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	Print Form Button: 
	Text Field: 2022050265
	Project Title: 2740 West Nielsen Avenue Office/Warehouse Project 
	Lead Agency: City of Fresno
	Contact Name: Steven Martinez
	Email: Steven.Martinez@fresno.gov 
	Phone Number: (559) 621-8047
	Project Location: City of Fresno, Fresno County
	Project Description: The proposed project would result in the construction of four office/warehouse buildings that would be configured for heavy industrial uses by tenants that have not been identified. The proposed buildings would result in a total gross floor area of approximately 901,438 square feet. The buildings’ exterior would be up to 44 feet high with an interior height of up to 36 feet and designed with a total of 201 loading dock doors on the north and south sides of the buildings. The four buildings would be comprised of the following: Building 1 would be 468,812 square feet and would provide 122 loading dock doors; Building 2 would be 248,786 square feet and would provide 46 loading dock doors; Building 3 would be 93,074 square feet and would provide 18 loading dock doors; and Building 4 would be 90,766 square feet and would provide 15 loading dock doors. A total of 594 on-site parking spaces would be provided for vehicles and trucks.
	Project's Effects: Mitigation Measures AES-1 through AES-4 require shielding mechanisms to direct light away from nearby uses and impose a cap on the intensity of lighting systems. Mitigation Measure AES-5 requires materials used on building façades to be non-reflective. Mitigation Measure AIR-1 requires the implementation of San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District Regulation VIII measures for dust control during construction. Mitigation Measure AIR-2 requires the use of Tier 4 construction equipment. Mitigation Measure AIR-3 requires that the project provide the infrastructure for chargers for electric heavy-duty trucks. Mitigation Measure BIO-1 requires avoidance, conducting pre-construction surveys, and establishing buffers, to mitigate impacts on special-status species. Mitigation Measure CUL-1 requires that if unknown archaeological resources are discovered during construction, work in the area would halt and a qualified archaeologist would be contacted and consulted regarding how to appropriately address the situation. Mitigation Measure CUL-2 requires adherence to Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 requires preparation of a Soil Management Plan. Mitigation Measure NOI-1 requires that all construction equipment, fixed or mobile, is equipped with properly operating and maintained mufflers consistent with manufacturers’ standards. Mitigation Measure NOI-2 prohibits loading dock activities south of Building 1 during nighttime hours. Table 2.A in the Draft EIR summarizes the impacts, mitigation measures, and resulting level of significance after mitigation. Table 2.A is included in the Draft EIR pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15123(b)(1).
	Areas of Controversy: A total of seven written comment letters were submitted in response to the Notice of Preparation (NOP). No verbal comments were received at the public scoping session held on September 22, 2022. Comments in response to the NOP generally identified the following areas of potential concern: the project’s potential to affect aesthetics in the area, including increased lighting and truck traffic; incorporation of mitigation measures, including using zero-emission vehicles and equipment, installing light shields and anti-glare lighting, hiring employees from the surrounding neighborhood, avoiding asphalt, evaluating truck routing, and implementing vegetative buffers; evaluation of project construction and operational emissions and reducing impacts by utilizing the cleanest available off-road construction equipment and incorporation of design elements such as the use of cleaner heavy heavy-duty (HHD) trucks and vehicles, measures that reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMTs), and measures that increase energy efficiency; evaluation of potential health risk impacts on surrounding receptors (residences, businesses, hospitals, day-care facilities, health care facilities, etc.) and mitigation of any potentially significant risk to help limit exposure of sensitive receptors to emissions; the project’s contribution to heat island effect; Consideration of existing environmental conditions, including CalEnviroScreen scores; Tribal consultation requirements and the potential for the project to affect tribal cultural resources; consistency with the Airport Land Use Plan and accommodation of emergency aircraft landings; Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District review and approval of the final improvement plans to ensure consistency with the approved Storm Drainage Master Plan and payment of drainage fees; availability of fire access and water service connections for private fire hydrants and fire sprinkler systems; increase in water used, wastewater generated, and pollutants emitted near resident; direct and indirect environmental impacts of VMT associated with the project, including impacts to air quality, pedestrian, cyclist, and public transit user safety, ambient noise levels, aesthetics, and road quality; evaluation of cumulative impacts and existing environmental conditions of the area; and suggested other locations for the project. 
	List of Agencies: The lead agency for the proposed project is the City of Fresno. The City is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for certifying the EIR, approving or carrying out the project, or disapproving the project.The responsible agencies are State and local public agencies other than the lead agency that have authority to carry out or approve a project or that are required to approve a portion of a project for which the lead agency is preparing or has prepared an EIR or Negative Declaration. There are no agencies other than the City of Fresno that have approval or permitting authority for the adoption of the proposed project. In addition, implementation of the proposed project would involve many responsible agencies depending upon the specifics of the subsequent projects. Following are some of the agencies that could be required to act as responsible agencies for subsequent projects:• Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E), electrical and natural gas connection • Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan • San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD) (e.g., Dust Control Plan Approval letter and compliance with Rule 9510 – Indirect Source Review)


