditiors by ro later than 20480 or 2042 with five-yesr
e ments of progress starting in 2025 and 2027,

A noted prndicusly,. the FARGKP was prepared in conformance with AB 3030 and 5B 1958, The
ocbjectives of the FARGMP hase heen dewsioped to monitor, grotect, and sustain grogsndwater
within the region, The Ciy of Fresno and Che other paricipaling agercies subseguerly sdopbed the
groundwater menagement glanin 2006, The Tty of Fresno falls wathn the NEGS0. A= & kigh priarity
basin, the Kings Subbasin must be managed under a G28 by lanuary 31, 2020, The NEGSA finallzed
e G50 and submltied it 1o the Califormda WE an Januany 38, 2000, ahesd of the Laiary 31, 20300
imaridate, The FARGSAR & discimaed Below

GEOUMDWATER MAMACEM ENT PLAY

Ay noted previousty, the FARGMP war prepared in conformance with AR 3030 and 5B 1958, The
chjectives of the FARGMP hawe been developed o maonitor, protect, and susiain grouncwater
within the raglon, The Gty of Fresao and the osher partici pating sgences subseguently sdopted the
gravndwater management planin 2006, The City of Fresro fale withon the NEESA. As g Righ pricrity
lbasin, the Eings Subbasin must be maraged uncer a G5F by January 51, 2020, The NEGSA completed
the GEP on January 28, 2000,

A5 discussed abowe, the Specific Plan would rot decreace grourdwater supples or interfene
substantially with groundwatar recrargs such that the Plan may imgede sustainabie gron ndwater
manapemend of the base, The Spectic Flan michades park, open space, ard ponding basin areas
which would aliow for infittration of groundwater on=sibe. Evisting Sty and SAFCO reguilations
requine developmant in e Flan Area to address water quality and changss to the drainage pattem
trgeash B3PS and low Impest develogmend LD meddares, LD meaiures snd sirategies can be
umsd fo meet the FNVECD's devslopment standards and indude ure of bdaretenbtonfinfliratcn
landscapes arsas, disconrected hydeologic flow paths, reduced mperdous aoeas, functioral
landscaping, and grading bomaimsn natural bydreloge: fwnctions that extsted prior o devlopment,
swch & imteceplion, shalloe durlace torage, infii-ation, evapotranspiralion, and groundwater
recharg=. Furthe=r Nechasge Freano, a Cify program o improve the pipefines and water syst=m
Tacilities that will capiuse, treat and delver water 10 Fracnd homes and bisinesses, irluding surface
water fram the Sierra Newads Mounlains, Groundwaber-melated abfecives of Redhargs. Frésno
inchude: improws natural and b= ntional groundwater rechangs, maintain foous on coresratonand
s ol inoensuring & sestanabie waber supply for Fresno, and ersure 3 safe and rellable water
appply., These puiding documenis amd requinemsnts would ensure thal slarmmaber quality
treatment measur=s are implement=d and mantened throughout the e of the Spe=cific Plan.
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Thar Klngs Subbatin is nat adjudicated ard there ant nio legal iestrations o grourdwater pumiing.
The Kings Subfacin i@ pererally bourded: on the aorh by the San leaguin River; on e wail by the
Freyro Yough; on the south by the Kngs Biver and Cottonwood Cresls and on the =ast by the Sisrra
foothills. The upper seseral bundred feet within the Eings Subbesin generaily consists of highiy
permeabie, coanse-granad daposits, which are termed older aluvium. Coarg-grainad stream
channel depoails, aiscoaled with deposits by the ancestral San Josquin and Kings Fvess, undedie
much af the northwess partians af the City. Below the old=r alkluvium to depths mngng from about
B0 4o 1,200 feet bolosw grodsnd surteod the Niner-graimesd sediments of the Tertlans-Cuatennary
continsnlsl depaiity are Dyically snconidred, SubstaniEal grourdwaler has bean prodiaced and
utikiced from thes= depths by the City; however, deeper deposite located i the southesstern and
nirthern portions of the Oity have prodieced |ess grocndwater. There ane also reducsd depogity in
tie nortnem and sasheon portong of the City, at depthe gerevally bedow 700 of 800 1eat, wiach are
anucdialed with Hgh concanlraliors ol irdn, manganess, arsseni, byl rogea sulfide, ared methans
gas. Groundwater at these depths does not generally prowide a significant source 1or municipal
supply wels, The Thy's average grourdwater depth in 2015 b aporoximately 130 feet below the
gror curface,

Canditions. of Ovendraf: The Sihtainabie Groundwater Management Act [SEMA) directs DWER 10
idenlify groundwater basire ard subbasirm that afe in corditons of Critical Sverdealy This
designation is determined based upan the presence of "undesirable impacts® such a5 seawater
intrusaan, lard subsidence, groundwater d:p]tﬂnn, ared chronic lonwering of grodmndwater levels. Per
A% current B4l oF ctically averdralbed basirg, Imalized in Febriuary 2018, the Kings Subbadan is
dezignated a= & onitically averdrafbed beein,

Aa part of the Califorres Stetewice Grourdwater Eleyvaticn Monitaring {CASSEM) Program, DR i
required to prorities Califernia groundwater basires to help identify, evaluat=, and determine the
mhid Tor aoditione groondwaton el monitarivg,. Par the cumaent CASSENM dralt priaribzabon
cormpleted indpn 2015, the Kings Subbusinid a Wgh pricn

fo apecific Tacill

The City has long mate o e offsettiog the owned andl . minisicieg
cqerdraft candftions through an active nteptional re pperated b.'!' 1971, Through
Cooperative agresmaents with Freono Metropol itan Food Contral District (FRIFCD) and FID, bhe Clty
hag aocaes to noroaby Ciy-cowred Bagire, Bul aleo? These Tex) agendies, The City hag averaged
o G000 AFY The previous Sve vear and plarm to gradudlly incresse rechargs by about 5S40 AFY
=ach year. However, during wet years the City will rechang= more water when itis available to ailow
T the City todraw on additional grouncwater daring ey vears whan surface water i not available.

Groundwater Masagement; & pa of & partnersnip of ool municpal water perseyors, imlgataon
districts, o Hood conleal @athaal, and the overlyirg county, the Frewns Ares Regional Graundwater
MMaregement Plan (FARGAMP} was prepared in conformance with A0 3050 and S8 1934, The
chjectives of the FARGMP have been developed fo manitor, protect, ard sustain groundwater
within the region, The Civy of Fresao and the other partici pating agencies subseguently adophed the
ErGurdwater mansgerent plah in 006 Sty of Fresna 2000 UWRIPL The Sity of Fresno Talls within
tne Morth Kings Grourdwater Sustanability Ageroy (HKE5A]. The NEGSA prepared 2nd submitted
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3.15.3 STORMWATER
ExisTinG SETTING

Storm Drain System

The FWFCD has primary responsibedity for managing the ool stormwater flows Tor the iy, as well
a5 .8 farge area Devond The City's Dourdaries, The City's SIDmmwatar drains [0 uran sionmsater
Basine, whene it is retained for groundwabes rechasge or pumped 1o lacal irfigdtion caréls owned by
Firang then corweyed away from the municipad area

Regionally, the ity ks protected by the U5, &may Conps of Engineers’ [USACE| Redbank-Fanches
Creeks Food Control Project, This project includes dams, detention basing, and levwees desigred 1o
contral uphkream Aood S 0o approgimatedy the 200-paar borm avend, Maisr Baclities af ths
project include levee systems, the Big Dry Creek, Fancher Creek, snd Redbank Creek dame and
reservoirs, and the Alluvial Crain, A=dbank Cresk, Pup Creel, Fanc Big Dry Creel, Pup
Craek Enterariss, and Dry Creek Exterssan cirtention basans.

Lozally, the District's drainage system consists of aporoeimatelsa@@miles of pipeine and mare than

150 sterenwater rebention basire, The staem deginaps gipefne syitem s desipned to aoiept the pesk

Mo rade of runcdf from a two-year Inbensity storm =e=nd |a storm that bes a 50 percent probability

of pcourring S army gleer yearf. When storm events occur that exoeed the heo-pear | faatlures

aonding Dagine 12 SoLur i the etreets untll the pipaline sysbaim gan remasn e water, IH“L-MMD—‘
of laspar slatms, *major shonm breakower™, the District Fas planned e areels of abher cofweyanis

b3 maye the excess runcél o the oasins.

The dralnrage system discharges to a syste=m of rrigation canals, creeks, and the San Joaquin Muer,
nut s designed to retain and infiltrate as mush |mg_ﬂ-|n|-| ranals Luru:hrﬁ.ﬁﬂg groundwater

aguwiler, The kood draindgde service area s o ned by FID Bie sreas, sl o whish
drain fo & retentcn basin, Dramage waithin the Plan Area includs:
Fast Frarch Victoris Canal & Teagio School Canal
Epstein Caral w  Tracy Ditch
& Fasngan Canal & West Branch Vistoria Canal
Wirer Thadnban Dith = Wheaton Ditch
Slivia Ditch & Austin Ditch

The Bian Area s drained by 15 drairage satersheds, sinof which are fully within the Plan Area, and
miree of which drain to areas immediately south or west of the Plan Area Thans are seven sxisting
rabtaEnticn basme within the PMan dres anct an acdditions! live that decee the Man Adrea, An ackditiorsl
basn & planned to s=ree the drainags shed in the far socuthwestem corner of the Flandarea,

Floodplain Mapping

Foad Hagards in the Gty are described i ihe Federal Emergenty Managemenl, Agency (FEMA)'S
Jarwary 20, 2018 Aood Insurancs Study but are leng=ty bas=d on hydraulic modsiing perfommed in
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1981 Altraugh bree Plan Area's nocthem ourdary B vary rear the 526 lnaguen River, the area & not
willvin & Special Flood Hatard Area, Locsd Mocding can ottr Tor evan L3 langsr thana tao-year sverd,
but runcff i pen=raify contained in the strests or other breakover sasements. Such iooding is not
rellected on FERMA'S maps.

Improsements o storm drainage 1.
or-sitA dawRopmBNTE OF &5 & purl
ar-going update b the dyste
improvement plan updats swe YIS,

Em_pIaEEEI:I either 3s 2 part of priately funded
nding for v drainags feas. FMECT mairiairs an
contrl and peepares & capital

Climste change s |ikedy b irndrease bhe wilume, freguency, ard inbendity of evenls in the Fulure in
e Crnbal Valley,

REGULATORY SETTING = STORMWATER

Trie following is an overview of the femeral, State and local regufations related $o stormwater that
are gpplicable 1otk propeced Specilic Plan

Federal
CLEAY WATER AT

The Chean Water Act [CVWAD regulales the water quality of sl discharges ints watens of The Lindied
States including wetands, perepniaf and interreitent stream channeds, Section 401, Title 3, Section
1341 {alsa krown as Section 401) of the OWA st foarth warter guallby certificatan requirements for
“any applicant applying for a fodera license o pormit fo conduct any activity including, but noa
Armited o, the conshiuclion of operation of faclities which may result in any dischags inla he
nawgable waters.” Section 404, Title 55, Section 1549 [alzo krnown as S=ction 404) of the CWA in
part suthorizes the U5, Army Carps af Engineers io:

®  Salb requinements and standands pertaining to such discharges: sutiparagraph {a|;

# Issue pormits “for the dscharge of dredged or fill matena into the navgable waters at
specified disposal sikes”; subparagraph (&)

#  Specify the dispasal sites for such permits: subparagraah (bY;

®  Dery or restrict the gie of specified Sxposal sibs if *the ditckarge of suth materials ks
such ares wil e &0 unatos piable adverse effect onmunicipal water suoplies and fisbeny
areas” subpanagraph (o)

s Specify type of and condiians for nansprohibited discharges: subparagraph [f)

»  Prowvide for individual State or irterstefe compact sdministration of perersl permit
programs: subparagraphs igl, fn), and {jl;

*  Witkdraw approyal af duch State or interdate peanil programs: subparagragh [n;

*  Ersure public avalabiity of peemit and permit appications supanagraph (o)

& Exsmgt certzin Federal or State projects from regulation under this Section: subparagraph
Irl; ard,

# DCetermine condiions and penaffes for wiolation of permit conditizra or (imdations:

subparagraph ()
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Dhjactive MOSS.-2: Fhigune that park and receeational facdities make the most sfident use of @nd;
gl ey are desigred Snd managed 10 prosdde for the enlire Fresno oommunily; ard 1thal they
rEpresent posithve scm ples of design and snergy corssrvation.

Paliicy POS5-3-k: Jpint Use with Drainage Facilities. Continus bo s=sk oint use agreements
fior use of FMIFCD stormswater dramiage Tacliibes,

hjective POSE-6: Raintas and restors, whers feasible, the =cologica) values of the San Joaquin
Fiver carndor,

Paolkcy POSS-6-b: Effects of Stormwater Dischange. Support effarts to ioentify and mitgate
tumulative adverse affects on aguatic e Fram stormsater Sscharge 10 the San Joagaln
Biver

s Asold discharge of runclf from urban uses 10 the Sen loagquin River ar other riparian
OO

+ Approes develocpment on sites having drainags {directly or indirecty] to the San
Inaguin River or ofher riparian areas ondy upan a tinding that adeguate measares
far preventing pofitian of naliral Bodses ol waler from their runall will be
implementes

¢ Periodically morelor wales quality and sediments resr drainage outfa® o fparian
ar=ay.  |retiube remedlal meazures  promptly f unecoeptabde  lewels  of
contamenaniis) aocur,

Débjactive PU-T: Pramote redoction in wastewaber fiows and develop tacilities for beredicial neose
of reclaimed water and bioesick far managerent and distribution of freaced washewaier

Palcy POSS-T-b: Aedues Stormwaler Leakage, Reclice stonm waler infiltration inte the
gl pallection wystem, where [easible, thesugh 8 prsgram of replacirg old and
g=t=rarated sewsr coll ecticn proelire; = limingtng sestng stormwater sewer cut-ing o ke
sanitany sewer system; and svosd|ng any new sewer cut-ing except when requined b profect
P lith ard salety

Ckbjective ME-3: Mirimibe e risks 00 groperty, lile, and e ermdronment due (o Noodng and
stormwaber rinalf harsds.

Palicy ME-5-x Stormwater Dvadnopge and Flood Contral Master Plane Support he ol
implementation of the FMACD Storm Crainage ard Food Control Master Flan, the
complation of planned fiood control and dralnege system facliities, and the contirued
mairterance of stosrmwater and Nood waler relentich and
capacibies, Work wath the FREID 40 make= sure that its Stoom
Bllzcber Pan kb corsisbent with the Ganeral Plan,

reinage faciities In
ngunciion with City
installation of curb-and gutter

with Fresmo Mefropoiitan Food
ilgse with priority

Paolkcy N5-3-b: Curb and Gutter installation. Cooodin
Caritred District (FRMACD) to irstalk
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cumidative setting is based on Fresme Cownty, which s bocat=d in the Tulare Lak= Hydrological
Riegian.

Impact 4. 2: Cerrlntive impects refated te Avdrology ond water guality. (Less than
Camulntively Cansiderable)

Construckion of the individwal development projects afiowed under the land use designations of the
propoeed Specific Man has the potentlal 1o result in construction-related waber quality impacts,
impaste o groundwater recharge, and caute Mooding, erosion, o ditatien from the alteration of
drainage patierne,

elamurer funcif
I lerertation of the Spaclic Mlan woold ingregse the ":H E5 v l‘t‘b ir1 Lhe Plan
Brea, which, without intervention, could increase peak water runaff rates and vwalumes on and

domensfrearn of the Flan Area The enties Flan &rea lsogithin the Fresne Metropolitan Flood Cortral
PHREric'e urkan flood contng sysbam sanglsting of rairage afant, gach |t 2 spoars milee in
area, Jperation af projecis developed undes Lhe progoied Specilic Plan could generate the ame
categories of pollutants as construction activibiss. Additionaily, dues to futere devwesopment and
Infrasbructure prajects, the averall walume of runal? in Fresno could he noressed compared fo
axizting earditions, |7 e doanage syelem is rol adeguately designed, Spacilic Flar buddoat could
ressttin lecaloed begher peak low mtes Localiced increazes in flow would be sfgrficant i inoreases
exceeded system capacity or contributed 1o bark erosion.

In oeder tor=reure that fubare development projects in the County do not increase dowrstream
N elevataansg due (0 Increaged paak stormmwater menstl, the Fresno Metromcditan Fheod Contral
Dristrich [ FRARCCH has prsmary resporsibility Tor mansging e locs] stoermeater Nows for the Gy, as
weell 22 3 large area beyond the City's boundaries. The BARCD reguénes fubare deselopment projects
ta bie declgred In confarmance o the FMFCCY: Urban Storm Drafrage Macter Pan b eraure starm
drairage facilities ane adeguately designed ardd that the starm drain system Fas acequate (orage
capacity bar sddftional stormaatey runcl| penerated by the Speclic Plan, mpowemenks S sbarm
drainage faciities are accomplished either as a part of privately funded ane-site dewslopmesnts or as
a part af the master plan; funded by drainage fens. The FMPCD maintains an on-going update tafhe
sysbem Pgddraulic mode for Podd conilral ared propaees a capitsl mprossmeat plan update every e
years, Surface runoff from the area will be managed via detenbonfretenton basns and flow
reducing Best Managemnent Fractices |BRiFs) to prevent local flicoding within the warious
deurlopment sizes within the cuerall Flan Ares. These featunes will dec reduce peak Nlows from the
Marn Area (0 receiving st draire and FMEID Tacilies, Addiliona®y. fuliie desslopmant &f the
proocesd Specific Flan wauld minimize or eliminate increazes in runcéf from thess new imperdous
surfaces oy runod! entering diches and storm dradng deslgned in confarmance 1o FMFC Dstandands

Design and comstructan of Sood controd Improvements: boe the catisfaction of the FRIFCD waould
ansure thare s adaguats siorage canacity B the additkongd soormweater nanolf senerasad Troem Che
Buddout of the Specilic Plan Futume development within the Plan Area, sden corsidensd alonpside
all past, present, and probable future projecs (indusive of buildout of the vanous General Pans
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4.0 OTHER CEQA-REQUIRED TOPICS

n, funded by drainags fees. FAFCD maintaing anon-
flood conbral and prepares a capltal nprosement

Tha Plan Ara ncides an exterehe svitem of onesite stomiwater collection, treatment and
retentian Taglities fo accamremadate the incregded stornwater Nows that origiratein tha Plan Area,
Lurface nunoff from: the area will b= managed wa detention/retention basins and flow recucng Best
Maragement Practices (ARG to provent iocal flooding within the Flan Area, Thess featres will
s reduce paak Nows Tram ke Flan Ared Lo Preceiving sionm desirs,

Mg @spuseed in bnpaet 3.9-8 the Flan &rea & aoprosimately 105 m@es from the cosst and i not
Adjacent b any lakei; thas, the Plan Af=a & not al risk Tor BArami o ssche &wenti, Additanally, a5
shiown on Figure 3.9.3, the palire Plan Areais designated snshaded Sone X - minimal flood hacard,
and wault ot be expectad 1 have & flood hazard up to the level of the D 2-nercent arnual charce
Noesd. Lands desigraied oy ursFaded 2one X are culside al the Special Fiood Hazard freas, Changes
io land surfaces in th=s= areas do not trigger map revisions a0d no food imsurance nequinsments
=t Imposed on stracteres inthese areas.

Hoather parts of the Specic Plan Area are designated as fiood prone, and there are noimpacts b
raguilatory flocdways or Special Pood Hagard Arvas (Tore A ar AE] as defired by FERMA, Prosdeed
Tutuire storm dradn sysbem and detentionreteniion facilites that would b= iretabed a3 part of Future
devslopment are adequately sized ard propecy irstalled and maintined, flooding will not be
induced by the proposed Soeciic Plan, Therelore, the Specitie Flan b not at risk of the 1-percent
anrig ¢hanoe Moo,

The propesed Spacific Man, whan compidensd alpngeicke & past, presant, and grobable future
priovects |ndusive Sf bullacut of the vansus Gereral Plaas within Fresns County), woald mat De
expe=cied to cause any significant cumutative impacts given that existing City and FRMPCC regulations
require deslgns that snpune stnictunes ang cutside the hase flood slevation and that storm water
Nivas s mEinlained bo pregent Gown s ream MNooding. The proposed Saedilic Plan wauld nol have
cumudatively considerable impacts as=ociated with ooding.

Lancluzion
Cormtructon of the irdmdual dewelopment prop=cis allowed under the land yee desigrstions of the
proposed Gernsral Flan has the pot=ntlal bo result in constrection-related water quality smpacts,

fimpacts 12 groundwater rechargs, and caise Mosng, erction, or ditation from the alteration of
drainage pallerrs,

While soane curmipafive impacts will aecur in he regon & nddvdual progecty are eaniliuchad tha
=iirting General Pan policiss ard actions, as well as State snd Fed=ral regulations, will subs bartialy
meduce the impacte. Sdditionally, futene projects under the Specific #lanwould be required o design
starm drain facllltss 1o the sathifaction af the FMFCD to eneire each project provices adecuata
shorape capacity for the additiorsl stormwater rsoll gensrabed. Considering the protection grarbad
oy focal, Sfats, and Federal agencies and ther permit and manitorng neguinements, a5 discussed in
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West Area Neighborhood Specific Plan t ot :
Water Supply Assessment FHESHH

68.1.2.2 Basin Descipiion

The City's wells are located within the northern part of the Kings Subbasin of the San loaguin Yalley
Grosunchyater Basine The tollowing section desoribes the Kings Sebbasing including its water-baaring
formations, waber bevels, and water quadty, Much of the folowing nformation has been incorporabed
from the City's 2020 UWMP. Except whene noted, the description of the sub-basin is based fargsly on
imfarmation provided in the 2018 Department of Water Resowrces |DW R) Bulletin 118 bnterim Update, in
which the groundwates hasin description was last opcdated in December 2005,

The Kings Subbasin is not adadicated and there are o kegal restrictions to groundwater pumaing The
Kings Subhasin is gemerally bownded: on the north by the San Ioaquin Aner; on the west by the
Fiesne Saugh! a6 the wsuth by the Kings River and Cottorwesd Creak; sod an the et by tha
Sherra toathills. The upger several baidred feel within the Kings Sebbesin pererally consists of highly
permeabds, coprse-grained deposits, which are termed older aSuyvium. Coarssgraned siresn channel
deposits, assocated with deposits by the ancestral San loaquin and Kings Rivers, anderie much of the
nortivasast portions af the Cmy. Bolow the older aluvium 1o degths ranging fram abeat 600 1o 1,200 feat
below ground surface, the ines-grained sediments of the Tertiary-Ouaternary continental deposits are
typically encountered. Substantial groundwater has been produced and utilized from these depths by the
Clty; howover, dekper deposts lncated i the seuthaastern and norbenn partions of tha Oy have
produced less greundwates. There are atso reduced deposits In the noethiern and sastern portions of the
City, ot depths genecally bedow 700 of BOD Teet, which are sssociabed with high concerirations af inon,
manganess, arsenic, hydrogen sulfide, and methane gas. Groundwater a2 these depths does not generally
prosdde a significant source for munidpal supply wells. The Cty's average groundwater dopth in 2015 &
anpronimately 130 balow the ground swerface,

&.1.2.3 Conditlons of Cwerdraft

The Sisstainable Growndwales Management Aot (5GMA) directs DWR to identily grouncheater basing ancd
subibasins that are in coeditions of critical cvesdraft. This designation s determined based upon the
presence of "undesirabbe mpacts” ech as seawater iInfrusion; land subsidence, groundwater depletan,
and ehronic losening al greundwitarn beek, Par DTWR'S curent il of oitically cvesdraliad bains,
finakoed in February 2009, the Kings Subbasin & desprated ad & critically averdrafted basin,

A5 part of the California Statewdde Groundwater Elevation Monoring [CASSEM) Program, DWE i
required to prioritize Calfornia grouandwater basins 1o hedo idensity, evaluate, ard determine the reed far
sdditional groubdwater Eedl motdlormg. Per the corrernt CASGEM dralt priorititation, completsd in
Sl 2019, 1he Kings Subbasin s a high pericrity subbuasin (DR, 20 by spw:,rﬁc Fac dias Wn[:l

- ard upﬂmadl laing
program that started in 1971 Though

The Oty has kang made efforts toward offseiting the decl
averdralt cordition through an active mlertional »
cooperatiie agreements with Fresno Metropolitan Caritrod District (FIVECD) and FID, the City has
access te not anly Cby-owned basing, but a0 these two agences. The City has averaged over
&I,000 atfyr the preyicas flve yeans and plans to gradually increass recharge by about SA0af A sach gear,
Howewsr, dising wel years the Ciby wd rechange more seater sehen it is available to alloee to e Cly (o
draw on additional groundwater during dry years when serfece water is not availabée

5.1.2.4 Groundwates Managsmant

A5 part of a partnership of local mumicipal water peneyors, fmgation districts, a Foed control district, and
tho overlying cawnty, the Fresno Area Regional Groundwater Mansgement Plan [FARGBAP} was propaned
i conformance withe AR 3030 and 58 1938 The obiectives of the FARGMP have Been developed 1o

WEST TOET FE] Ly of Fassng
v sy HE2
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Response to Letter H: Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District

Response H-1:

Response H-2:

The commenter states that the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD) has
adopted storm drainage Master Plan systems for the areas located within the West Area
Neighborhoods Specific Plan, which are based on the previously adopted General Plan
and Specific Plan land uses. The commenter also states the following: “As noted in
FMFCD’s prior letter dated August 1, 2019, in Master Plan areas where no drainage
facilities have been constructed, the Master Plan can be revised to accommodate new
land uses and pipe alignments within the Plan Area. For areas that have existing drainage
facilities and propose changes to land uses that generate more runoff than originally
planned, some type of mitigation to accommodate the increased flow such as parallel
pipes and/or on-site retention may be required. FMFCD also previously identified
properties within the Plan Area that may require some form of mitigation. Additional
properties have been identified due to revisions of the Plan Area land uses shown on
Figure 2.0-7 and all properties requiring mitigation are shown on the attached Exhibit No.
1.

Please see Response H-2 regarding increased flows resulting from future development of
the Plan Area.

The commenter states the following: “Page ES-29, Impact Number 3.9-4: Include
mitigation may be required in areas with existing drainage facilities where land use
changes increase runoff.”

Impacts associated with operational runoff are discussed in Section 3.9, Hydrology and
Water Quality, of the Draft EIR. See pages 3.9-19 through 3.9-22. As discussed, “The
majority of development allowed under the Specific Plan would be within areas currently
developed with urban uses, and the amount and type of runoff generated by various
future development and infrastructure projects would be similar to existing conditions.
However, new development and infrastructure projects on lands that are used for
agricultural operations, or are vacant and undeveloped, have the potential to result in
increases in the amount of impervious surfaces throughout the Plan Area. The
undeveloped and underdeveloped lands which do not contain impervious surfaces are
scattered throughout the Plan Area, but are mainly located along the western and
southern fringes. Future increases in impervious surfaces would result in increased urban
runoff, pollutants, and first flush roadway contaminants, as well as an increase in
nutrients and other chemicals from landscaped areas. These constituents could result in
water quality impacts to onsite and offsite drainage flows to area waterways.”

Additionally, as discussed on page 3.9-20, “Due to future development and
implementation of new infrastructure anticipated by the Specific Plan, the overall volume
of runoff in Fresno could be increased compared to existing conditions. If the FMFCD
drainage system is not adequately designed, Specific Plan buildout could result in
localized higher peak flow rates. Localized increases in flow would be significant if
increases exceeded system capacity or contribute to bank erosion. Each future
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development and infrastructure project is required to prepare a detailed project specific
drainage plan and a SWPPP that will control storm water runoff and erosion, both during
and after construction. If the project involves the discharge into surface waters, the
project proponent will need to acquire a Dewatering permit, NPDES permit, and Waste
Discharge permit from the CVRWQCB.”

In order to address runoff resulting from future development of the Plan Area, the City is
required to implement a range of measures and procedures when reviewing new
development and infrastructure projects. For example, Chapter 6, Municipal Services and
Utilities, Article 7, Urban Storm Water Quality Management and Discharge Control, of the
Fresno Municipal Code establishes provisions regarding stormwater discharges. The
purpose and intent of Article 7 is to ensure the health, safety, and general welfare of
residents, and to protect the water quality of surface water and groundwater resources
in @ manner pursuant to and consistent with the Federal CWA by reducing pollutants in
urban stormwater, discharges to the maximum extent practicable, and by effectively
prohibiting non-stormwater discharges to the storm drain system. Further, the grading
plan check process is a review process that requires anyone who develops property:

1. Properly grade their property in accordance with the CBC.

2. Submit a grading plan showing the proposed grading of the development.

3. Obtain approval of the FMFCD indicating conformance of the grading plan with
the Storm Drainage Master Plan.

4. Obtain coverage under the NPDES Construction General Permit and comply with
the requirements of the permit, including developing an erosion control site plan.

In order to ensure that future development projects in the County do not increase
downstream flood elevations due to increased peak stormwater runoff, the FMFCD
requires future development projects to be designed in conformance to the FMFCD’s
Urban Storm Drainage Master Plan to ensure storm drainage facilities are adequately
designed and that the storm drain system has adequate storage capacity for additional
stormwater runoff generated by the Specific Plan. Improvements to storm drainage
facilities are accomplished either as a part of privately funded on-site developments or as
a part of the master plan, funded by drainage fees. The FMFCD maintains an on-going
update to the system hydraulic model for flood control and prepares a capital
improvement plan update every year with projected funding for five years five years.
Surface runoff from the area will be managed via detention/retention basins and flow
reducing Best Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent local flooding within the various
development sites within the overall Plan Area. These features will also reduce peak flows
from the Plan Area to receiving storm drains and FMFCD facilities. Additionally, future
development of the proposed Specific Plan would minimize or eliminate increases in
runoff from these new impervious surfaces by runoff entering ditches and storm drains
designed in conformance to FMFCD standards.

It is also noted that the proposed Specific Plan includes policies which would further
ensure that water quality standards or waste discharge requirements are not violated
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Response H-3:

Response H-4:

during operation of future projects in the Plan Area. For example, adequate stormwater
and flooding infrastructure would be required for new development. Through compliance
with the FMFCD’s Storm Water Quality Management Plan, City General Plan policies, City
Municipal Code requirements, and proposed Specific Plan policies, the proposed Specific
Plan would have a less than significant impact relative to operational runoff. As such,
mitigation is not required.

The commenter states the following: “Figure 2.0-4: While we understand basin
designations may not be able to change, we wish to point out existing Basin ‘CD’ needs to
be added and Basin ‘Al’ should be designed as a ponding basin not neighborhood park.”

This comment is noted. The comment pertains to the existing General Plan land use map.
The proposed Specific Plan land use map alleviates the concerns noted in this comment.
As such, the proposed Specific Plan land use map correctly reflects Basin CD and Basin Al.

The commenter states the following: “Page TOC-6 and 3.9-33 (Figure 3.9-2): The title
should read ‘Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District Basin Facilities’. No additional
FMFCD facilities such as pipelines are shown other than basins. Remove FMFCD from
‘FMFCD Features’. FID facilities are not part of FMFCD facilities.”

This figure was revised to differentiate between FID pipelines and FMFCD facilities. See
Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision; the final version of this revised figure is
reproduced below:
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Response H-5:

The commenter states the following: “Page 1.0-5: Include FMFCD as Responsible and
Trustee Agency.”

This revision has been made to Chapter 1.0, Introduction, of the Draft EIR. See Chapter
3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:

The following agencies are considered Responsible Agencies for this project, and may be
required to issue permits or approve certain aspects of the proposed project:

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW);
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans);
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD);

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board — Clean Water Act Section 401
Water Quality Certification, National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
general construction permit;

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District — Approval of construction-related
air quality permits, authority to Construct, Permit to Operate for stationary sources
of air pollution;
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e Central Unified School District — Approval of school sites.

Response H-6: The commenter states the following: “Page 1.0-10; Paragraph 1.7-ltem 9: Floor should be
corrected to say Flood.”

This revision has been made to Chapter 1.0, Introduction, of the Draft EIR. See Chapter
3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:

The City received thirteen written comment letters on the NOP for the proposed project Draft
EIR. A copy of each letter is provided in Appendix A of this Draft EIR. A public scoping meeting
was held on July 24, 2019 to present the project description to the public and interested
agencies, and to receive comments from the public and interested agencies regarding the
scope of the environmental analysis to be included in the Draft EIR.

1. April Henry (August 1, 2019)

California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams (July 19, 2019)
California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and
Planning Unit (June 28, 2019)

4. Carl & Lydia Franklin (August 2, 2019)

5. Cathy Caples (August 1, 2019)

6. Central Grizzlies Youth Football & Cheer (August 2, 2019)

7

8

9

wnN

City of Fresno Transportation Department, Fresno Area Express (July 29, 2019)
Forgotten Fresno (July 17, 2019)
. Fresno Metropolitan FleerFlood Control District (August 1, 2019)
10. Fresno County Public Library (July 8, 2019)
11. Jeff Roberts (July 24, 2019)
12. Patricia and Clifford Upton (July 24, 2019)
13. San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (July 15, 2019)

Response H-7: The commenter states the following: “Page 2.0-15: Include FMFCD as Responsible and
Trustee Agency.”

This revision has been made to Chapter 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR. See
Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:

The following agencies are considered Responsible Agencies for this Specific Plan, and may be
required to issue permits or approve certain aspects of the proposed Specific Plan:

e California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW);
e (California Department of Transportation (Caltrans);

e Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD);

*——

e (Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board — Clean Water Act Section 401
Water Quality Certification, National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
general construction permit;

c isation District (FID):

e San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District — Approval of construction-related
air quality permits, authority to Construct, Permit to Operate for stationary sources
of air pollution;
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Response H-8:

Response H-9:

e Central Unified School District — Approval of school sites.

The commenter states the following: “Page 3.4-9; Paragraph 6: Update ‘680’ to ‘750’
miles. Revise last two sentences to include additional language such as ‘features’ and
‘basins’. l.e. ‘the FMFCD has planned for streets or other conveyance to move the excess
runoff to the basins’ should read ‘the FMFCD has planned streets or other conveyance
features to move excess runoff to the basins’ and ‘The FMFCD facilities in the Plan Area’
should read ‘The FMFCD basin facilities in the Plan Area’.”

These revisions have been made to Section 3.4, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR. See
Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revisions, which are reproduced below:

Locally, the FMFCD drainage system consists of approximately 688-750 miles of pipeline
and more than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline system is
designed to accept the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm event (a
storm that has a 50 percent probability of occurring in any given year). When storm events
occur that exceed the two-year intensity, ponding begins to occur in the streets until the
pipeline system can remove the water. In the event of larger storms, “major storm
breakover”, the FMFCD has planned for streets or other conveyance features to move the
excess runoff to the basins. The FMFCD basin facilities in the Plan Area are shown in Figure
3.9-2 in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality.

The commenter states the following: “Page 3.4-9; Paragraph 7: ‘Drainage channels within
the Plan Area include’ should remove the word channels and be corrected to say

rn

‘Drainage irrigation canals owned by FID within the Plan Area include’.

This revision has been made to Section 3.4, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR. See
Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below: *

The drainage system discharges to a system of irrigation canals, creeks, and the San
Joaquin River, but is designed to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as possible into the
underlying groundwater aquifer. The local drainage service area is subdivided into over
160 drainage areas, most of which drain to a retention basin. Drainage ehannels-irrigation
canals owned by FID within the Plan Area include:

Response H-10: The commenter states the following: “Page 3.4-44: Remove the sentence ‘or permanent

flood control/drainage facilities’. On-site ‘flood control’ facilities, i.e. ‘permanent basins’
will not be substituted for purpose of FMFCD basins or eliminate the need for payment of
a drainage fee.”

This revision has been made to Section 3.4, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR. See
Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:

Policy POSS-5-e: Pursue development of conjunctive habitat and recreational trail uses in
flood control and drainage projects.

The Specific Plan includes two policies which address flood protection and design. Policy
IPR 2.9 states, “Plant locally appropriate, drought-tolerant landscaping and, where
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possible, incorporate designs that can contribute to groundwater recharge, flood
protection, and reduced urban heat island effects.” Policy LUH 5.1 states, “Update the
Development Code so that when land proposed for urban development abuts active
farmland, planned farmland, or rural residential, the development project shall include
and provide for the maintenance of one of the following design features to provide a
rural/urban buffer:

e Provide landscaping and setbacks to fully obscure the new development’s
buildings and fences.

e Do notinclude fencing, or provide only see-through fencing no greater than four
feet in height between the new development and the existing property.

e  Provide open space such as edible gardens, landscaped walkways, or permanent
on-site-flood-control/drainage-facilitiesrain gardens.

® Locate boundary streets between the new and existing developments.”

Itis noted that the City has opted to add “rain gardens” to this Specific Plan policy in place
of the suggested deletion.

Response H-11:The commenter states the following: “Page 3.9-6 and 3.9-7: Correct content to reflect
same comments in Item 7 and 8 above.”

These revisions have been made to Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft
EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revisions, which are reproduced below:

Locally, the FMFCD drainage system consists of approximately 688-750 miles of pipeline
and more than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline system is
designed to accept the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm event (a
storm that has a 50 percent probability of occurring in any given year). When storm events
occur that exceed the two-year intensity, ponding begins to occur in the streets until the
pipeline system can remove the water. In the event of larger storms, “major storm
breakover”, the FMFCD has planned for streets or other conveyance features to move the
excess runoff to the basins. The FMFCD basin facilities in the Plan Area are shown in Figure
3.9-2. Locally, the FMFCD drainage system consists of approximately 688-750 miles of

pipeline and more than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline
system is designed to accept the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm
event (a storm that has a 50 percent probability of occurring in any given year). When
storm events occur that exceed the two-year intensity, ponding begins to occur in the
streets until the pipeline system can remove the water. In the event of larger storms,
“major storm breakover”, the FMFCD has planned for streets or other conveyance
features to move the excess runoff to the basins. The FMFCD basin facilities in the Plan
Area are shown in Figure 3.9-2.

Response H-12:The commenter states the following: “Page 3.9-7: Correct last sentence ‘capital
improvement plan update every five years.” to say ‘capital improvement plan update

rn

every year with projected funding for five years’.

This revision has been made to Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR.
See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:
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Although the Plan Area’s northern boundary is very near the San Joaquin River, the area
is not within a Special Flood Hazard Area. Local flooding can occur for events larger than
a two-year event, but runoff is generally contained in the streets or other breakover
easements. Such flooding is not reflected on FEMA’s maps. Improvements to storm
drainage facilities are accomplished either as a part of privately funded on-site
developments or as a part of the master plan, funded by drainage fees. FMFCD maintains
an on-going update to the system hydraulic model for flood control and prepares a capital
improvement plan update every year with projected funding for five years.

Response H-13:The commenter states the following: “Page 3.9-9; Paragraph 1: Revise first sentence ‘The
current drainage system in the Plan Area discharges to a system of irrigation canals,
creeks, and the San Joaquin River, but is designed to retain and infiltrate as much runoff
as possible into the underlying ground water aquifer.” to read ‘the current drainage
system in the Plan Area discharges to a system of ponding basins, irrigation canals, and
the San Joaquin River, but is operated and maintained to retain and infiltrate as much
runoff as possible into the underlying groundwater aquifer’.”

This revision has been made to Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR.
See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:

The drainage system discharges to a system of irrigation canals, creeks, and the San
Joaquin River, but is designed to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as possible into the
underlying groundwater aquifer. The local drainage service area is subdivided into over
160 drainage areas, most of which drain to a retention basin. Drainage ehannels-irrigation
canals owned by FID within the Plan Area include:

e  East Branch Victoria Canal e Teague School Canal

e Epstein Canal e Tracy Ditch

e Herndon Canal e West Branch Victoria Canal
e  Minor Thornton Ditch e Wheaton Ditch

e Silvia Ditch e  Austin Ditch

Response H-14:The commenter states the following: “Page 3.9-12: Revise Policy NS-3-b: ‘(FMFCD) to

install curbing, gutters, and other drainage facilities....” to read ‘(FMFCD) to install
drainage facilities in conjunction with City installation of curb and gutter....."."
This suggested revision to Policy NS-3-b on page 3.9-12 of Section 3.9, Hydrology and
Water Quality, was not made because the text in question is a City General Plan Policy.
The Policy in question, which is quoted in the Draft EIR on page 3.9-12, is accurately cited.
As such, no revision is warranted.

Response H-15:The commenter states the following: “Page 3.9-22 and 3.9-23: Correct content to reflect
same comments as Numbers 7 and 12 above.”

These revisions have been made to Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft
EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revisions, which are reproduced below:

The following changes were made to pages 3.9-6 and 3.9-7 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR:
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Locally, the FMFCD drainage system consists of approximately 688-750 miles of pipeline
and more than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline system is
designed to accept the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm event (a
storm that has a 50 percent probability of occurring in any given year). When storm events
occur that exceed the two-year intensity, ponding begins to occur in the streets until the
pipeline system can remove the water. In the event of larger storms, “major storm
breakover”, the FMFCD has planned for streets or other conveyance features to move the
excess runoff to the basins. The FMFCD basin facilities in the Plan Area are shown in Figure
3.9-2.

The following changes were made to page 3.9-9 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR:

The current drainage system in the Plan Area discharges to a system of ponding basins,
irrigation canals, ereeks;-and the San Joaquin River, but is designed to retain and infiltrate
as much runoff as possible into the underlying groundwater aquifer.

303(D) IMPAIRED WATER BODIES

Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act requires States to identify waters that do
not meet water quality standards or objectives and thus, are considered "impaired." Once
listed, Section 303(d) mandates prioritization and development of a Total Maximum Daily
Load (TMDL). The TMDL is a tool that establishes the allowable loadings or other
quantifiable parameters for a waterbody and thereby the basis for the States to establish
water quality-based controls. The purpose of TMDLs is to ensure that beneficial uses are
restored and that water quality objectives are achieved.

Response H-16:The commenter states the following: “Pages 3.9-25, 3.15-15, 23-6.1.2.3 of West Yost
document: Revise sentence ‘but also those of these two agencies’ to read ‘but also to

specific facilities owned and operated by these two agencies’.

rn

These revisions have been made to Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality, and Section
3.15, Utilities and Service Systems, of the Draft EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for
the revisions, which are reproduced below:

The following change was made to pages 3.9-24 and 3.9-25 of Section 3.9 of the Draft

EIR:

The City has long made efforts toward offsetting the decline of groundwater levels and
minimizing overdraft conditions through an active intentional recharge program that
started in 1971. Through cooperative agreements with FMFCD and FID, the City has access
to not only City-owned basins, but also these-efto specific facilities owned and operated
by these two agencies. The City has averaged over 60,000 AFY the previous five years and
plans to gradually increase recharge by about 540 AFY each year. However, during wet
years the City will recharge more water when it is available to allow to the City to draw
on additional groundwater during dry years when surface water is not available.

The following change was made to page 3.15-15 of Section 3.15 the Draft EIR:

The City has long made efforts toward offsetting the decline of groundwater levels and
minimizing overdraft conditions through an active intentional recharge program that
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started in 1971. Through cooperative agreements with Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control
District (FMFCD) and FID, the City has access to not only City-owned basins, but also these
efto specific facilities owned and operated by these two agencies. The City has averaged
over 60,000 AFY the previous five years and plans to gradually increase recharge by about
540 AFY each year. However, during wet years the City will recharge more water when it
is available to allow to the City to draw on additional groundwater during dry years when
surface water is not available.

The Water Supply Assessment was also revised, as shown:
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Wiest Area Neighborhood Specific Plan L ;
Water Supply Assessment FHEE‘HW

6.1.2.2 Bain Descriplicn

The City's wells ame located within the narthern part of the Kings Subbasin of the 2an Joaguin Valley
Gromncwster Basin. Tha following section cesonibes the Kings Subhasin, rcluding s water-bessing
Tormations, water bvel, dnd water qusBny, Buchk of the Tolawing infoemation bis bearn ifdorporsied
Iraam the City's 2020 UWMSAP. Except wherne noted, the description of the sub-bakin is based laneely on
infarmatan pravided in the 2008 Department of Water Resounces (0] Bulletn 112 nterim Wpdate, in
which the growndwater basin description was last updated b Decembar 2016

The Kirgs Subbadin is not scjudiceted ang thene ore o BES restniclions T Eraunawater pumpieg. The
Kings fubbasin iz gererally bourded: on the rorth by the San joaguin River; on the west by the
Fresmo Siough; on the soath by the Eings Famr and Cofnnweod Crook; and on tha east by tha
Fherea foothills. The upper several hundrod feet withie tha Kings Subsagin gesmrally <onsets of highly
permeabls, coarse-grained deposits, which are termed sider alluvium, Josrse-gramed siream chamnel
dopasks, associated with deposits by the arcestral San loaguan and Kings Riers, uncerba much of the
noeTivesest portians of the Oy Below the afder allvium ta depths ranging fram about &00 1o 1,200 et
biefora growns surface, the frergrieed sediments of the Temiary-Quatermary conTirenal geposits an
Typitally encounterad, Substantial groundwer b been produced ard utiliced from these depths by the
City; howewer, deeper depesis Incated in the southeastern ard nortfem portions of the Oy haes
prociuced et grounceater. Thore ane alen mouced deposits in the northarn anc castorn pomons of e
Ly, an depahs ganerally below 200 or 800 feet, which are associated with high corcardrasiors of iron,
marpanese, srseric, hpdrogen suf¥ide, ard methane pas. Sroundwater 30 these depths does nat ge nesally
prosncie a sipnfcart souror for municnal sopply wells. The City's average graundwater depth in 2015 &
approxin ety 130 balow the grovng saface,

#.1.2.3 Conditions of Owardraf

The Sustainabbe Grovedwates Managemaet Aot (SGMA] ditects DUWR Toidentify prouncw ster basing and
subbasas thet arc in conditions of critical ewerdraft. This desigretion & determined based wpon the
prasence of "urdosirabén impacs” such as snawater imprusion, land sebsrience, grouncwater deplatinm,
ane chranie lowering of grourdwater ivek, Par DWE'S curment list of orivcally overdratied basies,
finadiped o February 2009, the Kings Subbasin is designatod 83 8 critically avercraftac Basin

Az part of the California Statewice Srouncwater Sevation Monitaring [CASSEM) Frogram, DWE &
regu ined to prioritize Lalormia groundwater basins to help dentify, evaluate, and determine the reed far
adeimional grourdwarar level moritoring, Ber the cumest CASGIM draft prioeitization, complered in
Maril 2009, the Kirgs Subkhaie s 3 high praority subbesin (DWR, 20095

The Cry has kong mage efforts toward offsatming the cedirs of gravndwater level and manimizing
avierd ralt corditions Lhrauah Sa Sctivg brbenlional recharge aropraos thal @arted i 1971 Thaugh
COOREATYE ARraAmEnTs AN Fredno Metrogaliten Flasd Comtrol District |[FRECD] and FID, the City kas
access to nat anly City-owned basins, but also fo specific facikbes swned ard apsrated by these two
T T SEE R ST S R - The City has averaged awer &000 affr the proviows five
WA e pling to @radiually inerep e reclaime by abaur 580 EWI‘ BACK year, Haweyer, cllrirg wel yaary
the Coy will recharpe mome water when i B avadabde o dkeey w0 the DRy 10 drow on add@iconal
graundwater curing dry years when surface water is not awailable

134 Greandwater Managament

4z part of apartnershipef loca| munidpalwaser punseyors, inganon disgricts, a flood owrtrol distrio, and
the oueelying county, the Fresro Araa Reganal Grouscwater Maragemen Plan FARGIMS| was prepared

WEST YO&T 13 o R
=] ey

Response H-17:The commenter states the following: “Page 3.15-27: Correct context to reflect same
comments as Numbers 7 and 8 above.”
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These revisions have been made to Section 3.15, Utilities and Service Systems, of the Draft
EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revisions, which are reproduced below:

Locally, the District’s drainage system consists of approximately 688-750 miles of pipeline
and more than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline system is
designed to accept the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm event (a
storm that has a 50 percent probability of occurring in any given year). When storm events
occur that exceed the two-year intensity, ponding begins to occur in the streets until the
pipeline system can remove the water. In the event of larger storms, “major storm
breakover”, the District has planned for streets or other conveyance facilities to move the
excess runoff to the basins.

Response H-18: The commenter states the following: “Page 3.15-28: Correct second paragraph context to

reflect same comments as Number 11 above.”

This revision has been made to Section 3.15, Utilities and Service Systems, of the Draft
EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:

Floodplain Mapping

Flood Hazards in the City are described in the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA)’s January 20, 2016 Flood Insurance Study but are largely based on hydraulic
modeling performed in 1981. Although the Plan Area’s northern boundary is very near
the San Joaquin River, the area is not within a Special Flood Hazard Area. Local flooding
can occur for events larger than a two-year event, but runoff is generally contained in the
streets or other breakover easements. Such flooding is not reflected on FEMA’s maps.

Improvements to storm drainage facilities are accomplished either as a part of privately
funded

on-site developments or as a part of the master plan, funded by drainage fees. FMFCD
maintains an on-going update to the system hydraulic model for flood control and
prepares a capital improvement plan update every year with projected funding for five 5
years.

Climate change is likely to increase the volume, frequency, and intensity of events in the
future in the Central Valley.

Response H-19:The commenter states the following: “Page 3.15-33-34: Revise Policy NS-3-b: correct

context to reflect same comments as Number 13 above.”

Please see Response H-14.

Response H-20: The commenter states the following: “Page 4.0-15; First paragraph: 158 should be

corrected to say 165.”

This revision has been made to Chapter 4.0, Other CEQA-Required Topics, of the Draft
EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:
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Stormwater Runoff

Implementation of the Specific Plan would increase the amount of impervious surfaces in
the Plan Area, which, without intervention, could increase peak stormwater runoff rates
and volumes on and downstream of the Plan Area. The entire Plan Area is within the
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District’s urban flood control system consisting of 158
165 drainage areas, each 1 to 2 square miles in area. Operation of projects developed
under the proposed Specific Plan could generate the same categories of pollutants as
construction activities. Additionally, due to future development and infrastructure
projects, the overall volume of runoff in Fresno could be increased compared to existing
conditions. If the drainage system is not adequately designed, Specific Plan buildout could
result in localized higher peak flow rates. Localized increases in flow would be significant
if increases exceeded system capacity or contributed to bank erosion.

Response H-21:The commenter states the following: “Page 4.0-18: Correct second paragraph context to
reflect same as Number 11 above.”

This revision has been made to Chapter 4.0, Other CEQA-Required Topics, of the Draft
EIR. See Chapter 3.0 of this Final EIR for the revision, which is reproduced below:

Stormwater Runoff

Implementation of the Specific Plan would increase the amount of impervious surfaces in
the Plan Area, which, without intervention, could increase peak stormwater runoff rates
and volumes on and downstream of the Plan Area. The entire Plan Area is within the
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District’s urban flood control system consisting of 458
165 drainage areas, each 1 to 2 square miles in area. Operation of projects developed
under the proposed Specific Plan could generate the same categories of pollutants as
construction activities. Additionally, due to future development and infrastructure
projects, the overall volume of runoff in Fresno could be increased compared to existing
conditions. If the drainage system is not adequately designed, Specific Plan buildout could
result in localized higher peak flow rates. Localized increases in flow would be significant
if increases exceeded system capacity or contributed to bank erosion.

In order to ensure that future development projects in the County do not increase
downstream flood elevations due to increased peak stormwater runoff, the Fresno
Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD) has primary responsibility for managing the
local stormwater flows for the City, as well as a large area beyond the City’s boundaries.
The FMFCD requires future development projects to be designed in conformance to the
FMFCD’s Urban Storm Drainage Master Plan to ensure storm drainage facilities are
adequately designed and that the storm drain system has adequate storage capacity for
additional stormwater runoff generated by the Specific Plan. Improvements to storm
drainage facilities are accomplished either as a part of privately funded on-site
developments or as a part of the master plan, funded by drainage fees. The FMFCD
maintains an on-going update to the system hydraulic model for flood control and
prepares a capital improvement plan update every year with projected funding for five
years five years. Surface runoff from the area will be managed via detention/retention
basins and flow reducing Best Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent local flooding
within the various development sites within the overall Plan Area. These features will also
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Response H-22:

Response H-23:

reduce peak flows from the Plan Area to receiving storm drains and FMFCD facilities.
Additionally, future development of the proposed Specific Plan would minimize or
eliminate increases in runoff from these new impervious surfaces by runoff entering
ditches and storm drains designed in conformance to FMFCD standards.

The commenter states the following: “Proposed land uses vary substantially in density
between plan alternates which can effect system size. FMFCD shall be notified when an
alternate is chosen and/or changes are made to the proposed land uses.”

This comment is noted. The City will consult with the FMFCD as future development
projects in the Plan Area are brought forward, as applicable.

The commenter states the following: “The City of Fresno, FMFCD, the County of Fresno,
the City of Clovis, and the California State University, Fresno are currently covered as Co-
Permittees for Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) discharges through
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Order No. R5-2016-
0040 and NPDES Permit No. CAS0085324 (Storm Water Permit) effective May 17, 2018.
The previous Storm Water Permit adopted on May 31, 2013 required the adoption of
Stormwater Quality Management Program (SWQMP) that describes the Storm Water
Permit implementation actions and Co-Permittee responsibilities. That SWQMP was
approved by the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board on April 17, 2015
and is effective until adoption of a new SWQMP, which is anticipated within the next two
years.

It is FMFCD’s understanding that the City will adopt a Program EIR for the proposed West
Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan and that the Program EIR may be used when
considering approval of future discretionary actions. The Storm Water Permit requires
that Co-Permittees update their CEQA process to incorporate procedures for considering
potential stormwater quality impacts when preparing and reviewing CEQA documents.
This requirement is found on Provision D.14 of the 2013 Storm Water Permit and in
Section 7: Planning and Land Development Program — PLD 3 — Update CEQA Process. The
District has created a guidance document that will meet this Storm Water Permit
requirement entitled Guidance for Addressing Stormwater Quality for CEQA Review,
which has been attached. In an effort to streamline future CEQA processing and maintain
compliance with the Storm Water Permit, FMFCD recommends that all future CEQA
review within the City of Fresno utilize the attached guidance document Exhibit “A”.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

If you have any questions or require further information, please do not hesitate to contact
me at (559) 456-3292.”

This comment serves as a conclusion to the letter. This comment is acknowledged by the
City. The NPDES General Order No. R5-2016-0040 and NPDES Permit No. CAS0085324
(Storm Water Permit) are discussed on pages 3.15-29 and 3.15-30 of the Draft EIR. Future
development projects in the Plan Area would be reviewed by the City of Fresno for
consistency with this EIR. Should future regulatory settings change or otherwise be
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updated, and should future Master Plans would be adopted, these future regulations and
Plans would guide the City’s review.
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AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT HEALTHY AIR LIVING

March 24, 2022

Casey Lauderdale

City of Fresnn

Long Range Flanning Division
2600 Fresno Sireet, Room 3055
Fresno, O 23T

Project: Draft Environmental Impact Report, West Area Meighborhoods Specific
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San Joaguin Valley Air Poliution Conftrol District Page 2
District Reference No. 20220143
March 24, 2022

A VERA is a mitigation measure by which the project proponent provides pound-for-
pound mitigation of emissions increases through a process that develops, funds, and
implements emission reduction projects, with the District serving a role of
administrator of the emissions reduction projects and verifier of the successful
mitigation effort. To implement a VERA, the project proponent and the District enter
into a contractual agreement in which the project proponent agrees to mitigate Project
specific emissions by providing funds for the District's incentives programs. The funds
are disbursed by the District in the form of grants for projects that achieve emission
reductions. Thus, project-related impacts on air quality can be mitigated. Types of
emission reduction projects that have been funded in the past include electrification |53
of stationary internal combustion engines (such as agricultural irrigation pumps),
replacing old heavy-duty trucks with new, cleaner, more efficient heavy-duty trucks,
and replacement of old farm tractors.

cont'd

In implementing a VERA, the District verifies the actual emission reductions that have
been achieved as a result of completed grant contracts, monitors the emission
reduction projects, and ensures the enforceability of achieved reductions. After the
project is mitigated, the District certifies to the Lead Agency that the mitigation is
completed, providing the Lead Agency with an enforceable mitigation measure
demonstrating that project-specific regional emissions have been mitigated to less
than significant. To assist the Lead Agency and project proponent in ensuring that the
environmental document is compliant with CEQA, the District recommends the DEIR
includes an assessment of the feasibility of implementing a VERA.

Additional information on implementing a VERA can be obtained by contacting District
CEQA staff at by email at CEQA@valleyair.org or by phone at (559) 230-6000.

2) Health Risk Assessment

The Project consists of a Specific Plan designed to allow for residential and non-
residential development in the future. The DEIR specifically states on page 3.3-46
“future development projects in the Plan Area would be required to implement
Mitigation Measure 3.3-9, which requires project applicants for individual projects to
conduct health risk assessments (where warranted by land use and proposal)’.

Each future individual development projects that undergoes CEQA review, should be
evaluated for potential health impacts to surrounding receptors (on-site and off-site) I-3
resulting from operational and multi-year construction Toxic Air Contaminant (TAC)
emissions.

A Health Risk Screening/Assessment identifies potential TACs impact on surrounding
sensitive receptors such as hospitals, daycare centers, schools, work-sites, and
residences. TACs are air pollutants identified by the Office of Environmental Health
Hazard Assessment/California Air Resources Board (OEHHA/CARB) that pose a
present or potential hazard to human health. A common source of TACs can be
attributed to diesel exhaust emitted from both mobile and stationary sources. List of
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TACs identified by OEHHA/CARB can be found at:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/carb-identified-toxic-air-contaminants

iy The District recommends conducting a screening analysis that includes all
sources of emissions. A screening analysis is used to identify projects which
may have a significant health impact. A prioritization, using the latest
approved California Air Pollution Control Officer's Association (CAPCOA)
methodology, is the recommended screening method. A prioritization score
of 10 or greater is considered to be significant and a refined Health Risk
Assessment (HRA) should be performed.

For your convenience, the District’s prioritization calculator can be found at:
http:www.vallevair.org/busind/pto/emission factors/Criteria/Toxics/Utilities/P
RIORITIZATION%20RMR %202016.XLS.

iiy The District recommends a refined HRA for development projects that result | -3

in a prioritization score of 10 or greater. Prior to performing an HRA, it is | o4t
recommended that development project applicants contact the District to
review the proposed modeling protocol. A development project would be
considered to have a significant health risk if the HRA demonstrates that the
project related health impacts would exceed the Districts significance
threshold of 20 in a million for carcinogenic risk and 1.0 for the Acute and
Chronic Hazard Indices, and would trigger all feasible mitigation
measures. The District recommends that development projects which result
in a significant health risk not be approved.

For HRA submittals, please provide the following information electronically to the
District for review:

¢ HRA AERMOD model files

o HARP2 files

« Summary of emissions source locations, emissions rates, and emission
factor calculations and methodology.

More information on toxic emission factors, prioritizations and HRAs can be
obtained by:

e E-Mailing inquiries to: hramodeler@valleyair.org; or
+ Contacting the District by phone for assistance at (559) 230-6000; or

3) District Rules and Requlations

The District issues permits for many types of air pollution sources, and regulates some
activities that do not require permits. A project subject to District rules and regulations | -4
would reduce its impacts on air quality through compliance with the District's
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regulatory framework. In general, a regulation is a collection of individual rules, each
of which deals with a specific topic. As an example, Regulation Il (Permits) includes
District Rule 2010 (Permits Required), Rule 2201 (New and Modified Stationary
Source Review), Rule 2520 (Federally Mandated Operating Permits), and several
other rules pertaining to District permitting requirements and processes.

The list of rules below is neither exhaustive nor exclusive. Current District rules can
be found online at: www.valleyair.org/rules/1ruleslisthtm. To identify other District
rules or regulations that apply to future projects, or to obtain information about District
permit requirements, the project proponents are strongly encouraged to contact the
District’s Small Business Assistance (SBA) Office at (559) 230-5888.

3a)District Rules 2010 and 2201 - Air Quality Permitting for Stationary
Sources

Stationary Source emissions include any building, structure, facility, or
installation which emits or may emit any affected pollutant directly or as a
fugitive emission. District Rule 2010 (Permits Required) requires operators of
emission sources to obtain an Authority to Construct (ATC) and Permit to
Operate (PTO) from the District. District Rule 2201 (New and Modified

Stationary Source Review) requires that new and modified stationary sources | |,
of emissions mitigate their emissions using Best Available Control Technology ‘
(BACT). cont'd

Future individual development projects within the WANSP may be subject to
District Rule 2010 (Permits Required) and Rule 2201 (New and Modified
Stationary Source Review) and may require District permits. Prior to
construction, the project proponents should submit to the District an application
foran ATC.

Recommended Measure: For projects subject to permitting by the District,
demonstration of compliance with District Rule 2201 shall be provided to the
City before issuance of the first building permit.

3b)District Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review)

The purpose of District Rule 9510 is to reduce the growth in both NOx and PM
emissions associated with development and transportation projects from
mobile and area sources; specifically, the emissions associated with the
construction and subsequent operation of development projects. The Rule
requires developers to mitigate their NOx and PM emissions by incorporating
clean air design elements into their projects. Should clean air design elements
for future individual development projects within the WANSP be insufficient to
meet the required emission reductions, developers must pay a fee to fund
incentive projects to achieve off-site emissions reductions.
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Accordingly, a future individual development projects within the WANSP may
be subject to District Rule 9510 if upon full buildout, the project would equal or
exceed any of the following applicability thresholds, depending on the type of

development and public agency approval mechanism:

Development

Discretionary

Ministerial Approval

Allowed Use / By Right

/

Type Approval Threshold Thresholds
Residential 50 dwelling units 250 dwelling units
Commercial 2,000 square feet 10,000 square feet

Light Industrial

25,000 square feet

125,000 square feet

Heavy Industrial

100,000 square feet

500,000 square feet

Medical Office

20,000 square feet

100,000 square feet

General Office

39,000 square feet

195,000 square feet

Educational Office | 9,000 square feet 45,000 square feet

Government 10,00 square feet 50,000 square feet
Recreational 20,000 square feet 100,000 square feet
Other 9,000 square feet 45,000 square feet

District Rule 9510 also applies to any transportation or transit development
projects where construction exhaust emissions equal or exceed two tons of
NOx or two tons of PM.

In the case the individual development project is subject to Rule 9510, an Air
Impact Assessment (AlA) application is required, and the District recommends
that demonstration of compliance with the rule prior to issuance of the first
building permit, be made a condition of project approval.

Information about how to comply with District Rule 9510 can be found online
at: http://www.valleyair.org/ISR/ISRHome.htm.

The AlA application form can be found online at:
http://www.valleyair.org/ISR/ISRFormsAndApplications.htm.

District staff is available to provide assistance with determining if future
individual development projects within the WANSP will be subject to Rule 9510,
and can be reached by phone at (559) 230-5900 or by email at
ISR@vallevyair.org.

3c)District Rule 4901 (Wood Burning Fireplaces and Wood Burning

Heaters)

The purpose of this rule is to limit emissions of carbon monoxide and particulate
matter from wood burning fireplaces, wood burning heaters, and outdoor wood
burning devices. This rule establishes limitations on the installation of new

-4

cont'd
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wood burning fireplaces and wood burning heaters. Specifically, at elevations
below 3,000 feet in areas with natural gas service, no person shall install a
wood burning fireplace, low mass fireplace, masonry heater, or wood burning
heater.

Information about District Rule 4901 can be found online at:
http://valleyair.org/rule4901/

3d)District Rule 4002 — National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants

In the event an existing building will be renovated, partially demolished or
removed, the Project may be subject to District Rule 4002. This rule requires
a thorough inspection for asbestos to be conducted before any regulated facility
is demolished or renovated. Information on how to comply with District Rule
4002 can be found online at:
http://www.vallevair.org/busind/comply/asbestosbultn.htm.

3e)District Regulation VIl — Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions
I-4
The project proponent may be required to submit a Construction Notification
Form or submit and receive approval of a Dust Control Plan prior to
commencing any earthmoving activities as described in Regulation VIII,
specifically Rule 8021 — Construction, Demolition, Excavation, Extraction, and
Other Earthmoving Activities.

cont'd

The application for both the Construction Notification and Dust Control Plan
can be found online at:
https://iwww.valleyair.org/busind/comply/PM10/forms/DCP-Form.docx

Information about District Regulation VIIl can be found online at:
http://www.vallevair.org/busind/comply/pm10/compliance _pm10.htm

3f) Other District Rules and Regulations

Future individual development projects within the WANSP may also be subject
to the following District rules: Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601 (Architectural
Coatings), Rule 9410 (Employer Based Trip Reduction), and Rule 4641
(Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance
Operations).

For further information or assistance, project proponents may contact the
District’s Small Business Assistance (SBA) Office at (559) 230-5888.
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Response to Letter I: San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

Response I-1:

Response I-2:

The commentor provides an introduction to the comment letter, and summarizes the
project description of the proposed project. No further response to this comment is
warranted.

The commenter states the following regarding “Feasibility of implementing a Voluntary
Emission Reduction Agreement”:

The DEIR, specifically Table 3.3-6: Construction Project Generated Emissions and
Table 3.3-7: Operational Project Generated Emissions demonstrates Project
criteria pollutant emissions will exceed the District thresholds of significance.
Since the Project will result in a significant impact on regional air quality, the
District recommends the DEIR include a discussion on the feasibility of
implementing a Voluntary Emission Reduction Agreement (VERA).

A VERA is a mitigation measure by which the project proponent provides pound-
for-pound mitigation of emissions increases through a process that develops,
funds, and implements emission reduction projects, with the District serving a role
of administrator of the emissions reduction projects and verifier of the successful
mitigation effort. To implement a VERA, the project proponent and the District
enter into a contractual agreement in which the project proponent agrees to
mitigate Project specific emissions by providing funds for the District’s incentives
programs. The funds are disbursed by the District in the form of grants for projects
that achieve emission reductions. Thus, project-related impacts on air quality can
be mitigated. Types of emission reduction projects that have been funded in the
past include electrification of stationary internal combustion engines (such as
agricultural irrigation pumps), replacing old heavy-duty trucks with new, cleaner,
more efficient heavy-duty trucks, and replacement of old farm tractors.

In implementing a VERA, the District verifies the actual emission reductions that
have been achieved as a result of completed grant contracts, monitors the
emission reduction projects, and ensures the enforceability of achieved
reductions. After the project is mitigated, the District certifies to the Lead Agency
that the mitigation is completed, providing the Lead Agency with an enforceable
mitigation measure demonstrating that project-specific regional emissions have
been mitigated to less than significant. To assist the Lead Agency and project
proponent in ensuring that the environmental document is compliant with CEQA,
the District recommends the DEIR includes an assessment of the feasibility of
implementing a VERA.

Additional information on implementing a VERA can be obtained by contacting
District CEQA staff at by email at CEQA®@valleyair.org or by phone at (559) 230-
6000.”
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Response |I-3:

Given that a VERA is a “Voluntary Agreement,” the feasibility of entering into such an
agreement cannot be measured because the terms of the agreement and the party’s
willingness to “agree” to such terms is not known. A “voluntary agreement” cannot be
mandated through CEQA because it can not be guaranteed that the terms of the
agreement would be agreeable to both parties. Nevertheless, the City recognizes that a
VERA is one method that can be used to try to reduce emissions to a net zero level through
implementing a variety of programs for onsite and offsite mitigation, or to levels below
the SJVAPCD’s regulatory requirements/thresholds. The City can educate applicants on
the benefits of a VERA, and recommend consulting with the Air District to see if such
“voluntary agreement” can be reached, but the City has not adopted a policy that
mandates projects reduce air emissions to net zero or to levels below the SIVAPCD’s
regulatory requirements/thresholds. The SIVAPCD has established “thresholds” that are
not net zero.

It is noted that Rule 9510 is a regulation that is imposed by the SJVAPCD to collect fees
for emissions that exceed the threshold of significance established by the SJVAPCD after
all calculated onsite and offsite mitigation, from construction and operation of the
building/end user, can be calculated and is applied. The proposed Project is subject to the
SJVAPCD Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review [ISR] rule), which could result in substantial
mitigation of emissions beyond what is reflected in the modeling outputs provided in the
EIR. The reductions are accomplished by the incorporation of measures into individual
projects and/or by the payment of an Indirect Source Rule fee for any required reductions
that have not been accomplished through Project mitigation commitments. The actual
calculations will be accomplished by the SIVAPCD and project applicants through the
regulatory permitting process as the Project (i.e. or portions of the Project) are brought
forward for approval under Rule 9510. The Project applicant would be required to pay the
ISR fee to the SJVAPCD at that time. Ultimately, the SJIVAPCD utilizes the fees to fund
offsite projects that reduce emissions to at, or below, the thresholds of significance
established by the SIVAPCD. The performance-based metric for each individual case, is
actual emissions compared to the threshold.

The commentor states that, consistent with Mitigation Measure 3.3-9 contained on page
3.3-46 of the DEIR, each future individual development projects that undergoes CEQA
review, should be evaluated for potential health impacts to surrounding receptors (on-
site and off-site) resulting from operational and multi-year construction Toxic Air
Contaminant (TAC) emissions. This is noted. Mitigation Measure 3.3-9 would ensure that
individual development projects that undergo CEQA review would be evaluated for
potential health impacts to surrounding receptors, as applicable.

The commentor also provides additional information on what a Health Risk
Screening/Assessment is designed to do, what it is for, and lists potential common sources
of TACs such as diesel exhaust. The commentor also describes the Air District’s
recommended process for Health Risk Screening/Assessment, which includes first
conducting a screening analysis, and second, conducted a refined HRA if the results of the
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Response I-4:

Response I-5:

Response I-6:

Response I-7:

screening analysis result in a prioritization score of 10 or higher. The commentor also
provides a brief list of the files to submit to the Air District for HRA submittals.

This comment is noted. As previously stated, for individual development projects within
the Plan Area that undergo CEQA review, projects will be evaluated for potential health
impacts to surrounding receptors, as applicable. No further response to this comment is
warranted.

The commentor provides a list of Air District rules and regulations that may be applicable
to individual projects within the overall proposed project. The following non-exhaustive
and non-exclusive list of Air District rules and regulations identified by the Air District in
this comment letter is as follows: District Rules 2010 and 2201 - Air Quality Permitting for
Stationary Sources; District Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review); District Rule 4901 (Wood
Burning Fireplaces and Wood Burning Heaters); District Rule 4002 — National Emissions
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants; District Regulation VII — Fugitive PMyg
Prohibitions; Other District Rules and Regulations; Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601
(Architectural Coatings), Rule 9410 (Employer Based Trip Reduction), and Rule 4641
(Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations).

This comment is noted. Individual projects within the overall proposed project would be
required to follow all applicable Air District rules and regulations, which may include those
listed within this comment. For example, consistent with the recommendation included
within this comment, for individual projects subject to permitting by the District,
demonstration of compliance with District Rule 2201 would be provided to the City before
issuance of the first building permit. No further response to this comment is warranted.

The commentor states that individual developments within the Specific Plan Area that
will undergo CEQA review should include a project summary detailing, at a minimum, the
land use designation, project size, and proximity to sensitive receptors and existing
emission sources, within referral documents. This comment is noted. No further response
to this comment is warranted.

The commentor states that they request that a copy of the Air District’'s comments be
provided to the Project proponent. This response is noted. The Project proponent has
been provided a copy of the Air District’s comments. No further response to this comment
is warranted.

The commentor provides contact information. No further response to this comment is
warranted.
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This section includes minor edits and changes to the Draft EIR. These modifications resulted from
responses to comments received during the public review period for the Draft EIR, as well as City
staff-initiated edits to clarify the details of the project.

Revisions herein do not result in new significant environmental impacts, do not constitute
significant new information, nor do they alter the conclusions of the environmental analysis that
would warrant recirculation of the Draft EIR pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5.

Other minor changes to various sections of the Draft EIR are also shown below. These changes are
provided in revision marks with underline for new text and strike-outfor-deleted-text.

3.1 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR

0.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The following changes were made to pages ES-8 and ES-9 of the Draft EIR:

Mitigation Measure 3.2-1: Prior to initiation of grading activities, the project proponent shall implement the
following measure to mitigate impacts on Important Farmland located on the site: The project proponent
shall mitigate the loss of Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland, and
Farmland of Local Importance within the Plan Area at a 1:1 ratio. The acreage of lost farmland shall be
determined using the Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) Model. The LESA Model evaluates measures
of soil resource quality, a given project’s size, water resource availability, surrounding agricultural lands, and
surrounding protected resource lands. Once the acreage of farmland converted is determined, one of the
following mitigation options shall be utilized to mitigate the loss: Restrictive Covenants or Deeds, In Lieu Fees,
Mitigation Banks, Fee Title Acquisition, Conservation Easements, or Land Use Regulation. For mitigation
options which would preserve off-site agricultural lands, the lands shall occur locally, and the definition of
“locally” shall be determined in consultation with the City of Fresno. Should the City develop a Farmland
Preservation Program before future construction within the Plan Area begins, the project proponent shall
mitigate for Farmland pursuant to the Program.

The mitigation shall be verified by the City of Fresno for each phase of the project during improvement plan
review.

Mitigation Measure 3.2-2: Prior to initiation of grading activities, the project proponent shall implement the
following measure to mitigate impacts related to agriculturally-zoned land located on the site: The project
proponent shall mitigate the loss of land zoned for agricultural use within the Plan Area at a 1:1 ratio. Once
the acreage of land zoned for agricultural use which would be converted by the project is determined, one of
the following mitigation options shall be utilized to mitigate the loss: Restrictive Covenants or Deeds, In Lieu
Fees, Mitigation Banks, Fee Title Acquisition, Conservation Easements, or Land Use Regulation. For mitigation
options which would preserve off-site agricultural lands, the lands shall occur locally, and the definition of
“locally” shall be determined in consultation with the City of Fresno.

The mitigation shall be verified by the City of Fresno for each phase of the project during improvement plan
review.

The following changes were made to page ES-27 of the Draft EIR:
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Mitigation Measure 3.8-9: In the event of planned renovation or demolition of residential and/or commercial
structures on the subject site, prior to the issuance of demolition permits, asbestos, -and-lead based paint
(LBP), lead based products, mercury, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk surveys shall be conducted in order to
determine the presence or absence of asbestos-containing materials (ACM),—endter-LBP, mercury, and/or
polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. Removal of friable ACM, and non-friable ACMs that have the potential to
become friable, during demolition and/or renovation shall conform to the standards set forth by the National
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs).

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) is the responsible agency on the local
level to enforce the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs) and shall be notified
by the property owners and/or developers of properties (or their designee(s)) prior to any demolition and/or
renovation activities. If asbestos-containing materials are left in place, an Operations and Maintenance
Program (O&M Program) shall be developed for the management of asbestos containing materials.

The following changes were made to page ES-34 of the Draft EIR:

None feasible.Miti

1.0 INTRODUCTION
The following change was made to page 1.0-5 of Chapter 1.0 of the Draft EIR:

The following agencies are considered Responsible Agencies for this project, and may be required
to issue permits or approve certain aspects of the proposed project:

e California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW);

e California Department of Transportation (Caltrans);

e Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD);

e Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board — Clean Water Act Section 401 Water
Quality Certification, National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) general
construction permit;

e San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District — Approval of construction-related air
quality permits, authority to Construct, Permit to Operate for stationary sources of air
pollution;

e  Central Unified School District — Approval of school sites.

The following change was made to page 1.0-10 of Chapter 1.0 of the Draft EIR:

The City received thirteen written comment letters on the NOP for the proposed project Draft EIR.
A copy of each letter is provided in Appendix A of this Draft EIR. A public scoping meeting was held
on July 24, 2019 to present the project description to the public and interested agencies, and to
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receive comments from the public and interested agencies regarding the scope of the
environmental analysis to be included in the Draft EIR.

1. April Henry (August 1, 2019)

California Department of Water Resources, Division of Safety of Dams (July 19, 2019)
California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit (June 28, 2019)

4. Carl & Lydia Franklin (August 2, 2019)

5. Cathy Caples (August 1, 2019)

6. Central Grizzlies Youth Football & Cheer (August 2, 2019)

7

8

9

w N

City of Fresno Transportation Department, Fresno Area Express (July 29, 2019)
Forgotten Fresno (July 17, 2019)
. Fresno Metropolitan FleerFlood Control District (August 1, 2019)
10. Fresno County Public Library (July 8, 2019)
11. Jeff Roberts (July 24, 2019)
12. Patricia and Clifford Upton (July 24, 2019)
13. San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (July 15, 2019)

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The following change was made to pages 2.0-14 and 2.0-15 of the Draft EIR:

The following agencies are considered Responsible Agencies for this Specific Plan, and may be
required to issue permits or approve certain aspects of the proposed Specific Plan:

e California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW);
e California Department of Transportation (Caltrans);

e Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD);

*——

e Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board — Clean Water Act Section 401 Water
Quality Certification, National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) general
construction permit;

. iaation District (FID):

e San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District — Approval of construction-related air
quality permits, authority to Construct, Permit to Operate for stationary sources of air
pollution;

e  Central Unified School District — Approval of school sites.
3.1 AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES
No changes were made to Section 3.1 of the Draft EIR.
3.2 AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

The following change was made to page 3.2-9 of Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR:
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LocAL

Fresno County Right to Farm Ordinance

The Fresno County “Right to Farm” Ordinance is discussed in Section 17.04.100 of the County Code.
This ordinance helps protect farming operations from interruptions due to land use conflicts with
adjacent properties. The intent of the ordinance is to allow farmers to conduct normal farming
operations (harvest crops, till soil, or spray crops) without interference from nearby land owners. In
essence, it allows farmers to conduct their operations as needed.

Fresno County Right-to-Farm Notice states the following: ‘It is the declared policy of Fresno County
to preserve, protect, and encourage development of its agricultural land and industries for the
production of food and other agricultural products. Residents of property in or near agricultural
districts should be prepared to accept the inconveniencies and discomfort associated with normal
farm activities. Consistent with this policy, California Civil Code 3482.5 (right-to-farm law) provides
that an agricultural pursuit, as defined, maintained for commercial uses shall not become a
nuisance due to a changed condition in a locality after such agricultural pursuit has been in
operation for three years.

The following change was made to page 3.2-11 of Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR:

Mitigation Measure 3.2-1: Prior to initiation of grading activities, the project proponent shall
implement the following measure to mitigate impacts on Important Farmland located on the site:
The project proponent shall mitigate the loss of Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance,
Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Local Importance within the Plan Area at a 1:1 ratio. The
acreage of lost farmland shall be determined using the Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA)
Model. The LESA Model evaluates measures of soil resource quality, a given project’s size, water
resource availability, surrounding agricultural lands, and surrounding protected resource lands.
Once the acreage of farmland converted is determined, one of the following mitigation options shall
be utilized to mitigate the loss: Restrictive Covenants or Deeds, In Lieu Fees, Mitigation Banks, Fee
Title Acquisition, Conservation Easements, or Land Use Regulation. For mitigation options which
would preserve off-site agricultural lands, the lands shall occur locally, and the definition of “locally”
shall be determined in consultation with the City of Fresno. Should the City develop a Farmland
Preservation Program before future construction within the Plan Area begins, the project proponent
shall mitigate for Farmland pursuant to the Program.

The mitigation shall be verified by the City of Fresno for each phase of the project during
improvement plan review.

The following change was made to page 3.2-12 of Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR:

Mitigation Measure 3.2-2: Prior to initiation of grading activities, the project proponent shall
implement the following measure to mitigate impacts related to agriculturally-zoned land located
on the site: The project proponent shall mitigate the loss of land zoned for agricultural use within
the Plan Area at a 1:1 ratio. Once the acreage of land zoned for agricultural use which would be
converted by the project is determined, one of the following mitigation options shall be utilized to
mitigate the loss: Restrictive Covenants or Deeds, In Lieu Fees, Mitigation Banks, Fee Title
Acquisition, Conservation Easements, or Land Use Regulation. For mitigation options which would

3.0-4 Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan



REVISIONS 3.0

preserve off-site agricultural lands, the lands shall occur locally, and the definition of “locally” shall
be determined in consultation with the City of Fresno.

The mitigation shall be verified by the City of Fresno for each phase of the project during
improvement plan review.

3.3 AIR QUALITY

No changes were made to Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR.

3.4  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The following changes were made to page 3.4-9 of Section 3.4 of the Draft EIR:

Locally, the FMFCD drainage system consists of approximately 688-750 miles of pipeline and more
than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline system is designed to accept
the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm event (a storm that has a 50 percent
probability of occurring in any given year). When storm events occur that exceed the two-year
intensity, ponding begins to occur in the streets until the pipeline system can remove the water. In
the event of larger storms, “major storm breakover”, the FMFCD has planned for streets or other
conveyance features to move the excess runoff to the basins. The FMFCD basin facilities in the Plan
Area are shown in Figure 3.9-2 in Section 3.9, Hydrology and Water Quality.

The drainage system discharges to a system of irrigation canals, creeks, and the San Joaquin River,
but is designed to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as possible into the underlying groundwater
aquifer. The local drainage service area is subdivided into over 160 drainage areas, most of which
drain to a retention basin. Drainage ehannels-irrigation canals owned by FID within the Plan Area
include:

The following change was made to pages 3.4-43 and 4.3-44 of Section 3.4 of the Draft EIR:

Policy POSS-5-e: Pursue development of conjunctive habitat and recreational trail uses in flood
control and drainage projects.

The Specific Plan includes two policies which address flood protection and design. Policy IPR
2.9 states, “Plant locally appropriate, drought-tolerant landscaping and, where possible,
incorporate designs that can contribute to groundwater recharge, flood protection, and
reduced urban heat island effects.” Policy LUH 5.1 states, “Update the Development Code so
that when land proposed for urban development abuts active farmland, planned farmland, or
rural residential, the development project shall include and provide for the maintenance of one
of the following design features to provide a rural/urban buffer:

e  Provide landscaping and setbacks to fully obscure the new development’s buildings
and fences.

e Do not include fencing, or provide only see-through fencing no greater than four feet
in height between the new development and the existing property.

e Provide open space such as edible gardens, landscaped walkways, or permanent-on-
site-flood-control/drainagefacilitiesrain gardens.

e Locate boundary streets between the new and existing developments.”
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3.5 CULTURAL AND TRIBAL RESOURCES

No changes were made to Section 3.5 of the Draft EIR.

3.6 GEOLOGY, SOILS AND SEISMICITY

No changes were made to Section 3.6 of the Draft EIR.

3.7 GREENHOUSE GASES, CLIMATE CHANGE, AND ENERGY

No changes were made to Section 3.7 of the Draft EIR.

3.8 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

The following changes were made to pages 3.8-20of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

A Web Soil Survey was completed for the Plan Area using the Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey program. The NRCS Soils Map is provided in Figure 3.86-1 in Section
3.6, Geology and Soils. Table 3.8-1 identifies the type and range of soils found in the Plan Area.

The following changes were made to pages 3.8-4 and 3.8-5 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

The California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) maintains the Envirostor Data
Management System, which provides information on hazardous waste facilities (both permitted
and corrective action) as well as any available site cleanup information. There are feurthree sites
listed in the database within the Plan Area:

West Shields Elementary School: This site is located at 4108 Shields Avenue, and is a part
of the DTSC — Site Cleanup Program. The cleanup status is active as of 1/4/2017. A Phase 1
assessment was completed on this site on January 4, 2017. Past uses that caused
contamination are not specified. The Potential materials (e.g. soil, water, etc.) affected
were also not specified.

Golden State Ranch Property: This site is located at Ashlan Avenue and Grantland Avenue,
and the DTSC is the oversight agency for this site. The cleanup status is active as of
2/27/2002. Past uses that caused contamination include agricultural — row crops. No
contaminants were found at this site.

Parc West Development_(previously known as the Westlake Proposed 430 Acre
Development): This site is located at the intersection of Shields, Grantland, Garfield, and
Gettysburg avenues. The cleanup status is currently inactive. Past uses that caused

contamination included agricultural — orchard and agricultural — row crop uses. Potential
contaminants of concern are under investigation, and the potential materials affected are
soils.

The following changes were made to pages 3.8-7 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

3.0-6
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TABLE 3.8-2: GEOTRACKER KNOWN HAZARDOUS MATERIAL RELEASE SITES WITHIN THE PLAN AREA

SITE NAME TYPE STATUS ADDRESS
7-Eleven #24180 LUST Cleanup Site Completed 4246 West Ashlan Avenue
AT&T California — SBR29 Permitted UST - 4309 North Polk Avenue
Chevron #9-9093 LUST Cleanup Site Completed 3996 Parkway Drive North
Di Redo Dry Yard LUST Cleanup Site Completed 6150 Shaw Avenue West
EZ Trip LUST Cleanup Site Completed 6639 Parkway Drive North
Former Sieberts’ Oil Company LUST Cleanup Site Completed 2837 North Parkway Drive

Fresno Gas & Liquor Permitted UST - 3110 West Shields Avenue

Golden State Ranch Property

School Investigation

No Action Required

Ashlan Avenue/Grantland Avenue

Johnny Quik #175

Permitted UST

4395 West Ashlan Avenue

Jura Farms, Inc.

LUST Cleanup Site

Completed

5545 Dakota West

Moore Truck Lines

LUST Cleanup Site

Completed

3693 Parkway North

Parkway Mini-Mart

Permitted UST

Proposed Constance-Sierra
Elementary School

School Investigation

No Further Action

Northeast Corner of Constance and
Sierra Avenues

Quick ‘N’" E-Z #19

Permitted UST

Siebert’s Oil Company LUST Cleanup Site Completed 2837 Parkway Drive North
Shop N Go, #607 Permitted UST - 4245 West Ashlan
Sugahara Farm LUST Cleanup Site Completed 4108 Shields Avenue West
Vallee Food Store LUST Cleanup Site Completed 2414 Marks North
Parc West Development (previously . Bounded by Shields, Grantland,
known as the Westlake Proposed Voluntary Cleanup Inactive ¥
s —— Garfield, and Gettysburg
430 Acre Development)
West Shields Elementary School School Investigation Active 4108 Shields Avenue

SOURCE: STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD GEOTRACKER (2019).
NOTE: -- = NOT SPECIFIED WITHIN THE GEOTRACKER DATABASE.

The following change was made to pages 3.8-8 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

The Inactive Parc West Development (previously known as the Westlake Proposed 430 Acre
Development) site is a voluntary (inactive) cleanup site. The DTSC is the lead agency for the site. A
Preliminary Endangerment Assessment was planned for this former agricultural property. The site is
proposed as a Planned Residential Community. The DTSC had a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement with
the applicant for the Planned Residential Community. Potential media affected includes soils.
Potential contaminants of concern are under investigation. Should the site be developed in the
future, future cleanup activities would be required prior to development on this site, as applicable.

The following change was made to pages 3.8-22 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

Like most agricultural and farming operations in the Central Valley, agricultural practices in the area
have used agricultural chemicals including pesticides and herbicides as a standard practice. Residual
concentrations of pesticides may be present in soil as a result of historic agricultural application and
storage. Continuous spraying of crops over many years can potentially result in a residual buildup of
pesticides in farm soils. Of highest concern relative to agrichemicals are chemicals such as
chlorinated herbicides, organophosphate pesticides, and organochlorine pesticides, such as
Mecoprop (MCPP), Dinoseb, chlordane, dichloro-diphenyltrichloroethane (DDT), and dichloro-
diphenyl-dichloroethylene (DDE). Other chemicals may also be present due to other built-up uses.
As described in the Environmental Setting, there is a historical record of soil contamination at the
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Proposed Constance-Sierra Elementary School site, the Parc West Development (previously known
as the Westlake Proposed 430 Acre Development), and the West Shields Elementary School site,
each of which are at differing levels of cleanup status. Therefore, there is the potential for other
sites to have experienced contamination or have a history of hazardous materials being used as part
of previous or current operations. Implementation of the Specific Plan could involve the transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials associated with future construction and/or remediation
activities. The transport of hazardous materials and any potential remediation activities would be
subject to existing federal, State, and local regulations. Additionally, the proposed project would
also be required to implement Mitigation Measures 3.8-1 through 3.8-10, which provide
requirements for any ground disturbance activities within 50 feet of a well; require Phase | and
Phase Il site assessments, and other remediation activities including surveys and assessments,
cleanup plans, programs, and activities, as applicable; and requires actions to ensure that
developing a property within the Plan Area does not present an unacceptable risk to human health,
if applicable, through the use of an Environmental Site Management Plan (ESMP). Therefore, the
potential for existing or new hazards within the Plan Area or generated by the proposed project is
limited. Additional requirements include those related to evaluation of potential asbestos and lead
prior to planned renovation or demolition of residential and/or commercial structures in the Plan
Area, and soil sampling for hazardous materials. Implementation of Mitigation Measures 3.8-1
through 3.8-10 would reduce potential impacts that could occur due to the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials or through the reasonably foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment associated with
construction activities within the Plan area to a less than significant level.

The following changes were made to pages 3.8-25 and 3.8-26 of Section 3.8 of the Draft EIR:

3.9

Mitigation Measure 3.8-9: In the event of planned renovation or demolition of residential and/or
commercial structures on the subject site, prior to the issuance of demolition permits, asbestos, -erd
lead based paint (LBP), lead based products, mercury, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk surveys
shall be conducted in order to determine the presence or absence of asbestos-containing materials
(ACM),~andfor-LBP, mercury, and/or polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. Removal of friable ACM, and
non-friable ACMs that have the potential to become friable, during demolition and/or renovation
shall conform to the standards set forth by the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAPs).

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

The following changes were made to pages 3.9-6 and 3.9-7 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR:

Locally, the FMFCD drainage system consists of approximately 688-750 miles of pipeline and more
than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline system is designed to accept
the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm event (a storm that has a 50 percent
probability of occurring in any given year). When storm events occur that exceed the two-year
intensity, ponding begins to occur in the streets until the pipeline system can remove the water. In
the event of larger storms, “major storm breakover”, the FMFCD has planned for streets or other
conveyance features to move the excess runoff to the basins. The FMFCD basin facilities in the Plan
Area are shown in Figure 3.9-2.
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The drainage system discharges to a system of irrigation canals, creeks, and the San Joaquin River,
but is designed to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as possible into the underlying groundwater
aquifer. The local drainage service area is subdivided into over 160 drainage areas, most of which
drain to a retention basin. Drainage ehannels-irrigation canals owned by FID within the Plan Area

include:
e  East Branch Victoria Canal e Teague School Canal
e  Epstein Canal e Tracy Ditch
e Herndon Canal e  West Branch Victoria Canal
e  Minor Thornton Ditch e Wheaton Ditch
e  Silvia Ditch e  Austin Ditch

The following change was made to page 3.9-7 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR:

Although the Plan Area’s northern boundary is very near the San Joaquin River, the area is not
within a Special Flood Hazard Area. Local flooding can occur for events larger than a two-year
event, but runoff is generally contained in the streets or other breakover easements. Such flooding
is not reflected on FEMA’s maps. Improvements to storm drainage facilities are accomplished either
as a part of privately funded on-site developments or as a part of the master plan, funded by
drainage fees. FMFCD maintains an on-going update to the system hydraulic model for flood control
and prepares a capital improvement plan update every five-year_with projected funding for five
yearss.

The following changes were made to page 3.9-9 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR:

The current drainage system in the Plan Area discharges to a system of ponding basins, irrigation
canals, ereeks,-and the San Joaquin River, but is designed to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as
possible into the underlying groundwater aquifer.

303(D) IMPAIRED WATER BODIES

Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act requires States to identify waters that do not meet
water quality standards or objectives and thus, are considered "impaired." Once listed, Section
303(d) mandates prioritization and development of a Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL). The TMDL
is a tool that establishes the allowable loadings or other quantifiable parameters for a waterbody
and thereby the basis for the States to establish water quality-based controls. The purpose of
TMDLs is to ensure that beneficial uses are restored and that water quality objectives are achieved.

The following changes were made to pages 3.9-22 sand 3.9-23 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR:

As noted previously, the FMFCD drainage system consists of approximately 680750 miles of
pipeline and more than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline system is
designed to accept the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm event (a storm that
has a 50 percent probability of occurring in any given year). The FMFCD storm drain and flood
control system is designed to retain and infiltrate as much stormwater and urban runoff as possible.

The current drainage system in the Plan Area discharges to a system of ponding basins, irrigation
canals, ereeks;-and the San Joaquin River, but is desigred-operated and maintained to retain and
infiltrate as much runoff as possible into the underlying groundwater aquifer. Future development
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would include water quality BMPs, detention basins, and retention basins designed to minimize or
eliminate increases in runoff from these new impervious surfaces entering existing surface water
courses and existing storm drains. Peak runoff and total volume of runoff will be minimized by
future development of storm drainage design which retains water to the maximum extent possible.
Consequently, infiltration into the groundwater aquifers will be maximized to the extent possible
through the storm drainage design.

The following change was made to pages 3.9-24 and 3.9-25 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR:

The City has long made efforts toward offsetting the decline of groundwater levels and minimizing
overdraft conditions through an active intentional recharge program that started in 1971. Through
cooperative agreements with FMFCD and FID, the City has access to not only City-owned basins, but
also these-ofto specific facilities owned and operated by these two agencies. The City has averaged
over 60,000 AFY the previous five years and plans to gradually increase recharge by about 540 AFY
each year. However, during wet years the City will recharge more water when it is available to allow

to the City to draw on additional groundwater during dry years when surface water is not available.
The following change was made to page 3.9-27 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR:

Although the Plan Area’s northern boundary is very near the San Joaquin River, the area is not
within a Special Flood Hazard Area. Local flooding can occur for events larger than a two-year
event, but runoff is generally contained in the streets or other breakover easements. Such flooding
is not reflected on FEMA’s maps. Improvements to storm drainage facilities are accomplished either
as a part of privately funded on-site developments or as a part of the master plan, funded by
drainage fees. FMFCD maintains an on-going update to the system hydraulic model for flood control
and prepares a capital improvement plan update every year with projected funding for five years.

Figure 3.9-2 on page 3.9-32 of Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR was revised to correct the legend labels
for the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD) basins and Fresno Irrigation District
(FID) pipelines. The revised figure is shown below:
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3.10 LAND USE AND PLANNING

No changes were made to Section 3.10 of the Draft EIR.

3.11 NOISE

No changes were made to Section 3.11 of the Draft EIR.

3.12 POPULATION AND HOUSING

No changes were made to Section 3.12 of the Draft EIR.

3.13 PUBLIC SERVICES AND RECREATION

The following changes were made to pages 3.13-36 and 3.13-37 of Section 3.13 of the Draft EIR:

Potential environmental impacts associated with the future construction of park and other
recreational facilities within the Plan Area are addressed throughout this EIR. This EIR analyzes the
physical environmental effects that may occur as a result of future development and introduction of
new urban land uses within the Plan Area. Each future park, if constructed, would fall within the
range of environmental impacts disclosed in this EIR, and would be subject to relevant mitigation
measures included in this EIR. Further, as detailed plans for future parks and recreational facilities in

the Plan Area are submitted to the City, environmental review of proposed facilities would be
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completed to meet the requirements of CEQA. Typical impacts from park facilities include air

quality/greenhouse gas emissions, noise, traffic, and lighting

It is noted, however, that future development of 118.8 acres of park space within the Plan Area
would contribute to significant and unavoidable impacts related to aesthetics (Impact 3.1-3),
agricultural resources (Impact 3.2-1 and Impact 3.2-2), air quality (Impacts 3.3-1 through 3.3-3), and
utilities (Impacts 3.15-1 through 3.15-3). Therefore, consistent with the analysis included in this
Draft EIR, impacts related to constructing new park facilities to serve the Plan Area are considered

significant and unavoidable.

Impact 3.13-5: The proposed Specific Plan may result in, or have the
potential to require the construction of other public facilities which may
cause substantial adverse physical environmental impacts. (Significant
and Unavoidable)

Future buildout of the Plan Area in accordance with the proposed land use map would increase
demand for other public facilities within the City of Fresno, such as libraries, and
community/recreation buildings. The proposed land use map includes two land use designations
that could be developed with other public facilities: Public Facilities — Public Facilities, and Public
Facilities — Church. Future buildout of the Specific Plan may include construction and/or expansion
of existing church sites on 55.8 acres, 129.59 acres of ponding basins, and 27.42 acres of other
public facility uses in the Plan Area, which has the potential to cause substantial adverse physical
environmental impacts. Potential environmental impacts associated with the future buildout of the
proposed land use map, including the 55.8-acre church site and 27.42 acres of other public facility
uses, are addressed throughout this EIR. This EIR analyzes the physical environmental effects that
may occur as a result of development and introduction of new urban land uses within the Plan
Area. These future church site and public facility use, if constructed, would fall within the range of
environmental impacts disclosed in this EIR, and would be subject to relevant mitigation measures
included in this EIR. Further, as detailed plans for other public facilities in the Plan Area are

submitted to the City, environmental review of proposed facilities would be completed to meet the

requirements of CEQA.

CONCLUSION

Project implementation may result in effects on other public facilities. The Specific Plan would
result in new demand for other public facilities, including library facilities, ponding basins, and
recreational facilities. Although a specific public facility use is not currently proposed by the Specific
Plan, the future development of public facility uses are anticipated by the proposed Plan. Future
development would be responsible for paying the applicable impact fees, and ongoing revenues
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from the Specific Plan would be generated from property taxes, sales taxes, and other appropriate
fees/payments.

Future development of public facility uses within the Plan Area would contribute to significant and
unavoidable impacts related to aesthetics (Impact 3.1-3), agricultural resources (Impact 3.2-1 and
Impact 3.2-2), air quality (Impacts 3.3-1 through 3.3-3), and utilities (Impacts 3.15-1 through 3.15-
3). Therefore, consistent with the analysis included in this Draft EIR, impacts related to constructing

other public facilities to serve the Plan Area are considered significant and unavoidable.

3.14 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

The following changes were made to page 3.14-5 of Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR:

FAX operates #we-three routes that directly serve the Plan Area through curbside bus stops;,—with
additional-service-cominginte-the-Plan-Area-in2021. Bus service on these routes is detailed in Table

3.14-1 with the routes near the Plan Area shown in Figure 3.14-3.

TABLE 3.14-1: BUs ROUTES SERVING THE PLAN AREA

ROUTE SERVING DAy TIMES FREQUENCY
Starting at Shaw and Brawley and serving Forestiere Underground Week-| 6:00 | 10:00 Every 30
12-35 Gardens, Teague Elementary School, Inspiration Park, Central High day AM PM minutes
School East, Tower District, DMV, Roeding Park, Yosemite Middle Week-| 7:00 | 7:30 Every 30
School, and Social Security Office end AM PM minutes
Starting at Brawley Avenue/Shields Ave. and serving Hamilton K-8, Week-| 5:30 | 10:00 Every 30
39 Fresno High, Fresno City College, VA Medical Center, McLane High, day AM PM minutes
Alliant University, and Fresno Yosemite International Air Terminal Week-| 7:30 | 7:00 Every 30
primarily along Clinton Ave. end AM PM minutes
Along Ashlan Avenue serving Central High School East, Cooper V\;Ze;/k_ 5A£'\1/|5 9P.I?/IO I::iir;/tig
45 Middle School, Blackbeard’s Family Entertainment, Army Navy
Reserve, and ARC Fresno Production Center Week-| 6:30 | 6:30 Ev.ery 45
end AM PM minutes

SOURCE: FAX WEBSITE, WWW.FRESNO.GOV/FAX, ACCESSED MIARCH 11, 2021, KITTELSON & ASSOCIATES, INC., 2021.

Route 12 provides local commuter and weekend service with the route originating or terminating at
Shields Avenue/Brawley Avenue and San Jose Avenue/Marty Avenue intersections. Between these
two origin/destinations, the route has fixed stops as it runs mostly along Brawley Avenue and
Cornelia in the Plan Area, from Elinten-Shields Avenue to Shaw Avenue. Key destinations served
include Central High School, Inspiration Park, and Forestriere Underground Gardens.

The following changes were made to page 3.14-6 of Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR:

Route 35 provides local commuter and weekend served-service with the route originating or
terminating in the Plan Area at Shields Avenue/Brawley Avenue and on the east side of Fresno at
the intersection of Belmont Avenue/Clovis Avenue. In the Plan Area, the route provides fixed stops
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along Brawley and Clinton Avenues, as well as Marks and Olive Avenues. Key destinations served by
the route include the DMV, Talking Book Library, Post Office, and the Social Security Office.

Route 39 provides local commuter and weekend service with the route originating or terminating at
Brawley Avenue/Shields Avenue intersection and Fresno Yosemite International Air Terminal.
Between these two origin/destinations, Route 39 runs in a loop from Clinton Avenue/Marks Avenue
to Brawley Avenue/Shields Avenue in the Plan Area where it has fixed stops. Key destinations
served include Fresno High School, Fresno City College, Veteran’s Medical Center, and-Alliant
University, and the Fresno Yosemite International Airport.

Figure 3.14-3 on page 3.14-25 of Section 3.14 of the Draft EIR was revised to correct the legend
label for Route 20. The revised figure is shown below:
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3.15 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

The following change was made to page 3.15-15 of Section 3.15 the Draft EIR:
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The City has long made efforts toward offsetting the decline of groundwater levels and minimizing
overdraft conditions through an active intentional recharge program that started in 1971. Through
cooperative agreements with Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD) and FID, the City
has access to not only City-owned basins, but also these-efto specific facilities owned and operated
by these two agencies. The City has averaged over 60,000 AFY the previous five years and plans to
gradually increase recharge by about 540 AFY each year. However, during wet years the City will
recharge more water when it is available to allow to the City to draw on additional groundwater
during dry years when surface water is not available.

The following changes were made to page 3.15-27 of Section 3.15 the Draft EIR:

Locally, the District’s drainage system consists of approximately 688-750 miles of pipeline and more
than 150 stormwater retention basins. The storm drainage pipeline system is designed to accept
the peak flow rate of runoff from a two-year intensity storm event (a storm that has a 50 percent
probability of occurring in any given year). When storm events occur that exceed the two-year
intensity, ponding begins to occur in the streets until the pipeline system can remove the water. In
the event of larger storms, “major storm breakover”, the District has planned for streets or other
conveyance facilities to move the excess runoff to the basins.

The drainage system discharges to a system of irrigation canals, creeks, and the San Joaquin River,
but is designed to retain and infiltrate as much runoff as possible into the underlying groundwater
aquifer. The local drainage service area is subdivided into over 160 drainage areas, most of which
drain to a retention basin. Drainage irrigation canals owned by FID ehannels-within the Plan Area

include:
e  East Branch Victoria Canal e Teague School Canal
e Epstein Canal e Tracy Ditch
e Herndon Canal e  West Branch Victoria Canal
e Minor Thornton Ditch e  Wheaton Ditch
e  Silvia Ditch e Austin Ditch

The following change was made to page 3.15-28 of Section 3.15 the Draft EIR:

Floodplain Mapping

Flood Hazards in the City are described in the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)’s
January 20, 2016 Flood Insurance Study but are largely based on hydraulic modeling performed in
1981. Although the Plan Area’s northern boundary is very near the San Joaquin River, the area is
not within a Special Flood Hazard Area. Local flooding can occur for events larger than a two-year
event, but runoff is generally contained in the streets or other breakover easements. Such flooding
is not reflected on FEMA’s maps.

Improvements to storm drainage facilities are accomplished either as a part of privately funded
on-site developments or as a part of the master plan, funded by drainage fees. FMFCD maintains an
on-going update to the system hydraulic model for flood control and prepares a capital
improvement plan update every year with projected funding for five 5 years.

Climate change is likely to increase the volume, frequency, and intensity of events in the future in
the Central Valley.
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4.0

OTHER CEQA-REQUIRED TOPICS

The following changes were made to page 4.0-15 of Chapter 4.0 the Draft EIR:

5.0

Stormwater Runoff

Implementation of the Specific Plan would increase the amount of impervious surfaces in the Plan
Area, which, without intervention, could increase peak stormwater runoff rates and volumes on
and downstream of the Plan Area. The entire Plan Area is within the Fresno Metropolitan Flood
Control District’s urban flood control system consisting of 358-165 drainage areas, each 1 to 2
square miles in area. Operation of projects developed under the proposed Specific Plan could
generate the same categories of pollutants as construction activities. Additionally, due to future
development and infrastructure projects, the overall volume of runoff in Fresno could be increased
compared to existing conditions. If the drainage system is not adequately designed, Specific Plan
buildout could result in localized higher peak flow rates. Localized increases in flow would be
significant if increases exceeded system capacity or contributed to bank erosion.

In order to ensure that future development projects in the County do not increase downstream
flood elevations due to increased peak stormwater runoff, the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control
District (FMFCD) has primary responsibility for managing the local stormwater flows for the City, as
well as a large area beyond the City’s boundaries. The FMFCD requires future development projects
to be designed in conformance to the FMFCD’s Urban Storm Drainage Master Plan to ensure storm
drainage facilities are adequately designed and that the storm drain system has adequate storage
capacity for additional stormwater runoff generated by the Specific Plan. Improvements to storm
drainage facilities are accomplished either as a part of privately funded on-site developments or as
a part of the master plan, funded by drainage fees. The FMFCD maintains an on-going update to the
system hydraulic model for flood control and prepares a capital improvement plan update every
year with projected funding for five years five years. Surface runoff from the area will be managed
via detention/retention basins and flow reducing Best Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent
local flooding within the various development sites within the overall Plan Area. These features will
also reduce peak flows from the Plan Area to receiving storm drains and FMFCD facilities.
Additionally, future development of the proposed Specific Plan would minimize or eliminate
increases in runoff from these new impervious surfaces by runoff entering ditches and storm drains
designed in conformance to FMFCD standards.

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

No changes were made to Chapter 5.0 of the Draft EIR.

6.0

REPORT PREPARERS

No changes were made to Chapter 6.0 of the Draft EIR.

7.0

REFERENCES

No changes were made to Chapter 7.0 of the Draft EIR.
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APPENDIX A

The following NOP comment letter from FID has been inserted into Appendix A of the Draft EIR:
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OFFICE OF

TELEPHONE (559) 233-7161
FAX (559) 233-8227
2907 S. MAPLE AVENUE
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 93725-2208

YOUR MOST VALUABLE RESOURCE - WATER

July 26, 2019

Rodney L. Horton

Development and Resource Management Department
City of Fresno

2600 Fresno Street, Room 3065

Fresno, CA 93721

RE: City of Fresno West Area Specific Plan Notice of Preparation
FID Facilities: Various

Dear Mr. Horton:

The Fresno lrrigation District (FID) has reviewed the West Area Specific Plan Notice of
Preparation for the City of Fresno (Project). The Planning Area is triangular in shape
and located west of SR 99. The project area is bounded by West Clinton Avenue, and to
the west by Grantland and Garfield avenues. Your proposed project is a significant
development and requires thorough and careful consideration of potential impacts. FID
has the following comments:

Impacted Facilities

1. FID has many canals within the Project Area as shown on the attached FID
exhibit map. The facilities include: Herndon No. 39, Epstein No. 48, Silvia No. 47,
Minor-Thornton No. 459, Teague School No. 46, Tracy No.44, and Victoria
Colony No. 43. FID's canals range from smaller diameter pipelines to large open
canals. In most cases, the existing facilities will need to be upgraded to meet
current urban standards or relocated by the developer to accommodate new
urban developments and provide for public safety which will require new
pipelines and new exclusive easements. FID will impose the same conditions on
future projects as it would with any other project located within the common
boundary of the City of Fresno and FID including, but not limited to requirements
from FID specified exclusive easements, access points, and drive approaches at
all road crossings. Additionally, FID will also require all impacted open channel
drive banks, to be built out to FID specified widths, heights, and overlaid with all-
weather road. FID will require that it review and approve all maps and plans
which impact FID canals and easements.

G Ao oGl IR resne - s e SRec e Pl - I o aident JERRY PRIETO, JR
DIRECTORS  CHRISTOPHER WOOLF, GEORGE PORTERI. GREGORY BEBERIAN, General Manager BILL STRETCH
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M. Bodrey L. Hodon

e Wesl fres Specfic Plan Motics of Pregaration
Juy 36, 2015

Pags2 of 3

2

a. Smallfdedium Cenal Crogsings — The majaniy of the proposed Planning
Ages will mpact existing pinelines and srnall open channe| canala. FID will
requira all open chanrels and esisting ppelines impacted by the project
area development be uppraded kb meet FIDs then curfen] standands for
urbran, rural, industial areas, The magarity of FIDCs facilities that ke within
the proposad Plannng Area do not meat FID's urban specifications,
inchuding read ar Fighamy srossings. The majarity af the edsfing pnsinas
ara manslithic casi-n-phace concrete pipe (CIFCP), ow headithin weal
PACL end non-reinfonced mpstar jointed concrele pipeline, These
pigelines were designed lor & rarsd enviranment and must be replaced &3
devalopment oocurs.

b. Lome Consl Grossing = There is a lage canal called Hemdon Canal Mo,
36 thal will moee than |kely be foo lange to be conlained within a plpeling.
Denvedopmant mpests 1o this facility shall raquire desions thaf protact the
card's mbegrity for an whan saifng includmg the need for access and Ful
right-of-way widths for FID's operations and maintanance needs.

3. FID's faciliies thad are within the Planning Area carry Irmgation walar for FID
ugars, ratharga watar far the Clty of Fresno, and fleod waters during the winter

manths, I addion ta Fil's faclities, privale faclifies alse iraverse the Planned
P

‘Water Supply Impact

1. Tha Planning Ama s located within Growth Area 1 'of the Cooparative Watar
LHilizatian and Canveyancs Agreament babusen tha Cily of Fresna and FID.
Shuld any oulside developments recaie water throwugh any Extratarnbonst
Agreements, FID requires i revies and approve all Agreemends. Areas that are
oubside of he said Conveyancs Agreermanl of willin Growth Area 2 ane nal
entified to waters from FID.

2. Caltfornia enacad landmark legistabion in 2014 known 85 the Sustainable
Grounchwater Managemant Act (SGRMAYL The act requins fhe fzrmation of oeal
proundwaier sustainabilty apencies [GEAa) thal must assess conditions in theair
lozal wabar basing and adopt locally-based managemant plans. FID and the City
of Frasno are mernbers of the Norfh Kings Groundwaler Sustainability Agency
wiich will ranage the growndwaber basin within the FID sepdea area. This ansa
is haawly raliant on gresndwatar pumping and SGEMA will mgact all users of
groundwader and those wha rely on £, The Cily of Fresno should consider the
potential impacts of the devedaprmant on the Gity's ability 10 comply with
requirements of SR,

1 W peacketPecored ) P IR reesa - Wen & - Speaie e - D ds
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WY, Rodney L. Horon

R Winst Ama Spedic Pian Nolo of Froparason
July 25, 2018

Page 3od

3. The proposed developments may negalively impact lecal groundwaler supoliss.
Alarge poirtion of the planned area ls currantly bedng wesed for agriculbursl
purpases, Under curment cinoumstances the pmoject area is eapetiencing a
modest, but continuing groundwater ovendraft. Should the proposad
developments result in a greatar consamplion of groundwater, this defict wil
increase. FID sugpests bhe Cily of Fresno require balancing anficigated
groundaates use with sufficient recharge of Impotad surfece water o precluda

mereasng the area’s eesting groundwater owardraft and require the use of
reclarmed waler or ather conservalion malbaods,

Thark you far prowicing b us the Motice of Preparation for the Cliy of Freanoa West
Agan Specific Plan Motica of Preparation for our review and allowing us the oppostunity
to pravide comments. YWe appreciate the opporbunity b review and comment on e
aubject docwements Tor this praject. FID resenmas the dght fo provide adddicned
commants whan more detaded information becomes availanle. H you hasae any
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 4.0

This document is the Final Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (FMMRP) for the West
Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan (Project). This FMMRP has been prepared pursuant to Section
21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code, which requires public agencies to “adopt a
reporting and monitoring program for the changes made to the project or conditions of project
approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.” A FMMRP
is required for the proposed Specific Plan because the EIR has identified significant adverse
impacts, and measures have been identified to mitigate those impacts.

The numbering of the individual mitigation measures follows the numbering sequence as found in
the Draft EIR.

4.1 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The FMMRP, as outlined in the following table, describes mitigation timing, monitoring
responsibilities, and compliance verification responsibility for all mitigation measures identified in
this Final EIR.

The City of Fresno will be the primary agency responsible for implementing the mitigation
measures and will continue to monitor mitigation measures that are required to be implemented
during the operation of the Specific Plan.

The FMMRP is presented in tabular form on the following pages. The components of the FMMRP
are described briefly below:

e Mitigation Measures: The mitigation measures are taken from the Draft EIR in the same
order that they appear in that document.

e Mitigation Timing: Identifies at which stage of the project mitigation must be completed.

e Monitoring Responsibility: Identifies the agency that is responsible for mitigation
monitoring.

e Compliance Verification: This is a space that is available for the monitor to date and initial
when the monitoring or mitigation implementation took place.
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4.0

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

TABLE 4.0-1: MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

MONITORING VERIFICATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGATION MEASURE TIMING
RESPONSIBILITY (DATE/INITIALS)

AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES
Impact 3.1-4: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.1-1: In order to reduce the potential for glare from | City of Fresno Prior to
implementation has the potential | buildings and structures within the project area, the Preliminary and Final | Planning and approval of
to result in light and glare | Design Review plan(s) for all future projects in the Plan Area shall show that | Development future project
impacts. the use of reflective building materials that have the potential to result in | Department improvement

glare that would be visible from sensitive receptors located in the vicinity of plans

the project sites shall be prohibited. The City of Fresno Planning and

Development Department shall ensure that the approved project uses

appropriate building materials with low reflectivity to minimize potential

glare nuisance to off-site receptors. These requirements shall be included in

future project improvement plans, subject to review and approval by the City

of Fresno.

Mitigation Measure 3.1-2: A lighting plan for all future projects in the Plan City of Fresno Prior to

Area subject to section 15-2508 and section 15-2015 of the City of Fresno Planning and approval of

Municipal Code shall be prepared prior to the approval of the design review Development future project

for each project site. The lighting plan shall demonstrate that the lighting Department improvement

systems and other exterior lighting throughout the project area have been plans

designed to minimize light spillage onto adjacent properties to the greatest

extent feasible, consistent with section 15-2508. - Lighting and Glare and

section 15-2015 - Outdoor Lighting and Illumination of the City of Fresno

Municipal Code. Use of LED lighting or other proven energy efficient lighting

shall be required for facilities to be dedicated to the City of Fresno for

maintenance. These requirements shall be included in future project

improvement plans, subject to review and approval by the City of Fresno.
AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
Impact 3.2-1: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.2-1: Prior to initiation of grading activities, the | City of Fresno Prior to
implementation would convert | project proponent shall implement the following measure to mitigate | Planning and initiation of
Important Farmlands to non- | impacts on Important Farmland located on the site: The project proponent | Development grading
agricultural land uses. shall mitigate the loss of Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide | Department activities

Importance, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Local Importance within the
Plan Area at a 1:1 ratio. The acreage of lost farmland shall be determined
using the Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) Model. The LESA
Model evaluates measures of soil resource quality, a given project’s size,
water resource availability, surrounding agricultural lands, and surrounding
protected resource lands. Once the acreage of farmland converted is
determined, one of the following mitigation options shall be utilized to

4.0-2
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

4.0

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

MITIGATION MEASURE

MONITORING
RESPONSIBILITY

TIMING

VERIFICATION
(DATE/INITIALS)

mitigate the loss: Restrictive Covenants or Deeds, In Lieu Fees, Mitigation
Banks, Fee Title Acquisition, Conservation Easements, or Land Use
Regulation. For mitigation options which would preserve off-site agricultural
lands, the lands shall occur locally, and the definition of “locally” shall be
determined in consultation with the City of Fresno. Should the City develop a
Farmland Preservation Program before future construction within the Plan
Area begins, the project proponent shall mitigate for Farmland pursuant to
the Program.

The mitigation shall be verified by the City of Fresno for each phase of the
project during improvement plan review.

Impact 3.2-2: Specific Plan
implementation would conflict
with  existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson
Act Contract.

Mitigation Measure 3.2-2: Prior to initiation of grading activities, the
project proponent shall implement the following measure to mitigate
impacts related to agriculturally-zoned land located on the site: The project
proponent shall mitigate the loss of land zoned for agricultural use within
the Plan Area at a 1:1 ratio. Once the acreage of land zoned for agricultural
use which would be converted by the project is determined, one of the
following mitigation options shall be utilized to mitigate the loss: Restrictive
Covenants or Deeds, In Lieu Fees, Mitigation Banks, Fee Title Acquisition,
Conservation Easements, or Land Use Regulation. For mitigation options
which would preserve off-site agricultural lands, the lands shall occur locally,
and the definition of “locally” shall be determined in consultation with the
City of Fresno.

The mitigation shall be verified by the City of Fresno for each phase of the
project during improvement plan review.

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

Prior to
initiation of
grading
activities

AIR QUALITY

Impact 3.3-1: Specific Plan
implementation would conflict
with or obstruct implementation
of the applicable air quality plan.

Mitigation Measure 3.3-1: Prior to the issuance of building permits for new
development projects within the Plan Area, the project applicant(s) shall
show on the building plans that all major appliances (dishwashers,
refrigerators, clothes washers, and dryers) to be provided/installed are
Energy Star-certified appliances or appliances of equivalent energy
efficiency. Installation of Energy Star-certified or equivalent appliances shall
be verified by the City of Fresno Planning and Development Department prior
to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy.

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

Prior to the
issuance of
building
permits for
new
development
projects within
the Plan Area

Impact 3.3-2: Specific Plan
implementation during project

Mitigation Measure 3.3-2: In order to contribute in minimizing exhaust
emission from construction equipment, prior to issuance of grading or

City of Fresno
Planning and

During
construction
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4.0

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

MONITORING VERIFICATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGATION MEASURE TIMING
RESPONSIBILITY (DATE/INITIALS)
construction  would expose | building permits, whichever occurs first, the property owner(s)/developer(s) | Development activities
sensitive receptors to substantial | shall provide a list of all construction equipment proposed to be used in the | Department
pollutant  concentrations or | Plan Area for projects that are subject to the California Environmental
result in a cumulatively | Quality Act (ie, non-exempt projects). This list may be provided on the
considerable net increase of any | building plans. The construction equipment list shall state the make, model,
criteria pollutant for which the | and equipment identification number of all the equipment. The property
project region is in | owner(s)/developer(s) shall consult with the City of Fresno Planning and
nonattainment under an | Development Department on the feasibility of utilizing cleaner (e.g. higher
applicable federal or state | engine tier) construction equipment than proposed. The property
ambient air quality standard. owner(s)/developer(s) shall implement recommendations for the use of
cleaner construction equipment, as determined by the City of Fresno
Planning and Development Department. Compliance will be verified by the
City of Fresno Planning and Development Department.
L . . L . City of Fresno Durin
Mitigation Measure 3.3-3: During construction activities, the construction Planning and g
contractors shall ensure that the equipment shall be properly serviced and | o © " =" construction
maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s recommendations; and, p activities
I, . . . . Department
that all nonessential idling of construction equipment is restricted to five
minutes or less in compliance with Section 2449 of the California Code of
Regulations, Title 13, Article 4.8, Chapter 9.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-4: In order to reduce ROG emissions from | City of Fresno Durin
construction activities, prior to issuance of a building permit for projects that | planning and 8
are subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (i.e, non-exempt | Development construction
projects), the property owner/developer shall require the construction Department activities

contractor provide a note on the construction plans indicating that:

e All coatings and solvents will have a volatile organic compound
(ROG) content lower than required under Rule 4601 (i.e.,, super
compliant paints).

e Al architectural coatings shall be applied either by (1) using a
high-volume, low-pressure spray method operated at an air
pressure between 0.1 and 10 pounds per square inch gauge to
achieve a 65 percent application efficiency; or (2) manual
application using a paintbrush, hand-roller, trowel, spatula,
dauber, rag, or sponge, to achieve a 100 percent applicant

efficiency.

The construction contractor may also use precoated/natural colored

4.0-4
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

4.0

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

MITIGATION MEASURE

MONITORING
RESPONSIBILITY

TIMING

VERIFICATION
(DATE/INITIALS)

building materials.

Mitigation Measure 3.3-5: During all construction activities, the project
proponent shall implement the following dust control practices identified in
Tables 6-2 and 6-3 of the GAMAQI (2002).

a.

All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being
actively utilized for construction purposes, shall be effectively
stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical
stabilizer/suppressant, or vegetative ground cover.

All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be
effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water or chemical
stabilizer/suppressant.

All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling,
grading, cut and fill, and demolition activities shall control fugitive
dust emissions by application of water or by presoaking.

When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be
covered, effectively wetted to limit visible dust emissions, or at 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 least once every 24
hours when operations are occurring. 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.

Following the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials
from, the surface of outdoor storage piles, said piles shall be
effectively stabilized of fugitive dust emissions utilizing sufficient
water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.

Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 5 mph; and

Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt
runoff to public roadways from sites with a slope greater than one
percent.

Mitigation Measure 3.3-6: Asphalt paving shall be applied in accordance
with SJVAPCD Rule 4641. This rule applies to the manufacture and use of
cutback asphalt, slow cure asphalt and emulsified asphalt for paving and
maintenance operations.

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development
Department

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

During
construction
activities

During
construction
activities
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

MITIGATION MEASURE

MONITORING
RESPONSIBILITY

TIMING

VERIFICATION
(DATE/INITIALS)

Impact 3.3-3: Specific Plan
implementation during project
operation would expose
sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant  concentrations  or
result in a  cumulatively
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the
project region is in
nonattainment under an
applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard.

Mitigation Measure 3.3-7. The property owner(s)/developer(s) shall
incorporate mitigation measures to reduce air pollutant emissions during
operational activities. The identified measures shall be included as part of the
Project Conditions of Approval. Possible mitigation measures to reduce long-
term emissions include but are not limited to:

e For site-specific development that requires refrigerated vehicles,
the construction documents shall demonstrate an adequate
number of electrical service connections at loading docks for
plugging in the anticipated number of refrigerated trailers to
reduce idling time and emissions.

e Applicants for manufacturing and light industrial uses shall
consider energy storage (ie., battery) and combined heat and
power (CHP, also known as cogeneration) in appropriate
applications to optimize renewable energy generation systems and
avoid peak energy use.

e  Site-specific developments with truck delivery and loading areas
and truck parking spaces shall include signage as a reminder to
limit idling of vehicles while parked for loading/unloading in
accordance with CARB Rule 2845 (13 California Code of
Regulations [CCR] Chapter 10, Section 2485).

e Require that 240-volt electrical outlets or Level 3 chargers be
installed in parking lots that would enable charging of
neighborhood electric vehicles (NEVs) and/or battery powered
vehicles.

e Maximize use of solar energy including solar panels; installing the
maximum possible number of solar energy arrays on building roofs
throughout the city to generate solar energy.

Maximize the planting of trees in landscaping and parking lots.
Use light-colored paving and roofing materials.

e Require use of electric or alternatively fueled street-sweepers with
HEPA filters.

e Require use of electric lawn mowers and leaf blowers.

Utilize only Energy Star heating, cooling, and lighting devices, and
appliances.

e Use of water-based or low volatile organic compound (VOC)
cleaning products.

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

Prior to
approval of
future project
improvement
plans

Impact 3.3-4: Specific Plan
implementation has the potential
to result in other emissions (such
as those leading to odors)

Mitigation Measure 3.3-8: The project applicant(s) shall require developers
of projects within the Specific Plan Area with the potential to generate
significant odor impacts as determined through review of SJVAPCD odor
complaint history for similar facilities and consultation with the SJVAPCD, to

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development

Prior to
approval of
future project
improvement
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4.0

MONITORING VERIFICATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGATION MEASURE TIMING
RESPONSIBILITY (DATE/INITIALS)
affecting a substantial number of | prepare an odor impact assessment and to implement odor control measures | Department plans
people. recommended by the SJVAPCD or the City as needed to reduce the impact to a
level deemed acceptable by the SJVAPCD. The C(ity’s Planning and )
Development Department shall verify that all odor control measures have | Sal ]oaqum
been incorporated into the project design specifications prior to issuing a Valley.Alr
permit to operate. Pollution
Control District
Mitigation Measure 3.3-9: Prior to future discretionary approval for | City of Fresno Prior to future
individual projects within the Specific Plan Area that require environmental | Planning and discretionary
evaluation under CEQA, the City of Fresno shall evaluate new development | Development approval for
proposals for new industrial or warehousing land uses that: (1) have the | Department individual
potential to generate 100 or more truck trips per day or have 40 or more projects within
trucks with operating diesel-powered transport refrigeration units, and (2) the Specific
are within 1,000 feet of a sensitive land use (eg., residential, schools, | SanJjoaquin Plan Area that
hospitals, or nursing homes), as measured from the property line of the | Valley Air require
project to the property line of the nearest sensitive use. Such projects shall | Pollution environmental
submit a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) to the City Planning and | Control District | evaluation
Development Department. The HRA shall be prepared in accordance with under CEQA
policies and procedures of the most current State Office of Environmental
Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) and the SJVAPCD. If the HRA shows that
the incremental health risks exceed their respective thresholds, as established
by the SJVAPCD at the time a project is considered, the Applicant will be
required to identify and demonstrate that best available control technologies
for toxics (T-BACTs), including appropriate enforcement mechanisms to
reduce risks to an acceptable level. T-BACTs may include, but are not limited
to:
e  Restricting idling on site or electrifying warehousing docks to
reduce diesel particulate matter;
Requiring use of newer equipment and/or vehicles;
e  Provide charging infrastructure for: electric forklifts, electric yard
trucks, local drayage trucks, last mile delivery trucks, electric and
fuel-cell heavy duty trucks; and/or
e [nstall solar panels, zero-emission backup electricity generators,
and energy storage to minimize emissions associated with
electricity generation at the project site.
Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan 4.0-7
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MONITORING VERIFICATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT MITIGATION MEASURE TIMING
RESPONSIBILITY (DATE/INITIALS)
T-BACTs identified in the HRA shall be identified as mitigation measures in
the environmental document and/or incorporated into the site plan.
City of Fresno Prior to future
Mitigation Measure 3.3-10: Locate sensitive land uses (e.g. residences, | Planning and discretionary
schools, and daycare centers) to avoid incompatibilities with recommended | Development approval for
buffer distances identified in the most current version of the CARB Air Quality | Department individual
and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective (CARB projects within
Handbook). Sensitive land uses that are within the recommended buffer the Specific
distances listed in the CARB Handbook shall provide enhanced filtration units Plan Area that
or submit a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) to the City. If the HRA shows that require
the project would exceed the applicable SJVAPCD thresholds, mitigation environmental
measures capable of reducing potential impacts to an acceptable level must evaluation
be identified and approved by the City. under CEQA
Impact 3.3-5: Specific Plan | Implement Mitigation Measure 3.3-1 through Mitigation Measure 3.3-10 | See Mitigation See Mitigation
implementation has the potential Measure 3.3-1 Measure 3.3-1
to cause substantial adverse through through
effects on human beings, either Mitigation Mitigation

directly or indirectly.

Measure 3.3-10

Measure 3.3-10

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Impact 3.4-1: Specific Plan
implementation could directly or
indirectly have a substantial
adverse effect through habitat
modifications or reductions,
cause populations to drop below

self-sustaining levels,
substantially eliminate a
community, or substantially

reduce the number of, or restrict
the range of, an endangered, rare
or threatened species, including
those considered candidate,
sensitive, or special status in
local or regional plans, policies,
regulations, or by the CDFW or
USFWS.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-1: Future project proponent(s) of development
projects within the Specific Plan Area shall implement the following measure
to avoid or minimize impacts on special-status invertebrate species:

e Preconstruction surveys/habitat assessments for valley elderberry
longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus), California
linderiella (Linderiella occidentalis), midvalley fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta mesovallensis), and vernal pool fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta lynchi) shall be conducted by a qualified biologist in
all areas of suitable habitat within the project disturbance area.

e If valley elderberry longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus
dimorphus), California linderiella (Linderiella occidentalis),
midvalley fairy shrimp (Branchinecta mesovallensis), or vernal pool
fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), or their suitable habitat, is
found during preconstruction surveys/habitat assessments within
the disturbance area, activities within 200 feet of the find shall
cease until appropriate measures have been completed, which may
include an application for incidental take, or it is determined by the
qualified biologist and City staff, in coordination with USFWS and

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

Prior to and
during
construction
activities
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CDFW, that the species will not be harmed by the activities. Any
sightings or incidental take shall be reported to USFWS and CDFW
immediately.

Construction personnel performing activities within aquatic
habitats and other suitable habitats (i.e., elderberry shrubs) to be
disturbed by project activities shall receive worker environmental
awareness training from a qualified biologist to instruct workers to
recognize the species, their habitats, and measures being
implemented for its protection.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-2: Future project proponent(s) of development
projects within the Specific Plan Area shall implement the following measure
to avoid or minimize impacts on special-status amphibian and reptile

species:

Preconstruction surveys/habitat assessments for California tiger
salamander (CTS) (Ambystoma californiense), western spadefoot
(Spea hammondii), blunt-nosed leopard lizard (Gambelia sila),
California glossy snake (Arizona elegans occidentalis), coast horned
lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii), northern California legless lizard
(Anniella pulchra), and western pond turtle (Emys marmorata)
shall be conducted by a qualified biologist in all areas of suitable
habitat within the project disturbance area.

If California tiger salamander (CTS) (Ambystoma californiense),
western spadefoot (Spea hammondii), blunt-nosed leopard lizard
(Gambelia sila), California glossy snake (Arizona elegans
occidentalis), coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii),
northern California legless lizard (Anniella pulchra), or western
pond turtle (Emys marmorata), or their suitable habitat, is found
during preconstruction surveys/habitat assessments within the
disturbance area, activities within 200 feet of the find shall cease
until appropriate measures have been completed, which may
include an application for incidental take, or it is determined by the
qualified biologist and City staff, in coordination with USFWS and
CDFW, that the species will not be harmed by the activities. Any
sightings or incidental take shall be reported to USFWS and CDFW
immediately.

If western pond turtles are found during preconstruction surveys, a
qualified biologist, with approval from CDFW, shall move the
turtles to the nearest suitable habitat outside the area subject to
project disturbance. The construction area shall be reinspected

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development
Department

Prior to and
during
construction
activities
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whenever a lapse in construction activity of 2 weeks or more has
occurred.

e  (onstruction personnel performing activities within aquatic
habitats and adjacent suitable uplands to be disturbed by project
activities shall receive worker environmental awareness training
from a qualified biologist to instruct workers to recognize western
pond turtle, their habitats, and measures being implemented for its
protection.

e (Construction personnel shall observe a 15-miles-per-hour speed
limit on unpaved roads.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-3: Prior to any ground disturbance in areas which
may support suitable breeding or nesting habitat for burrowing owl, a
preconstruction survey of the parcel(s) to be developed shall be completed for
burrowing owl in accordance with CDFW survey guidelines (California
Department of Fish and Game 1995). On the parcel where the activity is
proposed, the biologist shall survey the proposed disturbance footprint and a
500-foot radius from the perimeter of the proposed footprint to identify
burrows and owls. Adjacent parcels under different land ownership need not
be surveyed. Surveys shall take place near sunrise or sunset in accordance
with CDFW guidelines. All burrows or burrowing owls shall be identified and
mapped. Surveys shall take place no earlier than 30 days prior to
construction. During the breeding season (February 1 to August 31), surveys
shall document whether burrowing owls are nesting in or directly adjacent to
disturbance areas. During the nonbreeding season (September 1 to January
31), surveys shall document whether burrowing owls are using habitat in or
directly adjacent to any disturbance area. Survey results shall be valid only
for the season (breeding or nonbreeding) during which the survey is
conducted. If burrowing owls and/or suitable burrows are not discovered,
then further mitigation is not necessary.

If burrowing owls are found during the breeding season (February 1 to
August 31), the project proponent(s) shall avoid all nest sites that could be
disturbed by project construction during the remainder of the breeding
season or while the nest is occupied by adults or young. Avoidance shall
include establishment of a non-disturbance buffer zone (described below).
Construction may occur during the breeding season if a qualified biologist
monitors the nest and determines that the birds have not begun egg-laying
and incubation or that the juveniles from the occupied burrows have fledged.
During the nonbreeding season (September 1 to January 31), the project
proponent(s) shall avoid the owls and the burrows they are using, if possible.

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

Prior to and
during
construction
activities
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Avoidance shall include the establishment of a buffer zone (described below).
During the breeding season, buffer zones of at least 250 feet in which no
construction activities can occur shall be established around each occupied
burrow (nest site). Buffer zones of 160 feet shall be established around each
burrow being used during the nonbreeding season. The buffers shall be
delineated by highly visible, temporary construction fencing.

If occupied burrows for burrowing owls cannot be avoided, passive relocation
shall be implemented. Owls may be excluded from burrows in the immediate
impact zone under an authorization from the CDFW. Such exclusion would be
anticipated to include the installation of one-way doors in burrow entrances.
These doors would be in place for 48 hours prior to excavation and
monitored daily for 1 week to confirm that the owl has abandoned the
burrow. Whenever possible, burrows must be excavated using hand tools and
refilled to prevent reoccupation (California Department of Fish and Game
1995). Plastic tubing or a similar structure should be inserted in the tunnels
during excavation to maintain an escape route for any owls inside the
burrow. CDFW has the authority to authorize a variation to the above
described exclusion method.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-4: Prior to any ground disturbance conducted
during the Swainson’s hawk nesting season (March 15 to September 15) in
areas which may support suitable habitat for Swainson Hawk, a
USFWS/CDFW-approved biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey for
Swainson’s hawk no earlier than 30 days prior to construction in order to
determine whether occupied Swainson’s hawk nests are located within 1,000
feet of the parcel(s) to be developed. If any potentially-occupied nests within
1,000 feet are off the project site, then their occupancy shall be determined by
observation from public roads or by observations of Swainson’s hawk activity
(e.g. foraging) near the project site. A written summary of the survey results
shall be submitted to the City of Fresno.

During the Swainson’s hawk nesting season (March 15 to September 15),
construction activities within 1,000 feet of occupied nests or nests under
construction shall be prohibited to prevent nest abandonment. If site-specific
conditions, or the nature of the covered activity (e.g., steep topography, dense
vegetation, and limited activities) indicate that a smaller buffer could be
used, the City of Fresno may coordinate with CDFW/USFWS to determine the
appropriate buffer size. If young fledge prior to September 15, construction
activities could proceed normally. If the active nest site is shielded from view
and noise from the project site by other development, topography, or other

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development
Department

Prior to and
during
construction
activities
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features, the project proponent(s) can apply to the City of Fresno for a waiver

of this avoidance measure. Any waiver must also be approved by USFWS and

CDFW. While nest is occupied, activities outside the buffer can take place.

All active nest trees shall be preserved on site, if feasible.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-5: Future project proponent(s) of development | City of Fresno Prior to and

projects within the Specific Plan Area shall implement the following measure
to avoid or minimize impacts to the black-crowned night heron (Nycticorax
nycticorax), California horned lark (Eremophila alpestris actia), double-
crested cormorant (Phalacrocorax auratus), great egret (Ardea alba), Least
Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus), snowy egret (Egretta thula), tricolored
blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), and western yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus
americanus occidentalis) that may occur on the site:

e Preconstruction surveys for active nests of black-crowned night
heron (Nycticorax nycticorax), California horned lark (Eremophila
alpestris  actia), double-crested cormorant (Phalacrocorax
auratus), great egret (Ardea alba), Least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii
pusillus), snowy egret (Egretta thula), tricolored blackbird
(Agelaius tricolor), and western yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus
americanus occidentalis) shall be conducted by a qualified biologist
in all areas of suitable habitat within 500 feet of project
disturbance. Surveys shall be conducted within 14 days before
commencement of any construction activities that occur during the
nesting season (February 15 to August 31) in a given area.

e If any active nests, or behaviors indicating that active nests are
present, are observed, appropriate buffers around the nest sites
shall be determined by a qualified biologist to avoid nest failure
resulting from project activities. The size of the buffer shall depend
on the species, nest location, nest stage, and specific construction
activities to be performed while the nest is active. The buffers may
be adjusted if a qualified biologist determines it would not be likely
to adversely affect the nest. If buffers are adjusted, monitoring will
be conducted to confirm that project activity is not resulting in
detectable adverse effects on nesting birds or their young. No
project activity shall commence within the buffer areas until a
qualified biologist has determined that the young have fledged or
the nest site is otherwise no longer in use.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-6: Prior to any ground disturbance related to

Planning and
Development
Department

City of Fresno

during
construction
activities

Prior to and

4.0-12 Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan




MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

4.0

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

MITIGATION MEASURE

MONITORING
RESPONSIBILITY

TIMING

VERIFICATION
(DATE/INITIALS)

construction activities, a biologist shall conduct a preconstruction survey in
areas which may support suitable breeding or denning habitat for San
Joaquin kit fox. The survey shall establish the presence or absence of San
Joaquin kit fox and/or suitable dens and evaluate use by kit foxes in
accordance with USFWS survey guidelines (USFWS, 1999). Preconstruction
surveys shall be conducted not earlier than 30 days from commencing
ground disturbance. On the parcel where activity is proposed, the biologist
shall survey the proposed disturbance footprint and a 250-foot radius from
the perimeter of the proposed footprint to identify San Joaquin kit fox and/or
suitable dens. Adjacent parcels under different land ownership need not be
surveyed. The status of all dens shall be determined and mapped. Written
result of preconstruction surveys shall be submitted to the USFWS within 5
working days after survey completion and before start of ground
disturbance. Concurrence by the USFWS is not required prior to initiation of
construction activities. If San Joaquin kit fox and/or suitable dens are not
discovered, then further mitigation is not necessary. If San Joaquin kit fox
and/or suitable dens are identified in the survey area, the following measure
shall be implemented.

If a San Joaquin kit fox den is discovered in the proposed development
footprint, the den shall be monitored for 3 days by a CDFW/USFWS-approved
biologist using a tracking medium or an infrared beam camera to determine
if the den is currently being used. Unoccupied dens shall be destroyed
immediately to prevent subsequent use. If a natal or pupping den is found, the
USFWS and CDFW shall be notified immediately. The den shall not be
destroyed until the pups and adults have vacated and then only after further
consultation with USFWS and CDFW. If kit fox activity is observed at the den
during the initial monitoring period, the den shall be monitored for an
additional 5 consecutive days from the time of the first observation to allow
any resident animals to move to another den while den use is actively
discouraged. For dens other than natal or pupping dens, use of the den can be
discouraged by partially plugging the entrance with soil such that any
resident animal can easily escape. Once the den is determined to be
unoccupied, it may be excavated under the direction of the biologist.
Alternatively, if the animal is still present after 5 or more consecutive days of
plugging and monitoring, the den may have to be excavated when, in the
judgement of a biologist, it is temporarily vacant (i.e.,, during the animal’s
normal foraging activities).

Mitigation Measure 3.4-7: Future project proponent(s) of development
projects within the Specific Plan Area shall implement the following

Planning and
Development
Department

City of Fresno
Planning and

during
construction
activities

Prior to and
during
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measures to avoid or minimize impacts on bats:

e If removal of suitable roosting areas (i.e. buildings, trees, shrubs,
bridges, etc.) must occur during the bat pupping season (April 1
through July 31), surveys for active maternity roosts shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist. The surveys shall be conducted
from dusk until dark.

e If a special-status bat maternity roost is located, appropriate
buffers around the roost sites shall be determined by a qualified
biologist and implemented to avoid destruction or abandonment of
the roost resulting from habitat removal or other project activities.
The size of the buffer shall depend on the species, roost location,
and specific construction activities to be performed in the vicinity.
No project activity shall commence within the buffer areas until the
end of the pupping season (August 1) or until a qualified biologist
confirms the maternity roost is no longer active.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-8: Future project proponent(s) of development
projects within the Specific Plan Area shall implement the following measure
to avoid or minimize impacts to the American badger (Taxidea taxus), Fresno
kangaroo rat (Dipodomys nitratoides exilis), and San Joaquin pocket mouse
(Perognathus inornatus) that may occur on the site:

e Preconstruction surveys for indications of American badger
(Taxidea taxus), Fresno kangaroo rat (Dipodomys nitratoides
exilis), and San Joaquin pocket mouse (Perognathus inornatus)
shall be conducted by a qualified biologist in all areas of suitable
habitat within 500 feet of project disturbance. Surveys shall be
conducted within 14 days before commencement of any
construction activities that occur in a given area.

e If any active habitat areas, or behaviors indicating that active
habitat is present, are observed, appropriate avoidance and
mitigation measures, including but not limited to buffer areas, shall
be required. The avoidance and mitigation measures shall be
determined by the qualified biologist and implemented by the
project proponent(s).

Mitigation Measure 3.4-9: Prior to construction in undisturbed areas,
future project proponent(s) shall retain a biologist to perform plant surveys.
The surveys shall be performed during the floristic season. If any of these
plants are found during the surveys, the project proponent(s) shall contact

Development
Department

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development
Department

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development

construction
activities

Prior to and
during
construction
activities

Prior to and
during
construction
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the CNPS to obtain the appropriate avoidance and minimization measures. | Department activities
The project proponent(s) shall also implement the avoidance and
minimization measures.
Impact 3.4-2: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.4-10: If a proposed project will result in the | City of Fresno If a proposed
implementation has the potential | significant alteration or fill of a federally protected wetland, a formal | Planning and project will
to have substantial adverse effect | wetland delineation conducted according to USACE accepted methodology | Development result in the
on federally- or state-protected | would be required for each project to determine the extent of wetlands on a | Department significant
wetlands (including, but not | project site. The delineation shall be used to determine if federal permitting alteration or fill
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, | and mitigation strategy are required to reduce project impacts. Acquisition of a federally
coastal, etc.) through direct | of permits from USACE for the fill of wetlands and USACE approval of a protected
removal, filling, hydrological | wetland mitigation plan would ensure a “no net loss” of wetland habitat wetland
interruption, or other means. within the Planning Area. Appropriate wetland mitigation/creation shall be
implemented in a ratio according to the size of the impacted wetland.
Mitigation Measure 3.4-11: In addition to regulatory agency permitting, | City of Fresno If a proposed
Best Management Practices identified from a list provided by the USACE shall | Planning and project will
be incorporated into the design and construction phase of the project to | Development result in the
ensure that no pollutants or siltation drain into a federally protected | Department significant
wetland. Project design features such as fencing, appropriate drainage and alteration or fill
incorporating detention basins shall assist in ensuring project-related of a federally
impacts to wetland habitat are minimized to the greatest extent feasible. protected
wetland
Impact 3.4-3: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.4-12: A pre-construction clearance survey shall be | City of Fresno Prior to and
implementation would not have | conducted by a qualified biologist to determine if a proposed project will | Planning and during
substantial adverse effects on | result in the removal or impact to any riparian habitat and/or a | Development construction
riparian  habitat or other | special-status natural community with potential to occur in the Specific Plan | Department activities
sensitive natural community | Area, compensatory habitat-based mitigation shall be required to reduce
identified in local or regional | project impacts. Compensatory mitigation must involve the preservation or
plans, policies, regulations or by | restoration or the purchase of off-site mitigation credits for impacts to
the California Department of Fish | riparian habitat and/or a special-status natural community. Mitigation must
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and | be conducted in-kind or within an approved mitigation bank in the region.
Wildlife Service. The specific mitigation ratio for habitat-based mitigation shall be
determined through consultation with the appropriate agency (i.e, CDFW or
USFWS) on a case-by-case basis. The project applicant/developer for a
proposed project shall develop and implement appropriate mitigation
regarding impacts on their respective jurisdictions.
Mitigation Measure 3.4-13: A pre-construction clearance survey shall be | City of Fresno Prior to and
conducted by a qualified biologist to determine if a proposed project will | Planning and during
Development construction
Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan 4.0-15
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result in significant impacts to streambeds or waterways protected under
Section 1600 of Fish and Wildlife Code and Section 404 of the CWA. The
project applicant/developer for a proposed project shall consult with partner
agencies such as CDFW and/or USACE to develop and implement appropriate
mitigation regarding impacts on their respective jurisdictions, determination
of mitigation strategy, and regulatory permitting to reduce impacts, as
required for projects that remove riparian habitat and/or alter a streambed
or waterway. The project applicant/developer shall implement mitigation as
directed by the agency with jurisdiction over the particular impact identified.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-14: Prior to project approval, a pre-construction
clearance survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine if a
proposed project will result in project-related impacts to riparian habitat or
a special-status natural community or if it may result in direct or incidental
impacts to special-status species associated with riparian or wetland
habitats. The project applicant/developer for a proposed project shall be
obligated to address project-specific impacts to special-status species
associated with riparian habitat through agency consultation, development
of a mitigation strategy, and/or issuing incidental take permits for the
specific special-status species, as determined by the CDFW and/or USFWS.

Department

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development
Department

activities

Prior to and
during
construction
activities

CULTURAL AND TRIBAL RESOURCES

Impact 3.5-1: Specific Plan
implementation may cause a
substantial adverse change to a

significant historical or
archaeological  resource, as
defined in CEQA Guidelines

§15064.5, or a significant tribal
cultural resource, as defined in
Public Resources Code §21074.

Mitigation Measure 3.5-1: The City shall require project applicants for
future projects with intact extant building(s) more than 45 years old to
provide a historic resource technical study evaluating the significance and
data potential of the resource. If significance criteria are met, detailed
mitigation recommendations shall be included as part of the technical study.
All work shall be performed by a qualified architectural historian meeting
Secretary of the Interior Standards. The historic resource technical study
shall be submitted to the City for review prior to any site disturbance within
the vicinity of the building(s).

Mitigation Measure 3.5-2: If cultural resources (i.e., prehistoric sites,
historic sites, and isolated artifacts and features) are discovered during the
course of construction within the Specific Plan Area, work shall be halted
immediately within 50 meters (165 feet) of the discovery, the City of Fresno
shall be notified, and a qualified archaeologist that meets the Secretary of the
Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards in prehistoric or historical
archaeology shall be retained to determine the significance of the discovery.

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

Prior to any
ground
disturbance
activity

If cultural
resources (i.e.,
prehistoric
sites, historic
sites, and
isolated
artifacts and
features) are
discovered
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1. The City of Fresno shall consider mitigation recommendations during the
presented by the qualified archaeologist for any unanticipated course of
discoveries and future project proponents shall carry out the construction
measures deemed feasible and appropriate. Such measures may within the
include  avoidance, preservation in place, excavation, Specific Plan
documentation, curation, data recovery, or other appropriate Area
measures. The project proponent shall be required to implement
any mitigation necessary for the protection of cultural resources.
Impact 3.5-2: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.5-3: If human remains are found during ground | City of Fresno If human
implementation may disturb | disturbance activities associated with implementation of the Specific Plan, | Planning and remains are
human remains, including those | there shall be no further excavation or disturbance within 50 feet of the | Development found during
interred outside of formal | discovery and a qualified archeological monitor and the coroner of Fresno | Department ground
cemeteries. County shall be contacted as stated in Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. disturbance
If it is determined that the remains are Native American, the coroner shall | Fresno County activities
contact the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours. The | Coroner associated with
Native American Heritage Commission shall identify the person or persons it implementatio
believes to be the most likely descendent (MLD) from the deceased Native n of the Specific
American. The MLD may then make recommendations to the landowner or Plan
the person responsible for the excavation work, for means of treating or
disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains and associated
grave goods as provided in Public Resources Code section 5097.98. The
landowner or his authorized representative shall rebury the Native American
human remains and associated grave goods with appropriate dignity on the
property in a location not subject to further disturbance if:
a) the Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identify a
MLD or the MLD failed to make a recommendation within 24 hours
after being notified by the commission;
b) the descendent identified fails to make a recommendation; or the
landowner or his authorized representative rejects the
recommendation of the descendent, and the mediation by the
Native American Heritage Commission fails to provide measures
acceptable to the landowner.
GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Impact 3.6-2: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.6-1: Prior to clearing, grading, and disturbances to | City of Fresno Prior to
construction and | the ground such as stockpiling, or excavation for each phase of the Project, | Planning and clearing,
implementation has the potential | the Project proponent shall submit a Notice of Intent (NOI) and Storm Water | Development grading, and
to result in substantial soil | Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to the RWQCB to obtain coverage under | Department disturbances to
the General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with the ground
Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan 4.0-17
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erosion or the loss of topsoil. Construction Activity (Construction General Permit Order 2009-0009-DWQ | Regional Water | such as
amended by 2010-0014-DWQ & 2012-0006-DWQ). The SWPPP shall be | Quality Control | stockpiling, or
designed with Best Management Practices (BMPs) that the RWQCB has | Board excavation for
deemed as effective at reducing erosion, controlling sediment, and managing each phase of
runoff. These include: covering disturbed areas with mulch, temporary the Project
seeding, soil stabilizers, binders, fiber rolls or blankets, temporary vegetation,
and permanent seeding. Sediment control BMPs, installing silt fences or
placing straw wattles below slopes, installing berms and other temporary
run-on and runoff diversions. These BMPs are only examples of what should
be considered and should not preclude new or innovative approaches
currently available or being developed. Final selection of BMPs will be subject
to approval by City of Fresno and the RWQCB. The SWPPP will be kept on site
during construction activity and will be made available upon request to
representatives of the RWQCB.
Impact 3.6-3: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.6-2: Prior to earthmoving activities associated with | City of Fresno Prior to
implementation has the potential | future development activities within the Plan Area, a certified geotechnical | Planning and earthmoving
to be located on a geologic unit | engineer, or equivalent, shall be retained to perform a final geotechnical | Development activities
or soil that is unstable, or that | evaluation of the soils at a design-level as required by the requirements of the | Department associated with

would become unstable as a
result of Specific Plan
implementation, and potentially
result in landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse.

California Building Code Title 24, Part 2, Chapter 18, Section 1803.1.1.2
related to expansive soils and other soil conditions. The evaluation shall be
prepared in accordance with the standards and requirements outlined in
California Building Code, Title 24, Part 2, Chapter 16, Chapter 17, and
Chapter 18, which addresses structural design, tests and inspections, and
soils and foundation standards. The final geotechnical evaluation shall
include design recommendations to ensure that soil conditions do not pose a
threat to the health and safety of people or structures, including threats from
liquefaction or lateral spreading. The grading and improvement plans, as
well as the storm drainage and building plans shall be designed in
accordance with the recommendations provided in the final geotechnical
evaluation.

future
development
activities
within the Plan
Area

Impact 3.6-4: The Specific Plan

Implement Mitigation Measure 3.6-2

See Mitigation

See Mitigation

would not be located on Measure 3.6-2 Measure 3.6-2
expansive soil creating

substantial risks to life or

property.

Impact 3.6-5: Project | Mitigation Measure 3.6-3: If any paleontological resources are found | City of Fresno If any
implementation has the potential | during grading and construction activities, all work shall be halted | Planning and paleontological
to directly or indirectly destroy a | immediately within a 200-foot radius of the discovery until a qualified | Development resources are
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unique paleontological resource. | paleontologist has evaluated the find. Department found during
grading and
Work shall not continue at the discovery site until the paleontologist construction
evaluates the find and makes a determination regarding the significance of activities
the resource and identifies recommendations for conservation of the
resource, including preserving in place or relocating within the Plan Area, if
feasible, or collecting the resource to the extent feasible and documenting the
find with the University of California Museum of Paleontology.
GREENHOUSE GASES, CLIMATE CHANGE, AND ENERGY
Impact 3.7-1: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.7-1: Prior to the City’s approval of the project (i.e. the | City of Fresno Prior to the
implementation = would  not | Specific Plan) as well as individual development projects within the Specific | Planning and City’s approval
generate greenhouse gas | Plan Area, the Director of the City Planning and Development Department, or | Development of the project
emissions, either directly or | designee, shall confirm that the Specific Plan and each individual | Department (i-e. the Specific
indirectly, that may have a | development project is consistent with the final version of the GHG Reduction Plan) as well as
significant impact on the | Plan Update, and shall implement all measures deemed applicable to the individual
environment or conflict with an | Specific Plan and each individual development project through the GHG development
applicable plan, policy, or | Reduction Plan Update-Project Consistency Checklist (Appendix B of the GHG projects within
regulation adopted for the | Reduction Plan Update). the Specific
purpose of reducing the Plan Area
emissions of greenhouse gases.
Impact 3.7-3: Specific Plan | Implement Mitigation Measure 3.7-1. See Mitigation See Mitigation
implementation  would not Measure 3.7-1 Measure 3.7-1
generate a cumulative impact on
climate change from increased
project-related greenhouse gas
emissions.
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Impact 3.8-1: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.8-1: Prior to bringing hazardous materials onsite, the | Fresno County Prior to
implementation has the potential | applicant shall submit a Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) to | Environmental | bringing
to create a significant hazard | Fresno County Environmental Health Division (CUPA) for review and | Health Division | hazardous
through the routine transport, | approval. If during the construction process the applicant or their materials
use, or disposal of hazardous | subcontractors generates hazardous waste, the applicant must register with onsite
materials or through the | the CUPA as a generator of hazardous waste, obtain an EPA ID# and
reasonably foreseeable upset | accumulate, ship and dispose of the hazardous waste per Health and Safety
and accident conditions | Code Ch. 6.5. (California Hazardous Waste Control Law).
involving the release  of
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haZElll"dOLlS materials into the Mit.ig'a'tion .Me.zasure 3.8-2: Prior to initiat{'on of any g{‘ound .disturbance Fresno County | Prior to
environment. activities within 50 feet of a well, the applicant shall hire a licensed well : L
; } Environmental | jpitiation of any
contractor to obtain a well abandonment permit from Fresno County Health round
Environmental Health Department, and properly abandon the on-site wells, Department gisturbance
pursuant to review and approval of the City Engineer and the Fresno County S
Environmental Health Department. ac,tlv,l ties
within 50 feet
of a well
Mitigation Measure 3.8-3: Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the | City of Fresno Prior to the
property owners and/or developers of properties shall ensure that a Phase I | Planning and issuance of a
ESA (performed in accordance with the current ASTM Standard Practice for | Development grading permit
Environmental Site Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment | Department
Process [E 1527]) shall be conducted for each individual property prior to
development or redevelopment to ascertain the presence or absence of
Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs), Historical Recognized
Environmental Condition (HRECs), and Potential Environmental Concerns
(PECs) relevant to the property under consideration. The findings and
conclusions of the Phase 1 ESA shall become the basis for potential
recommendations for follow-up investigation, if found to be warranted.
Mitigation Measure 3.8-4: In the event that the findings and conclusions of | City of Fresno In the event
the Phase I ESA for a property result in evidence of RECs, HRECs and/or PECs | Planning and that the
warranting further investigation, the property owners and/or developers of | Development findings and
properties shall ensure that a Phase 1l ESA shall be conducted to determine | Department conclusions of
the presence or absence of a significant impact to the subject site from the Phase I ESA
hazardous materials. for a property
result in
The Phase 1l ESA may include but may not be limited to the following: (1) evidence of
Collection and laboratory analysis of soils and/or groundwater samples to RECs, HRECs
ascertain the presence or absence of significant concentrations of and/or PECs
constituents of concern; (2) Collection and laboratory analysis of soil vapors warranting
and/or indoor air to ascertain the presence or absence of significant further
concentrations of volatile constituents of concern; and/or (3) Geophysical investigation
surveys to ascertain the presence or absence of subsurface features of
concern such as USTs, drywells, drains, plumbing, and septic systems. The
findings and conclusions of the Phase Il ESA shall become the basis for
potential recommendations for follow-up investigation, site characterization,
and/or remedial activities, if found to be warranted.
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City of Fresno In the event the
Mitigation Measure 3.8-5: In the event the findings and conclusions of the Planning and findings and
Phase Il ESA reveal the presence of significant concentrations of hazardous Development conclusions of
materials warranting further investigation, the property owners and/or Department the Phase I1
developers of properties shall ensure that site characterization shall be ESA reveal the
conducted in the form of additional Phase Il ESAs in order to characterize the presence of
source and maximum extent of impacts from constituents of concern. The significant
findings and conclusions of the site characterization shall become the basis concentrations
for formation of a remedial action plan and/or risk assessment. of hazardous
materials
warranting
further
investigation
City of Fresno If the findings
Mitigation Measure 3.8-6: If the findings and conclusions of the Phase II Planning and and
ESA(s), site characterization and/or risk assessment demonstrate the Development conclusions of
presence of concentrations of hazardous materials exceeding regulatory Department the Phase Il
threshold levels, prior to the issuance of a grading permit, property owners ESA(s), site
and/or developers of properties shall complete site remediation and characterizatio
potential risk assessment with oversight from the applicable regulatory n and/or risk
agency including, but not limited to, the CalEPA Department of Toxic assessment
Substances Control (DTSC) or Regional Water Quality Control Board demonstrate
(RWQCB), and Fresno County Environmental Health Division (FCEHD). the presence of
Potential remediation could include the removal or treatment of water concentrations
and/or soil. If removal occurs, hazardous materials shall be transported and of hazardous
disposed at a hazardous materials permitted facility. materials
exceeding
regulatory
threshold
levels
City of Fresno _Prlor to the
Mitigation Measure 3.8-7: Prior to the issuance of a building permit for an Planning and issuance of a
individual property within the Plan Area with residual environmental | peyelopment building permit
contamination, the agency with primary regulatory oversight of Department for an
environmental conditions at such property ("Oversight Agency") shall have individual
determined that the proposed land use for that property, including proposed property within
development features and design, does not present an unacceptable risk to the Plan Area
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human health, if applicable, through the use of an Environmental Site with residual
Management Plan (ESMP) that could include institutional controls, site- environmental
specific mitigation measures, a risk management plan, and deed restrictions contamination
based upon applicable risk-based cleanup standards. Remedial action plans,
risk management plans and health and safety plans shall be required as
determined by the Oversight Agency for a given property under applicable
environmental laws, if not already completed, to prevent an unacceptable
risk to human health, including workers during and after construction, from
exposure to residual contamination in soil and groundwater in connection
with remediation and site development activities and the proposed land use.

For those sites
Mitigation Measure 3.8-8: For those sites with potential residual volatile | City of Fresno with potential
organic compounds (VOCs) in soil, soil gas, or groundwater that are planned | Planning and residual
for redevelopment with an overlying occupied building, a vapor intrusion | Development volatile organic
assessment shall be performed by a licensed environmental professional. If | Department compounds
the results of the vapor intrusion assessment indicate the potential for (VOCs) in soil,
significant vapor intrusion into the proposed building, the project design soil gas, or
shall include vapor controls or source removal, as appropriate, in accordance groundwater
with Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the Department of that are
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) or the Fresno County Environmental Health planned for
Division (FCEHD) requirements. Soil vapor mitigations or controls could redevelopment
include passive venting and/or active venting. The vapor intrusion with an
assessment as associated vapor controls or source removal can be overlying
incorporated into the ESMP. occupied

building
Mitigation Measure 3.8-9: In the event of planned renovation or demolition | City of Fresno In the event of
of residential and/or commercial structures on the subject site, prior to the | Planning and planned
issuance of demolition permits, asbestos, lead based paint (LBP), lead based | Development renovation or
products, mercury, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk surveys shall be | Department demolition of
conducted in order to determine the presence or absence of asbestos- residential
containing materials (ACM), LBP, mercury, and/or polychlorinated biphenyl and/or
caulk. Removal of friable ACM, and non-friable ACMs that have the potential commercial
to become friable, during demolition and/or renovation shall conform to the structures on
standards set forth by the National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air the subject site
Pollutants (NESHAPs).
The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) is the
responsible agency on the local level to enforce the National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs) and shall be notified by
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the property owners and/or developers of properties (or their designee(s))
prior to any demolition and/or renovation activities. If asbestos-containing
materials are left in place, an Operations and Maintenance Program (O&M
Program) shall be developed for the management of asbestos containing
materials.
Mitigation Measure 3.8-10: Prior to the import of a soil to a particular | City of Fresno Prior to the
property within the Plan Area as part of that property’s site development, | Planning and import of a soil
such soils shall be sampled for toxic or hazardous materials to determine if | Development to a particular
concentrations exceed applicable Environmental Screening Levels for the | Department property within
proposed land use at such a property, in accordance with Regional Water the Plan Area
Quality Control Board (RWQCB), the Department of Toxic Substances Control as part of that
(DTSC) or the Fresno County Environmental Health Division (FCEHD) property’s site
requirements. development
NOISE
Impact 3.11-1: Specific Plan | Mitigation Measure 3.11-1: Future project proponent(s) for development | City of Fresno Prior to
implementation could potentially | projects in the Plan Area which involve residential or other noise sensitive | Planning and approval of
substantially increase mobile | uses shall implement performance standards for noise reduction for new | Development improvement
noise levels at existing and | residential and noise sensitive uses exposed to exterior community noise | Department plans for
proposed receptors. levels from transportation sources above 65 dB Ldn or CNEL, as shown on projects which
Exhibit G: Existing Plus Project Plus Cumulative Noise Contours of the West involve
Area Specific Plan Noise Impact Study prepared by MD Acoustics (dated residential or
September 30, 2020), or as identified by a project-specific acoustical analysis other noise
based on the target acceptable noise levels set in Table 9-2 of the Fresno sensitive uses
General Plan Noise Element (Table 3.11-5 of this EIR).
If future exterior noise levels are expected to exceed the applicable standards
presented in Table 9-2 of the Fresno General Plan Noise Element (Table 3.11-
5 of this EIR), the mitigation measure presented below shall be implemented,
as applicable. A qualified Acoustical Consultant shall provide information
demonstrating that site specific mitigation will be effective at reaching the
applicable noise standard.
e [nstall noise walls, berms and/or a combination of a landscaped
berm with wall, and reduced barrier height in combination with
increased distance or elevation differences between noise source
and noise receptor. The City of Fresno has established a maximum
allowable height for noise walls of 15 feet. As such, the noise walls,
berms and/or a combination of a landscaped berm with wall shall
Final Environmental Impact Report - West Area Neighborhoods Specific Plan 4.0-23
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not exceed 15 feet.

The aforementioned measure is not exhaustive and alternative designs may
be approved by the City, provided that a qualified Acoustical Consultant
submits information demonstrating that the alternative design(s) will
achieve and maintain the specific targets for outdoor activity areas.

Plan
not

Impact 3.11-2:
implementation ~ would
substantially increase noise
levels associated with
construction and demolition
activities.

Specific

Mitigation Measure 3.11-2: Construction within the Plan Area must follow
the City’s Municipal Noise Code Section 10-109 which exempts 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.

Mitigation Measure 3.11-3: The project proponent(s) and/or construction
contractor(s) shall demonstrate, to the satisfaction of the City of Fresno
Planning and Development Department, that buildout of the Specific Plan
complies with the following:

e Truck traffic associated with project construction shall be limited
to within the permitted construction hours, as listed in the City’s
Municipal Code above.

e  Stationary construction noise sources such as generators or pumps
shall be located at least 300 feet from sensitive land uses, as
feasible.

e  C(Construction staging areas shall be located as far from noise
sensitive land uses as feasible.

e During construction, the contractor shall ensure all construction
equipment is equipped with appropriate noise attenuating devices.
The use of manufacturer certified mufflers would generally reduce
the construction equipment noise by 8 to 10 dBA.

Idling equipment shall be turned off when not in use.

e Equipment shall be maintained so that vehicles and their loads are

secured from rattling and banging.

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development
Department

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development
Department

During
construction
activities

During
construction
activities

Plan
not
noise
with

Impact 3.11-3:
implementation
substantially
vibration

Specific

would
increase
association

Mitigation Measure 3.11-4: For future projects which would require the use
of highly vibratory equipment in the Plan Area, an additional site- and
project-specific analysis shall be conducted by a noise and vibration specialist
prior to project approval. The analysis shall evaluate potential ground-borne
vibration impacts to existing structures and sensitive receptors, and shall

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

For future
projects which
would require
the use of
highly
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construction activities.

also recommend additional mitigation measures, as necessary. The
recommendations of the site- and project-specific analysis shall be
implemented by the project proponent(s), to the satisfaction of the City of
Fresno Planning and Development Department.

vibratory
equipment in
the Plan Area

Impact 3.11-4: Specific Plan
implementation  would not
substantially increase stationary
noise at sensitive receptors.

Mitigation Measure 3.11-5: In order to reduce the potential for stationary
noise impacts, development projects in the Plan Area shall implement the
following measures:

e Avoid the placement of new noise producing uses in proximity to
noise-sensitive land uses;

e Apply noise level performance standards provided in Table 9-2 of
the City of Fresno General Plan Noise Element (Table 3.11-5 of this
EIR) to proposed new noise producing uses; and

Require new noise-sensitive uses in near proximity to noise-producing
facilities include mitigation measures that would ensure compliance with
noise performance standards in Table 9-2 of the City of Fresno General Plan
Noise Element (Table 3.11-5 of this EIR).

City of Fresno
Planning and

Development
Department

Prior to
approval of
improvement
plans

Impact 3.11-5: Specific Plan
implementation  would not
substantially increase ambient
interior noise at future sensitive
receptors.

Mitigation Measure 3.11-6: Prior to approval, site- and project-specific
noise analyses development projects under the proposed Specific Plan shall
be completed and submitted to the City in order to fine-tune and finalize
noise reduction features. The site-specific noise analyses must demonstrate
the interior noise level will not exceed the City’s 45 dBA CNEL noise limit.

A qualified Acoustical Consultant shall provide information demonstrating
that site specific mitigation will be effective at reaching the applicable noise
standard, which includes:

e Install noise walls, berms and/or a combination of a landscaped
berm with wall, and reduced barrier height in combination with
increased distance or elevation differences between noise source
and noise receptor. The City of Fresno has established a maximum
allowable height of 15 feet. As such, the noise walls, berms and/or a
combination of a landscaped berm with wall shall not exceed 15
feet.

e Utilize fagades with substantial weight and insulation.

e Install sound-rated windows for primary sleeping and activity
areas.

e [Install sound-rated doors for all exterior entries at primary

City of Fresno
Planning and
Development
Department

Prior to
approval of
improvement
plans
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sleeping and activity areas.
e Install acoustic baffling of vents for chimneys, attic and gable ends.
e Install mechanical ventilation systems that provide fresh air under
closed window conditions.
The aforementioned measures are not exhaustive and alternative designs
may be approved by the City, provided that a qualified Acoustical Consultant
submits information demonstrating that the alternative design(s) will
achieve and maintain the specific targets for outdoor activity areas and
interior spaces.
PUBLIC SERVICES AND RECREATION
Impact 3.13-1: The proposed | Mitigation Measure 3.13-1: Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of | City of Fresno Prior to the
Specific Plan may require the | Occupancy for each future dwelling unit to be developed within the Plan Area | Planning and issuance of a
construction of fire department | (and prior to issuance of building permits for non-residential uses), the | Development Certificate of
facilities which may cause | applicant shall pay all applicable project impact fees per the impact fee | Department Occupancy for
substantial adverse physical | schedule. each future
environmental impacts. dwelling unit to
be developed
within the Plan
Area (and prior
to issuance of
building
permits for
non-residential
uses)
Impact 3.13-3: The proposed | Mitigation Measure 3.13-2: Prior to the issuance of future building permits | City of Fresno Prior to the
Specific Plan may result in, or | for each dwelling unit to be constructed in the West Area Neighborhoods | Planning and issuance of
have the potential to require the | Specific Plan, the applicant shall pay applicable school fees mandated by SB | Development future building
construction of school facilities | 50 to the Central Unified School District (CUSD) and provide documentation | Department permits for

which may cause substantial
adverse physical environmental
impacts.

of said payment to the City.

each dwelling
unit to be
constructed in
the West Area
Neighborhoods
Specific Plan
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