APPENDIX G/INITIAL STUDY FOR A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Checklist Form for:

Environmental Assessment Application No. P21-06275

Project title:
Environmental Assessment Application No. P21-06275 for Conditional Use
Permit Application No. P21-06275

Lead agency name and address:

City of Fresno

Planning and Development Department
2600 Fresno Street

Fresno, CA 93721

Contact person and phone number:
Phillip Siegrist

Supervising Planner

City of Fresno

Planning and Development Department
(559) 621-8061

Project location:

2839 East Dorothy Avenue; Located on the North side of East Dorothy Avenue,
between South Cherry and South East Avenues in Fresno, CA.

(APN: 328-201-26S)

Project sponsor's name and address:
Meras Water Solutions
Attn: Lilia Bacon




4216 Kiernan Ave Suite 101
Modesto, CA 95356

General & Community plan land use designation:
General Plan: Current, Heavy Industrial. Proposed, no change.
Specific Plan: North Avenue Specific Plan

Zoning:
Current: IH (Heavy Industrial).
Proposed: no change.

Description of project:

Conditional Use Permit Application No. P21-06275, as filed by Meras Water Solutions
(herein, “Project Applicant”), is a subsequent entitlement to previously approved
Development Permit No. P18-03647 (approved December 11, 2019) which authorized
the development of seven (7) office/warehouse shell buildings (Buildings A, B, C, D, E,
F, & G) and establishment of certain permitted “by-right” uses on £11.28 acres (total)
of property located on the north and south sides of East Dorothy Avenue, between
South Cherry and South East Avenues (three (3) lots comprised of APNs: 328-200-30,
84S, & 85S). The seven (7) office/warehouse buildings range from 26,00 to 41,000
square feet with approximately 1,500 square feet of office space per building. In
addition, each building has two (2) loading docks.

The Project site is already developed, and environmental impacts associated with that
development were previously analyzed under related Environmental Assessment No.
P18-03647 which resulted in a Mitigated Negative Declaration, dated May 10, 2019,
being prepared.

Under the current Project (P21-06275), the Project Applicant proposes to lease 25,695
square-foot Building C located at 2839 East Dorothy Avenue. The Project Applicant
(Meras Water Solutions) is a water treatment and remediation company that develops
service programs for industrial water treatment, agricultural water treatment, food
safety water treatment, and Legionella risk management programs. The facility will
solely be used for the storage and shipping of environmentally hazardous chemicals to
customers. Chemicals will be stored on-site no longer than 30 days from their received
dated. No hazardous waste will be produced at the site and hazardous chemicals will
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neither be mixed or manufactured at the facility. All empty hazardous chemical
containers will be sent back to the respective vendor for cleaning and reuse. A complete
list of chemicals stored on-site is provided in Appendix A.

The proposed use is anticipated to generate very minimal customer foot traffic, as most
customer interactions require inspections that occur out in the field (off-site).
Approximately four (4) to ten (10) employees are anticipated to be on-site, with the
majority of office staff operating remotely from another location.

During the peak season (April to September) deliveries via box truck are to occur daily
while larger freight shipments are to be received one (1) to five (5) times per week. A
propane powered forklift will be utilized for both loading and unloading shipments and
is the only heavy machine to be operated on-site as necessary.

As previously mentioned, the site is already developed. Aside from interior tenant
improvements, the project does not propose new construction or modifications to the
existing site.

Pursuant to Fresno Municipal Code Table 15-1302 (Land Use Regulations —
Employment Districts), uses involving the storage of chemicals are permitted in the IH
(Heavy Industrial) zone district with an approved Conditional Use Permit. Therefore,
the Project application was filed for purposes of establishing a conditionally permitted
use within Building C (2839 East Dorothy Avenue).




Surrounding land uses and setting:

- Planned Land Use Existing Zoning Existing Land Use
North | Heavy Industrial IH - Heavy Industrial Vacant
East | Heavy Industrial IH - Heavy Industrial Heavy Industrial
South | Heavy Industrial IH - Heavy Industrial Vacant
West Heavy Industrial IH - Heavy Industrial Heavy Industrial

10.

11.

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing
approval, or participation agreement):

Planning and Development Department, Building and Safety Services Division,
Department of Public Works, Department of Public Utilities, Fire Department, Fresno
Metropolitan Flood Control District, County of Fresno Department of Community
Health, County of Fresno Department of Public Works and Planning, and San Joaquin
Valley Air Pollution Control District.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 21080.3.17? If so, has consultation begun?

The State requires lead agencies to consider the potential effects of proposed projects
and consult with California Native American tribes during the local planning process for
the purpose of protecting Traditional Tribal Cultural Resources through the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. Pursuant to PRC Section 21080.3.1,
the lead agency shall begin consultation with the California Native American tribe that
is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographical area of the proposed
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project. Such significant cultural resources are either sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a tribe which is either on
or eligible for inclusion in the California Historic Register or local historic register, or,
the lead agency, at its discretion, and support by substantial evidence, choose to treat
the resources as a Tribal Cultural Resources (PRC Section 21074(a)(1-2)). According
to the most recent census data, California is home to 109 currently recognized Indian
tribes. Tribes in California currently have nearly 100 separate reservations or
Rancherias. Fresno County has a number of Rancherias such as Table Mountain
Rancheria, Millerton Rancheria, Big Sandy Rancheria, Cold Springs Rancheria, and
Squaw Valley Rancheria. These Rancherias are not located within the city limits.

Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead
agencies, and project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify
and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the
potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See PRC Section
21083.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American
Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per PRC Section 5097.96 and the California
Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of
Historic Preservation. Please also note that PRC Section 21082.3(c) contains
provisions specific to confidentiality.

Currently, the Table Mountain Rancheria Tribe and the Dumna Wo Wah Tribe have
requested to be notified pursuant to Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52). A certified letter was
mailed to the above-mentioned tribes on July 27,2022. The 30-day comment period
ended on August 27, 2022. Both tribes did not request consultation.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

O

Aesthetics [ | Agriculture and Forestry Resources

O

Air Quality [ | Biological Resources




Cultural Resources Energy

Geology/Soils Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Hazards and Hazardous Materials Hydrology/Water Quality

Land Use/Planning Mineral Resources

Noise Population/Housing

Public Services Recreation

Transportation Tribal Cultural Resources

o o o oy o g o o

Utilities/Service Systems Wildfire

o oy o o o g oo ogoo

Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

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

.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment,
— | and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) is required.




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

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

Lhilo Sisgriat
V4 J

Phillip Siegrist, Supervising Planner Date
City of Fresno, Planning and Development Department

EVALUATION OF ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS NOT ASSESSED IN
PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT SCH NO. 2019050005 PREPARED
FOR THE APPROVED FRESNO GENERAL PLAN (GP PEIR):

1. For purposes of this Initial Study, the following answers have the corresponding
meanings:

a. “No Impact” means the specific impact category does not apply to the project, or
that the record sufficiently demonstrates that project specific factors or general
standards applicable to the project will result in no impact for the threshold under
consideration.

b. “Less Than Significant Impact” means there is an impact related to the threshold
under consideration, but that impact is less than significant.
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c. “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation” means there is a potentially
significant impact related to the threshold under consideration, however, with the
mitigation incorporated into the project, the impact is less than significant. For
purposes of this Initial Study “mitigation incorporated into the project” means
mitigation originally described in the GP PEIR and applied to an individual project,
as well as mitigation developed specifically for an individual project.

d. “Potentially Significant Impact” means there is substantial evidence that an effect
may be significant related to the threshold under consideration.

2. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the
parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported
if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A
"No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors
as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to
pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

3. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well
as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and
construction as well as operational impacts.

4. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur,
then the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant,
less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant
Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant.
If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination
is made, an EIR is required.

5. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies
where the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially
Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a
less than significant level (mitigation measures from, "Earlier Analyses," as described
in (6) below, may be cross-referenced).



. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, Program EIR, or other
CEQA process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative
declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify
the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. ldentify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist
were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in the PEIR or another earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects
were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation
Measures Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were
incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.

. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to
information sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).
Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate,
include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources
used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

. The explanation of each issue should identify:

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than
significance.

This Project is a subsequent project entitlement to previously approved Development
Permit No. P18-03647 which authorized the physical development of seven (7)
office/warehouse shell buildings (Buildings A, B, C, D, E, F, & G) and the establishment
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of certain use permitted “by-right” in the IH (Heavy Industrial) zone district. The site is
already developed, and environmental impacts associated with that development were
previously analyzed under related Environmental Assessment No. P18-03647 which
resulted in a Mitigated Negative Declaration, dated May 10, 2019, being prepared.
Development Permit Application No. P18-03647 and related Environmental Assessment
Number P18-03647were approved and adopted by the City of Fresno on December 11,
2019. Environmental Assessment Number P18-03647 (EA) was tiered from the Master
Environmental Impact Report SCH No. [2012111015] (MEIR) prepared for the Fresno
General Plan and certified in December 2014. The EA MND incorporated certain
mitigation measures originally contained within the MEIR, and through adoption of the EA
MND, those measures were adopted as part of the EA MND for P18-03647. On
September 30, 2021, the Council certified a Program Environmental Impact Report SCH
No. 2019050005 for the Fresno General Plan (GP PEIR) and adopted certain revisions
to the Mobility and Transportation Element. Through certification of the GP PEIR, the prior
MEIR was superseded as the environmental document for the Fresno General Plan.
However, mitigation measures included in the prior MEIR, which were then incorporated
into the EA MND and adopted as part of the document, remain in effect for the EA area.

The environmental analysis contained in this Initial Study and Mitigated Negative
Declaration for Conditional Use Permit Application No. P22-06275 is tiered from the
Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted for Environmental Assessment Number P18-
03647. A copy of the EA may be reviewed at the City of Fresno, Planning and
Development Department as noted above (See Lead Agency). The Project has been
determined to be a subsequent project that is not fully within the scope of the MND
prepared for the Environmental Assessment Number P18-03647.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1 and California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15177, this Project has been evaluated with
respect to each item on the attached environmental checklist to determine whether this
project may cause any additional significant effect on the environment which was not
previously examined in the MND for Environmental Assessment Number P18-03647.
After conducting a review of the adequacy of the Environmental Assessment Number
P18-03647 MND pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21157.6(b)(1), the City of
Fresno Planning and Development Department, as Lead Agency, finds that no substantial
changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the MND was
adopted and that no new information, which was not known and could not have been
known at the time that the MND was adopted as complete, has become available.

This completed environmental impact checklist form and its associated narrative reflect
applicable comments of responsible and trustee agencies and research and analysis
conducted to examine the interrelationship between the proposed project and the physical
environment. The information contained in the Project application and its related
environmental assessment application, responses to requests for comment, checklist,
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initial study narrative, and any attachments thereto, combine to form a record indicating
that an initial study has been completed in compliance with the State CEQA Guidelines
and the CEQA.

All new development activity and many non-physical projects contribute directly or
indirectly toward cumulative impacts on the physical environment. It has been determined
that the incremental effect contributed by this Project toward cumulative impacts is not
considered substantial or significant in itself, and/or that cumulative impacts accruing from
this project may be mitigated to less than significant with application of feasible mitigation
measures.

Based upon the evaluation guided by the environmental checklist form, it was determined
that there are no foreseeable impacts from the Project that are additional to those
identified in the Environmental Assessment Number P18-03647 MND, and/or impacts
which require mitigation measures not included in the EIR Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program. The completed environmental checklist form indicates whether an
impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than
significant.

For some categories of potential impacts, the checklist may indicate that a specific
adverse environmental effect has been identified which is of sufficient magnitude to be of
concern. Such an effect may be inherent in the nature and magnitude of the Project or
may be related to the design and characteristics of the individual project. Effects so rated
are not sufficient in themselves to require the preparation of an EIR and have been
mitigated to the extent feasible. With the Project-specific mitigation imposed, there is no
substantial evidence in the record that this Project may have additional significant, direct,
indirect, or cumulative effects on the environment that are significant and that were not
identified and analyzed in the Environmental Assessment Number P18-03647 MND. Both
the MND Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program and the Project-specific Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program will be imposed on this Project.

The Initial Study has concluded that the Project will not result in any adverse effects which
fall within the "Mandatory Findings of Significance" contained in Section 15065 of the
CEQA Guidelines. The finding is, therefore, made that the Project will not have a
significant adverse effect on the environment.



ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

I. AESTHETICS - Except as provided in PRC Section 21099, would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse
effect on a scenic vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock out-
croppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?

c) In non-urbanized areas,
substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality public
views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from
publicly accessible vantage point).
If the project is in an urbanized
area, would the project conflict
with applicable zoning and other
regulations  governing scenic
quality?

d) Create a new source of
substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?




DISCUSSION

a)

b)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. A scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides expansive views of
highly valued landscape for the benefit of the general public. The Sierra Nevada
Mountains are the only natural and visual resource in the Project area. Views of these
distant mountains are afforded only during clear conditions due to poor air quality in
the valley. The City of Fresno does not identify views of these features as required to
be “protected.”

The Project site is within an urbanized area of Fresno. There are no scenic vistas or
other protected scenic resources on or near the site. Visual character of the site is
addressed further in Response c) below.

There are no scenic highways near the proposed site. Additionally, no new
construction is associated with the Project. Therefore, the Project has no impact on
scenic vistas or designated scenic resources or highways.

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. The Project site is within an urbanized area of Fresno and there are no
scenic vistas or other protected scenic resources on or near the site. No new
construction is proposed as a part of the Project, and as such, there is no impact.

In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those
that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in
an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

No Impact. The proposed Project would not alter the existing visual character of public
views of the site, as the site has been previously developed with seven
warehouse/office buildings and a parking area. There is no new construction
associated with Project implementation. The Project design was previously subject to
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d)

the City’s Design Guidelines adopted for the City’s General Plan which apply to site
layout, building design, landscaping, interior street design, lighting, parking and
signage. Detailed architectural plans, color palettes and building materials as well as
landscaping plans have already been submitted by the Project developer to the City
of Fresno Planning and Development Department.

The Project will not require removal of any vegetation. Landscaping is integrated into
the previously permitted site design.

There are no new outside improvements proposed by the Project; Meras Water
Solutions is a water treatment and remediation company and as such, will store
chemicals associated with water treatment on-site in the warehouse portion of the
existing building. The complete list of chemicals stored on-site is provided in Appendix
A. To accommodate the project, a Conditional Use Permit will need to be approved by
the City. The Project would not substantially degrade the visual character of the area
and would not diminish the visual quality of the area, as it is consistent with the existing
visual setting. The Project itself is not visually imposing against the scale of the
existing adjacent industrial buildings and nature of the surrounding area.

Therefore, the Project would have no impact on the visual character of the area.

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area?

No Impact. With the exception of windows, the Project is not comprised of any
significant sources of glare. The use of standard windows in the existing
warehouse/office buildings would not result in significant glare impacts. The Project
site was vacant prior to development and the only sources of night time light are street
lamps and security lighting.

The proposed Project would not require additional night lighting beyond what has
previously been constructed. As a result, the Project will have no impact with regards
to light and glare.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.



Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

ll. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES - In determining whether impacts
to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer
to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farm-
land), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the X
Farmland Mapping and Monito-
ring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for X
agricultural use, or a Williamson
Act contract?




Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant No
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
c) Conflict with existing zoning for,
or cause rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in Public Resources
Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public X

Resources Code section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by
Government Code section
51104(qg))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land
or conversion of forest land to X
non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the
existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could X
result in conversion of Farmland,
to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

DISCUSSION

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?



b)

d)

e)

No Impact. The California Department of Conservation, Important Farmland Finder
Program considers the Project site to be Urban and Built-Up Land. Urban and Built-
Up Land is not afforded protection under CEQA as it typically consists of land that is
not suitable for agricultural uses. Since the site has been previously developed, there
are no existing agricultural uses or operations within the Project boundaries, nor in the
immediate vicinity. The proposed Project would not convert prime farmland, conflict
with an existing agricultural use, or result in the conversion of existing farmland.
Additionally, no Williamson Act contracted lands would be impacted due to the Project.

The proposed Project does not conflict with any forest land or Timberland Production
or resultin any loss of forest land. The proposed Project does not include any changes
which will affect the existing environment. Therefore, the Project has no impact on
agricultural and forest resources.

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract?
No Impact. The site is not zoned for agriculture nor is it in a Williamson Act contract.

There is no impact.

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

No Impact. As the site is on the Valley floor, there is no forest or timberland on the
proposed Project site. There is no impact.
Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. there is no forest land on the Project site. There is no impact.

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

No Impact. The Project does not consist of farmland or forest land. The proposed
Project will not involve new other changes in the existing environment that could result
in conversion of Farmland. There is no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

lll. AIR QUALITY — Where available, the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to
make the following determinations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable
air quality plan (e.g., by having
potential emissions of regulated
criterion pollutants which exceed
the San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control Districts
(SJVAPCD) adopted thresholds
for these pollutants)?




Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

N
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant °
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

b) Result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions
which exceed guantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant
concentrations?

d) Result in other emissions (such
as those leading to odors) X
adversely affecting a substantial
number of people?

DISCUSSION
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
Less Than Significant Impact.

Air Quality Plans (AQPs) are plans for reaching attainment of air quality standards.
The assumptions, inputs, and control measures are analyzed to determine if the Air
Basin can reach attainment for the ambient air quality standards. The proposed
Project site is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of the SJVAPCD. To show
attainment of the standards, the SUVAPCD analyzes the growth projections in the
Valley, contributing factors in air pollutant emissions and formations, and existing and
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b)

adopted emissions controls. The SIVAPCD then formulates a control strategy to
reach attainment that includes both State and SJVAPCD regulations and other local
programs and measures.

The CEQA Guidelines indicate that a significant impact would occur if the project
would conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan. The
GAMAQI indicates that projects that do not exceed SJVAPCD regional criteria
pollutant emissions quantitative thresholds would not conflict with or obstruct the
applicable AQP.

The site has been previously developed and no new construction is proposed; thus
there will be no new construction emissions. Operational emissions occur over the
lifetime of a project and have been previously analyzed in Environmental Assessment
Number: P18-03647. The operational emissions were found to be less than the
thresholds of significance for all criteria air pollutants, under the zoning assumptions
maintained for the Project site. As a result, the Project uses would not conflict with
emissions inventories contained in regional air quality attainment plans and would not
result in a significant contribution to the region’s air quality non-attainment status.

Therefore, the proposed project would not be considered in conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan. There would be a less than significant
impact.

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard?

Less Than Significant Impact. To result in a less than significant impact, emissions
of nonattainment pollutants must be below the SJVAPCD’s regional significance
thresholds. This is an approach recommended by the SUIVAPCD'’s in its GAMAQI.
The primary pollutants of concern during project construction and operation are ROG,
NOx, PM1o, and PM25. The SUIVAPCD GAMAQI adopted in 2015 contains thresholds
for CO, NOx, ROG, SOx, PM1o, and PMzs.

Localized Impacts

Emissions occurring at or near the project have the potential to create a localized
impact also referred to as an air pollutant hotspot. Localized emissions are considered
significant if when combined with background emissions, they would result in
exceedance of any health-based air quality standard. In locations that already exceed
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standards for these pollutants, significance is based on a significant impact level (SIL)
that represents the amount that is considered a cumulatively considerable contribution
to an existing violation of an air quality standard. The pollutants of concern for localized
impact in the SJVAB are NO,, SOy, and CO.

As discussed in Response a), Project implementation would not involve new
construction and all operational emissions have been analyzed Environmental
Assessment Number: P18-03647. The Project’s local and regional emissions would
not exceed the applicable criteria pollutant emissions quantitative thresholds and there
would be a less than significant impact.

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. Emissions occurring at or near the project have the
potential to create a localized impact that could expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. The SJVAPCD considers a sensitive receptor to
be a location that houses or attracts children, the elderly, people with illnesses, or
others who are especially sensitive to the effects of air pollutants. Examples of
sensitive receptors include hospitals, residences, convalescent facilities, and schools.

The SJIVAPCD’s GAMAQI includes screening thresholds for identifying projects that
need detailed analysis for localized impacts. Projects with on-site emission increases
from construction activities or operational activities that exceed the 100 pounds per
day screening level of any criteria pollutant after implementation of all enforceable
mitigation measures would require additional analysis to determine if the preparation
of an ambient air quality analysis is needed. The criteria pollutants of concern for
localized impact in the Air Basin are PM+o, PM25, NOx, and CO. There is no localized
emission standard for ROG.

The project would not produce construction emissions, as no new construction is
proposed. Therefore, there would be no impact from project’s localized criteria
pollutant emissions from construction.

The Project site’s previous Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647 indicates
that the Project would not exceed SJVAPCD screening thresholds for localized criteria
pollutant impacts; therefore, the Project’s localized criteria pollutant impacts from long-
term operations would be less than significant.
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d)

Toxic Air Contaminants

Construction

As discussed above, there is no new construction proposed for the project; thus, it
would not result in localized emissions that, if when combined with background
emissions, would result in exceedance of any health-based air quality standard for
any criteria pollutant. As such, there would be no impact from health risks related to
criteria pollutants emitted during the construction period of the proposed Project.

Operations

The proposed Project’s operational toxic air contaminant emissions were previously
analyzed in Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647, which found that the
maximum daily on-site emissions of PM1o and PM2.5 would not exceed the SIVAPCD'’s
localized screening thresholds. Therefore, the proposed Project would not expose
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations during operation or result in
localized emissions that, when combined with background emissions, would result in
an exceedance of any health-based air quality standard. As such, health risk impacts
related to criteria pollutants or DPM emitted during long-term operations of the
proposed project would be less than significant.

Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting
a substantial number of people?

No Impact. There is no new construction proposed for the Project; various diesel-
powered vehicles and equipment typically used on-site will not create localized odors.

Odor impacts on residential areas and other sensitive receptors, such as hospitals,
day-care centers, schools, etc. warrant the closest scrutiny, but consideration should
also be given to other land uses where people may congregate, such as recreational
facilities, worksites, and commercial areas.

Once the Project is operational there will be no source odors from the Project. The
chemicals stored on-site, which are associated with the new Conditional Use Permit,
will be properly contained, and not release vapors which will be noticeable outside the
Project area.
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Although the Project is less than one mile from the nearest sensitive receptor, the
Project is not expected to be a significant source of odors. The screening levels for
these land use types are shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Screening Levels for Potential Odor Sources

Odor Generator Screening Distance
Wastewater Treatment Facilities 2 miles

Sanitary Landfill 1 mile

Transfer Station 1 mile

Composting Facility 1 mile

Petroleum Refinery 2 miles

Asphalt Batch Plant 1 mile

Chemical Manufacturing 1 mile

Fiberglass Manufacturing 1 mile
Painting/Coating Operations (e.g., auto body shop) 1 mile

Food Processing Facility 1 mile

Feed Lot/Dairy 1 mile

Rendering Plant 1 mile

Wastewater Treatment Facilities 2 miles

Source of Thresholds: San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD). 2015. Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating
Air Quality Impacts. February 19. Website: https://www.valleyair.org/transportation/GAMAQI-2015/FINAL-DRAFT-GAMAQI.PDF.
Accessed September 20, 2021.

Minor sources of odors that would be associated with typical parking lot uses, such as
exhaust from mobile sources, are known to have temporary and less concentrated
odors. Considering the low intensity of potential odor emissions, the proposed
Project’s operational activities would not expose receptors to objectionable odor
emissions. Therefore, the proposed Project would not be considered to be a generator
of objectionable odors during operations. As such, impacts would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES —

Would the project:

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

b) Have a substantial adverse
effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by
the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife
Service?
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

c) Have a substantial adverse
effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section
404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other
means?

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

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

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

25




DISCUSSION

a)

b)

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

No Impact. The site is currently developed with industrial warehouses and parking
lots and hosts minimal vegetation in the form of designed landscaping. No new
construction is associated with the proposed Project. The immediate vicinity consists
of land developed for industrial purposes and roadways. The highly disturbed nature
of the area suggests that the vegetation on site is unlikely to follow natural vegetation
patterns, and thus unlikely to support native wildlife.

The City of Fresno Program Environmental Impact Report defines the Project area as
Industrial; industrial land is developed and considered to provide poor quality habitat
for any special status species. No special status species are expected to occur in this
area. There is no impact.

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

No Impact. There are no natural waterways or sensitive natural communities on the
subject site. As such, there is no impact.

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact. There are no protected wetlands on the subject site. As such, there is no
impact.
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d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory

f)

fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Less Than Significant Impact. There are no natural waterways or natural vegetation
on the subject site, and the site is not used for movement of wildlife species or for a
migratory wildlife corridor, nor is the site used for native wildlife nursery sites. The site
has been developed previously and is highly disturbed. There would be a less than
significant impact to native species movement.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The City’s General Plan Parks, Open Space, and
Schools Element contains several objectives and policies pertaining to the protection
of biological resources. Most of the policies pertain to general long-term protection and
preservation of biological resources including providing buffers for natural areas,
implementing habitat restoration where applicable, protection/enhancement of the
San Joaquin River area, and other similar policies. Since the Project is located in a
highly disturbed area with minimal biological resources and does not include significant
impacts to protected plant or animal species, the Project does not conflict with any
adopted policies pertaining to biological resources. The Project is also required to
implement Municipal Code Chapter 13 Article 3 — Street Trees and Parkways
pertaining to tree removal and replacement. Therefore, there is a less than significant
impact.

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. The Project site is not subject to any adopted habitat conservation plan,
natural community conservation plan or other conservation plan, as there are no
adopted plans. Therefore, there is no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.
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Less Than

including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries?

Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a X
historical resource as defined in
Section 15064.57?
b) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an X
archaeological resource pursuant
to Section 15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains, X

DISCUSSION

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource

pursuant to Section 15064.5?

No Impact. A prehistoric and historic site records and literature search was previously
conducted for Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647, through the Southern
San Joaquin Valley Archaeological Information Center of the California Historical
Resources Information System on March 26, 2019 (File RS#19-095). Records
indicated that there have been no previous cultural resources studies conducted within
the Project area. There have been eight studies conducted within a one-half mile
radius (see Appendix B). The records search found no recorded cultural resources
(including archaeological sites and architectural properties) located within or adjacent
to the proposed Project; however, there are six recorded resources (single family
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b)

residences and a historic-era railroad) within a one-half mile radius. A review of the
Sacred Lands Inventory by the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was
also performed, and the results were negative.

As the proposed Project does not include any new construction, it is not expected that
any cultural resources will be identified in the Project area. No site preparation,
excavation and/or grading activities will occur; as such, there will be no impact as a
result of Project implementation.

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?

No Impact. As discussed in Impact a) above, no surface or recorded evidence of
sensitive cultural resources have been recorded. It is extremely unlikely that that such
resources or remains may be discovered during Project implementation as no new
construction is proposed. The proposed Project will have no impact on cultural
resources.

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

No Impact. No cultural or archaeological resources, paleontological resources or
human remains have been identified in the Project area; there is little possibility that
such resources or remains may be discovered during Project implementation as no
new construction is proposed. As such, the proposed Project will have no impact on
cultural resources.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

N
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant °
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

VI. ENERGY — Would the project:

a) Result in potentially significant
environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or X
unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state
or local plan for renewable energy
or energy efficiency?

DISCUSSION

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

No Impact. The project site is already developed and there is no new construction
associated with the proposed Project; as such, the Project will not consume energy
during construction. During operations, energy would be associated with building
heating and cooling, use of consumer products, lighting, and vehicular traffic, as
previously analyzed in Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647, conducted
for the Project site. As the Project consists of a new Conditional Use Permit allowing
the storage of specific chemicals on-site (see Appendix A for a complete list of
chemicals), there will be no energy requirements for the proposed Project beyond
what was previously analyzed.

As such, the proposed Project will have no impact on energy.
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b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?

No Impact. The City of Fresno has adopted local plans that promote renewable
energy and energy efficiency. Fresno Green—The City of Fresno’s Strategy for
Achieving Sustainability— was adopted in 2007 (Fresno Green). One strategy of
Fresno Green is for Fresno to become a leader in renewable energy use and creation
of related innovative technology and new business enterprises. Fresno Green was the
City’s first effort to improve sustainability. The City of Fresno General Plan and
Recirculated Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan (GHG Plan) build on this initial effort.

The Recirculated GHG Plan includes procedures to use when assessing the impacts
of Project’s requiring a general plan amendment (GPA); however, no GPA is included
in the scope of this Project.

The City of Fresno General Plan contains the following policies related to GHG
emissions reduction that may be relevant to the proposed Project:

Objective RC-5: In cooperation with other jurisdictions and agencies in the San
Joaquin Valley Air Basin, take timely, necessary, and the most cost-effective
actions to achieve and maintain reduction sin greenhouse gas emissions and all
strategies that reduce the causes of climate change in order to limit and prevent
the related potential detrimental effects upon public health and welfare of present
and future residents of the Fresno community.

Implementing Policies

RC-5-a — Support State Goal to Reduce Statewide GHG Emissions. As is
consistent with State law, strive to meet AB 32 goal to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 and strive to meet a reduction of 80
percent below 1990 levels by 2050 as stated in Executive Order S-03-05.
As new statewide GHG reduction targets and dates are set by the State
update the City’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan to include a
comprehensive strategy to achieve consistency with those targets by the
dates established
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RC-5-b Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan. As is consistent with State law,
prepare and adopt a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan as part of the Program
Environmental Impact Report to be concurrently approved with the Fresno
General Plan in order to achieve compliance with State mandates, assist
development by streamlining the approval process, and focus on feasible
actions the City can take to minimize the adverse impacts of growth and
development on global climate change. The Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan
shall include, but not be limited to:

A baseline inventory of all known or reasonably discoverable sources of
GHGs that currently exist in the city and sources that existed in 1990.

A projected inventory of the GHGs that can reasonably be expected to
be emitted from those sources in the year 2035 with implementation of
this General Plan and foreseeable communitywide and municipal
operations.

A target for the reduction of emissions from those identified sources.

A list of feasible GHG reduction measures to meet the reduction target,
including energy conservation and “green building” requirements in
municipal buildings and private development.

Periodically update municipal and community-wide GHG emissions
inventories to determine the efficacy of adopted measures and to guide
future policy formulation needed to achieve and maintain GHG
emissions reduction targets.

RC-5-¢c GHG Reduction through Design and Operations. Increase efforts to
incorporate requirements for GHG emission reductions in land use entitlement
decisions, facility design, and operational measures subject to City regulation
through the following measures and strategies:

e Promote the expansion of incentive-based programs that involve
certification of projects for energy and water efficiency and resiliency. These
certification programs and scoring systems may include public agency
“Green” and conservation criteria, Energy Star™ certification, CALGreen
Tier 1 or Tier 2, Leadership in Energy Efficient Design (LEED™)
certification, etc.
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e Promote appropriate energy and water conservation standards and
facilitate mixeduse projects, new incentives for infill development, and the
incorporation of mass transit, bicycle and pedestrian amenities into public
and private projects.

e Require energy and water audits and upgrades for water conservation,
energy efficiency, and mass transit, pedestrian, and bicycle amenities at the
time of renovation, change in use, change in occupancy, and change in
ownership for major projects meeting review thresholds specified in an
implementing ordinance.

e Incorporate the City’s “Guidelines for Ponding Basin/Pond Construction and
Management to Control Mosquito Breeding” as conditions of approval for
any project using an on-site stormwater basin to prevent possible increases
in vectorborne ilinesses associated with global climate change.

e Periodically evaluate the City’s facility maintenance practices to determine
whether there are additional opportunities to reduce GHGs through facility
cleaning and painting, parks maintenance, road maintenance, and utility
system maintenance.

e Periodically evaluate standards and mitigation strategies for highly vehicle
dependent land uses and facilities, such as drive-through facilities and auto-
oriented development.

RC-5-e Ensure Compliance. Ensure ongoing compliance with GHG emissions
reduction plans and programs by requiring that air quality measures are
incorporated into projects’ design, conditions of approval, and mitigation
measures.

RC-5-f Toolkit. Provide residents and project applicants with a “toolkit” of generally
feasible measures that can be used to reduce GHG emissions, including
educational materials on energy-efficient and “climate-friendly” products.

RC-5-g Evaluate Impacts with Models. Continue to use computer models such
as those used by SJVAPCD to evaluate greenhouse gas impacts of plans and
projects that require such review.
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While several of these policies are voluntary or cannot be implemented by an
individual development project, compliance with regulations would ensure that the
proposed Project would not conflict with any of the City’s efforts to reduce GHG
emissions. Overall, low intensity of increases in operations and the progress being
made by the State towards reducing emissions in key sectors such as transportation,
industry, and electricity, the proposed Project would be consistent with State and local
GHG Plans would not obstruct their attainment. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS — Would the project:
a) Directly or Indirectly cause
potential  substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the X

State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.
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Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

i) Strong seismic  ground X
shaking?
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, X
including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides? X
b) Result in substantial soil X
erosion or the loss of topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or
soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the

. , . X
project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil,
as defined in Table 18-1-B of the X

Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or
property?
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

e) Have soils incapable of
adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where
sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a
unique paleontological resource
or site or unique geologic feature?

DISCUSSION

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project site is not located in an
earthquake fault zone as delineated by the 1972 Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map Act. The nearest known potentially active fault is the Clovis Fault,
located about nine miles east of the site. No active faults have been mapped
within the Project boundaries, so there is no potential for fault rupture. Any
impacts would be less than significant.
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Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. It is anticipated that the proposed Project site
would be subject to some ground acceleration and ground shaking associated
with seismic activity during its design life. The Project site is engineered and
constructed in strict accordance with the earthquake resistant design
requirements contained in the latest edition of the California Building Code
(CBC) for seismic zone lll, as well as Title 24 of the California Administrative
Code, and therefore would avoid potential seismically induced hazards on
planned structures. The impact of strong seismic ground shaking on the Project
would be less than significant.

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Less Than Significant Impact. The potential for soil liquefaction within the City
of Fresno ranges from very low to moderate due to the variable density of the
subsurface soils and the presence of shallow groundwater (PEIR SCH No.
2019050005). The proposed Project is subject to policies in the Fresno
Municipal Code, including Sections 11-101, 12-1022 and 12-1023, which reduce
potential settlement and lateral spread impacts to less than significant levels.

Landslides?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project site is not located in an
earthquake fault zone as delineated by the 1972 Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map Act. The nearest known potentially active fault is the Clovis Fault,
located about nine miles east of the site. No active faults have been mapped
within the Project boundaries, so there is no potential for fault rupture. It is
anticipated that the proposed Project site would be subject to some ground
acceleration and ground shaking associated with seismic activity during its
design life; however, the industrial building has been engineered and
constructed in strict accordance with the earthquake resistant design
requirements contained in the latest edition of the California Building Code
(CBC) for seismic zone lll, as well as Title 24 of the California Administrative
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Code, and therefore would avoid potential seismically induced hazards on
existing structures. The impact of seismic hazards on the Project would be /ess
than significant.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

No Impact. There are no construction activities associated with the Project; it does
not involve ground preparation work for the proposed implementation of chemical
storage. The proposed activities will not expose barren soils to sources of wind or
water, resulting in the potential for erosion and sedimentation on and off the Project
site. The Project will have no need to employ appropriate sediment and erosion control
BMPs as part of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that would be
required in the California National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES),
as no new construction is proposed. The Project would not result in soil erosion or
loss of topsoil. There will be no impact related to soil erosion or loss of topsoil.

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in Impact a) above, the site is not at
significant risk from earthquakes, ground shaking, liquefaction, or landslide and is
otherwise considered geologically stable. Subsidence is typically related to over-
extraction of groundwater from certain types of geologic formations where the water
is partly responsible for supporting the ground surface. however, the City of Fresno is
not recognized by the U.S. Geological Service as being in an area of subsidence.’
Further, the City’s General Plan recognizes that subsidence is found largely in three
areas in the San Joaquin Valley; an elongated trough close to the mountains west of
Fresno, a location 30 miles south of Tulare, and an area located south of Bakersfield.?
Impacts are considered less than significant.

1U.S. Geological Service. Areas of Land Subsidence in California. https://ca.water.usgs.gov/land subsidence/california-subsidence-areas.html.

Accessed March 2022.

2 Fresno General Plan. Program Environmental Impact Report. March 2020. Page 4.7-7.
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building

f)

Code (1994, as updated), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or
property?

Less Than Significant Impact. The soil on the proposed Project site is comprised of
Hesperia fine sandy loam, deep (12%), Greenfield sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes
(77.1%) and Borden loam (10.9%). These soil types are considered well drained with
a low ability for water storage, which means they are unlikely to expand.? Additionally,
no new construction is associated with the proposed Project. Any impacts are less
than significant.

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste water?

No Impact. The Project does not include the construction, replacement, or
disturbance of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. The Project
will be required to tie into existing sewer services. Therefore, there is no impact.

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

No Impact. As discussed previously in this document, there are no known cultural or
historical resources on or near the site. (See Section V. for more details). Additionally,
there is no new construction associated with the Proposed Project. Therefore, there
will be no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

3 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service. Custom Soil Resource Report for Eastern Fresno Area, California.
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Potentially | Significant | Less Than

N
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant °
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
VIIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS — Would the project:
a) Generate greenhouse gas
emissions, either directly or X

indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the
environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan,
policy or regulation adopted for X
the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

DISCUSSION

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

No Impact. Operational or long-term greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions occur over
the life of the project. The proposed project’'s operational GHG emissions would
principally be generated from electricity consumption (parking lot and building lighting)
and vehicle use. No new construction is associated with the proposed Project and
potential emissions generated from Project operations have been analyzed in
Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647. As such, there will be no new
impacts on greenhouse gas emissions.
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b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

No Impact. The State’s regulatory program implementing the 2008 Scoping Plan is
now fully mature. All regulations envisioned in the Scoping Plan have been adopted,
and the effectiveness of those regulations has been estimated by the agencies during
the adoption process and then tracked to verify their effectiveness after
implementation. The combined effect of this successful effort is that the State now
projects that it will meet the 2020 target and achieve continued progress toward
meeting post-2020 targets. Governor Brown, in the introduction to Executive Order B-
30-15, stated “California is on track to meet or exceed the current target of reducing
greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, as established in the California
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32).”

The State’s regulatory program is able to target both new and existing development
because the two most important strategies, motor vehicle fuel efficiency and
emissions from electricity generation, obtain reductions equally from existing sources
and new sources. This is because all vehicle operators use cleaner low carbon fuels
and buy vehicles subject to the fuel efficiency regulations and all building owners or
operators purchase cleaner energy from the grid that is produced by increasing
percentages of renewable fuels. This includes regulations on mobile sources such as
the Pavley standards that apply to all vehicles purchased in California, the LCFS (Low
Carbon Fuel Standard) that applies to all fuel sold in California, and the Renewable
Portfolio Standard and Renewable Energy Standard under SB 100 that apply to
utilities providing electricity to all California end users.

The Recirculated GHG Plan includes procedures to use when assessing the impacts
of Project’s requiring a general plan amendment (GPA); however, no GPA is included
in the scope of this Project.

The City of Fresno General Plan contains the following policies related to GHG
emissions reduction that may be relevant to the proposed Project:

Objective RC-5: In cooperation with other jurisdictions and agencies in the San
Joaquin Valley Air Basin, take timely, necessary, and the most cost-effective
actions to achieve and maintain reduction sin greenhouse gas emissions and all
strategies that reduce the causes of climate change in order to limit and prevent
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the related potential detrimental effects upon public health and welfare of present
and future residents of the Fresno community.

Implementing Policies

RC-5-a — Support State Goal to Reduce Statewide GHG Emissions. As is
consistent with State law, strive to meet AB 32 goal to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 and strive to meet a reduction of 80
percent below 1990 levels by 2050 as stated in Executive Order S-03-05.
As new statewide GHG reduction targets and dates are set by the State
update the City’s Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan to include a
comprehensive strategy to achieve consistency with those targets by the
dates established

RC-5-b Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan. As is consistent with State law,
prepare and adopt a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan as part of the
Program Environmental Impact Report to be concurrently approved with the
Fresno General Plan in order to achieve compliance with State mandates,
assist development by streamlining the approval process, and focus on
feasible actions the City can take to minimize the adverse impacts of growth
and development on global climate change. The Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Plan shall include, but not be limited to:

e A baseline inventory of all known or reasonably discoverable sources of
GHGs that currently exist in the city and sources that existed in 1990.

e A projected inventory of the GHGs that can reasonably be expected to
be emitted from those sources in the year 2035 with implementation of
this General Plan and foreseeable communitywide and municipal
operations.

e A target for the reduction of emissions from those identified sources.

e Alist of feasible GHG reduction measures to meet the reduction target,
including energy conservation and “green building” requirements in
municipal buildings and private development.

e Periodically update municipal and community-wide GHG emissions
inventories to determine the efficacy of adopted measures and to guide
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future policy formulation needed to achieve and maintain GHG
emissions reduction targets.

RC-5-¢c GHG Reduction through Design and Operations. Increase efforts to
incorporate requirements for GHG emission reductions in land use entitlement
decisions, facility design, and operational measures subject to City regulation
through the following measures and strategies:

Promote the expansion of incentive-based programs that involve
certification of projects for energy and water efficiency and resiliency. These
certification programs and scoring systems may include public agency
“Green” and conservation criteria, Energy Star™ certification, CALGreen
Tier 1 or Tier 2, Leadership in Energy Efficient Design (LEED™)
certification, etc.

Promote appropriate energy and water conservation standards and
facilitate mixeduse projects, new incentives for infill development, and the
incorporation of mass transit, bicycle and pedestrian amenities into public
and private projects.

Require energy and water audits and upgrades for water conservation,
energy efficiency, and mass transit, pedestrian, and bicycle amenities at the
time of renovation, change in use, change in occupancy, and change in
ownership for major projects meeting review thresholds specified in an
implementing ordinance.

Incorporate the City’s “Guidelines for Ponding Basin/Pond Construction and
Management to Control Mosquito Breeding” as conditions of approval for
any project using an on-site stormwater basin to prevent possible increases
in vectorborne illnesses associated with global climate change.

Periodically evaluate the City’s facility maintenance practices to determine
whether there are additional opportunities to reduce GHGs through facility
cleaning and painting, parks maintenance, road maintenance, and utility
system maintenance.

Periodically evaluate standards and mitigation strategies for highly vehicle
dependent land uses and facilities, such as drive-through facilities and auto-

oriented development.
43



RC-5-e Ensure Compliance. Ensure ongoing compliance with GHG
emissions reduction plans and programs by requiring that air quality measures
are incorporated into projects’ design, conditions of approval, and mitigation
measures.

RC-5-f Toolkit. Provide residents and project applicants with a “toolkit” of
generally feasible measures that can be used to reduce GHG emissions,
including educational materials on energy-efficient and “climate-friendly”
products.

RC-5-g Evaluate Impacts with Models. Continue to use computer models
such as those used by SUIVAPCD to evaluate greenhouse gas impacts of plans

and projects that require such review.

While several of these policies are voluntary or cannot be implemented by an
individual development project, compliance with regulations would ensure that the
proposed Project would not conflict with any of the City’s efforts to reduce GHG
emissions. Overall, low intensity of increases in operations and the progress being
made by the State towards reducing emissions in key sectors such as transportation,
industry, and electricity, the proposed Project would be consistent with State and local
GHG Plans would not obstruct their attainment. There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIAL — Would the project:
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or
handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is
included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it
create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact

Incorporated

No
Impact

e) For a project located within an
airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the X
project result in

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

f) Impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

g) Expose people or structures,
either directly or indirectly, to a X
significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires?

DISCUSSION

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation. As no new
construction is proposed outside of what has already been analyzed, no impacts
would be expected due to the transport of fuels, oils, and other chemicals (e.g., paints,
lead, adhesives, etc.) typically used during construction. However, the aforementioned
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b)

Conditional Use Permit application is required for the storage of hazardous materials
on the existing Project site. The site will be used for storage and shipping of chemicals
used in service programs for industrial water treatment, agricultural water treatment,
food safety water treatment and Legionella risk management programs (See Appendix
A for a complete list of chemicals). Improper use and transportation of hazardous
materials could result in accidental releases or spills, potentially posing health risks to
workers, the public, and the environment. However, all materials stored and shipped
on-site would be contained, stored, and handled in compliance with applicable
standards and regulations established by the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Occupational
Safety and Health Administration (OSHA). In addition, as part of the Project, a Spill
Prevention and Emergency Response plan has been developed (See Appendix C for
entire plan), which is summarized below.

The Spill Prevention and Emergency Response Plan is included as mitigation and has
been developed for the Project site. It outlines basic procedures that will prevent spills
of hazardous materials from occurring. These procedures include guidelines for
proper container management, good housekeeping practices, secondary containment
requirements and marking/labeling specifications. The plan explains the extent to
which employees of the facility are expected to be trained and how employees will be
required to conduct inventory of the hazardous substances. In addition, a facility-
specific Emergency Response plan is outlined for dealing with emergencies, to be
implemented in the event of a fire, explosion, or release of a hazardous substance
that threatens human health or the environment. Spill cleanup and disposal practices,
as well as reporting protocols, are outlined as part of the plan. Spill response, first aid
equipment and fire alarm locations are described and a map is included. See
Appendix C.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 (the Spill Prevention and Emergency
Response Plan) will ensure that the storage and shipping of hazardous materials at
the Project site will result in less than significant impacts.

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Less Than Significant. The proposed Project includes storage and shipping of
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d)

chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment, agricultural water
treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk management programs.,
the Implementation of the Spill Prevention and Emergency Response Plan will ensure
that the storage and shipping of hazardous materials would be contained, stored, and
handled in compliance with applicable standards and regulations. As such, there are
less than significant impacts regarding the release of hazardous materials into the
environment.

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

No Impact. No schools are located within 0.25 mile of the Project site. This condition
precludes the possibility of activities associated with the proposed project exposing
schools within a 0.25-mile radius of the project site to hazardous materials. The area
surrounding the Project site is primarily comprised of industrial purposes. There is no
impact.

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project site is not located on a list of
hazardous materials sites complied pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5
(Geotracker* and Envirostor® databases — accessed in March 2022). There are no
hazardous materials sites in the vicinity that impact the project. As such, any impacts
would remain less than significant.

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,

4 California State Water Resources Control Board, GeoTracker Database.

https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/map/?CMD=runreport&myaddress=2883+e+dorothy+ave+fresno. Accessed March 2022.

5 Department of Toxic Substances Control, EnviroStor Database. https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/map/. Accessed March 2022.
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f)

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

Less than Significant Impact. The nearest airport to the Project site is Fresno-
Chandler Executive Airport, which lies approximately 2.8 miles to the northeast;
however, the proposed Project site is outside of the Fresno-Chandler Executive
Airport Influence Area. Any impacts are considered less than significant.

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. The City’s Police and Fire Departments are the lead agencies for all local
emergency response efforts. The City of Fresno has consulted with its police, fire and
ambulance service providers to determine that the proposed project provides
adequate emergency access to the Project site and surrounding areas. Objective NS-
6 and Policies NS-6-a through NS-6-g of the approved General Plan would reduce
potential impacts to emergency response and evacuation.

e Obijective NS-6: Foster an efficient and coordinated response to emergencies
and natural disasters.

o Policy NS-6-a: County Multi-Jurisdiction Hazard Mitigation Plan.
Adopt and implement the Fresno County Multi-Jurisdiction Hazard
Mitigation Plan and City of Fresno Local Hazard Mitigation Plan Annex.

o Policy NS-6-b: Disaster Response Coordination. Maintain
coordination with other local, State, and Federal agencies to provide
coordinated disaster response.

o Policy NS-6-c: Emergency Operations Plan. Update the City’s
Emergency Operations Plan periodically, using a whole community
approach which integrates considerations for People with access and
functional needs in all aspects of planning.

o Policy NS-6-d: Evacuation Planning. Maintain an emergency
evacuation plan in consultation with the Police and Fire Departments
and other emergency service providers, which shows potential
evacuation routes and a list of emergency shelters to be used in case of
catastrophic emergencies.
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g)

o Policy NS-6-e: Critical Use Facilities. Ensure critical use facilities (e.g.
City Hall, police and fire stations, schools, hospitals, public assembly
facilities, transportation services) and other structures that are important
to protecting health and safety in the community remain operational
during an emergency.

= Site and design these facilities to minimize their exposure and
susceptibility to flooding, seismic and geological effects, fire and
explosions.

=  Work with the owners and operators of critical use facilities to
ensure they can provide alternate sources of electricity, water,
and sewerage in the event that regular utilities are interrupted in
a disaster.

o Policy NS-6-f: Emergency Vehicle Access. Require adequate access
for emergency vehicles in all new development, including adequate
widths, turning radii, hard standing areas, and vertical clearance.

o Policy NS-6-g: Emergency Preparedness Public Awareness
Programs. Continue to conduct programs to inform the general public,
including people with access and functional needs, of the City’s
emergency preparedness and disaster response procedures.

As the Project is subject to compliance with applicable standards for on-site
emergency access including turn radii and fire access, the Project would have no
impact.

Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires?

No Impact. According to the Fresno General Plan, wildfire threats to Fresno are
minimal because the city is largely urbanized or working agricultural land and lacks
steep topographies. Although the city is proximate to high and very high fire hazard
designated area, the urbanized area is categorized as little or no threat or moderate
fire hazard which is attributed to its paved areas. Furthermore, the Project site is not
identified by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (Cal Fire) as a
Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ) within the Local Responsibility Area.
Therefore, there is no impact.
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Mitigation Measures

HAZ-1

The Developer/operator shall implement the policies and procedures identified in
the Spill Prevention and Emergency Response Plan, which is provided in Appendix C of
this document.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY — Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality
standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or
ground water quality?

b) Substantially decrease
groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project X
may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the
basin?
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

c) Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the
alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or through the
addition of impervious surfaces, in
a manner which would:

i) Result in a substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site;

ii) Substantially increase the rate
or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in
flooding on- or off-site:

iii) create or contribute runoff
water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff; or

iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or
seiche zones, risk release of
pollutants due to  project
inundation?
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant No
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

e) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of a water quality X
control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

DISCUSSION

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

Less Than Significant Impact. Since no new construction is proposed in association
with the Project, construction will not impact water quality standards and/or waste
discharge requirements. Potential impacts associated with Project operations will not
exceed those previously analyzed in Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647,
which concluded that the proposed Project would generate a negligible increase in
wastewater of less than 0.002%, for which the Fresno-Clovis Regional Water
Treatment Facility easily has capacity.

Therefore, any impacts are less than significant.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project includes storage and shipping
of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment, agricultural
water treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk management
programs. Customer foot traffic is expected to be extremely minimal and daily staff
will fluctuate between four and ten employees. Each warehouse building will be

equipped with restroom facilities. Water service would be provided to the Project by
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the City of Fresno. This standard water usage has been discussed and analyzed in
Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647. Impacts remain less than
significant.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or through the addition
of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

No Impact. The Project does not include changes to the existing stormwater
drainage pattern of the area through the installation of asphalt concrete,
security buildings, driveways, curb, gutter and sidewalks. The Project does not
propose any new construction. There is no new impact.

Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner,
which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

No Impact. As discussed in Impact c)i. above, there is no new construction
associated with Project implementation. There is no new impact.

Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?

No Impact. The proposed Project is currently connected to the City of Fresno’s
existing storm-drain system. There is no new construction associated with the
Project. There are no new impacts.

Impede or redirect flood flows?

No Impact. As described in Impact c)ii and c)iii above, there is no construction
associated with the Project and as such, there are no new impacts.
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d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to

project inundation?

No Impact. The Project is outside of any Special Flood Hazard Areas, as identified
by the Federal Emergency Management Agency, Flood Map 06019C2110H,
effective 2/18/2009. There are no bodies of water near the site that would create a
potential risk of hazards from seiche, tsunami or mudflow. There is no new
construction associated with the Project and as such, there are no new impacts.

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

No Impact. The proposed Project will be in compliance with all water quality control
plans and other hydrological requirements set forth by the City of Fresno. There are
no new impacts.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
S Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING — Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established X
community?
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b) Cause a significant
environmental impact due to a
conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for
the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an  environmental
effect?

DISCUSSION

a)

b)

Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The immediate vicinity of the proposed project site is comprised of
industrial businesses and roadways. The proposed Project includes storage and
shipping of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment,
agricultural water treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk
management programs. As the storage and shipping will take place in an existing
permitted building, the Project will not divide an existing community. There are no
impacts associated with the Project.

Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use
plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

No Impact. Based upon compliance with the goals, objectives and policies referenced
herein below, the proposed Project is determined to be consistent with the Fresno
General Plan goals and objectives related to land use and the urban form:

Goal No. 1 of the Fresno General Plan: Increase opportunity, economic development,
business and job creation.

The Project will ultimately provide approximately four to ten long-term jobs for the
growing local work force.

56




Goal No. 7 of the Fresno General Plan: Provide for a diversity of districts,
neighborhoods, housing types (including affordable housing), residential densities, job
opportunities, recreation, open space, and educational venues that appeal to a broad
range of people throughout the City.

This Goal contributes to the establishment of a comprehensive city-wide land use
planning strategy to meet economic development objectives, achieve efficient and
equitable use of resources and infrastructure, and create an attractive living
environment in accordance with Objective LU-1 of the Fresno General Plan.

Goal No. 12 of the Fresno General Plan: Resolve existing public infrastructure and
service deficiencies, make full use of existing infrastructure, and invest in
improvements to increase competitiveness and promote economic growth.

The Project will be located in an existing industrial building that is fully serviced by the
City.

Fresno County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan: On December 3, 2018, the Airport
Land Use Commission (ALUC) adopted the Fresno County Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan. The proposed Project is not within the Airport Influence Area of the
nearest airport, Fresno-Chandler Executive Airport. As such, no impacts related to
airport and land use is anticipated.

Implementing Policies LU-1-a_and LU-2-a of the Fresno General Plan: promote
development of vacant, underdeveloped, and re-developable land within the Existing
City Limits as of December 31, 2012 where urban services are available.

The proposed Project will be constructed in an area planned for light industrial
development where urban services are available.

Implementing Policy LU-7-b — Business and Industrial Parks. Promote business and
industrial park sites that are of sufficient size, unified in design, and diversified in
activity to attract a full range of business types needed for economic growth.

The Project includes operating a water treatment and remediation company that
stores chemicals associated with water treatment on-site in the warehouse portion of
the building. The existing industrial space is appropriately sized and designed for the
proposed business.
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Implementing Policy LU-7-c — Efficiency of Industrial Uses. Promote industrial land
use clusters to maximize the operational efficiency of similar activities.

The proposed site is located in an area surrounded by businesses such as
construction supply, welding supply, granite supply, and other industrial-type
businesses.

Further, through the entitlement process, the Project is reviewed for compliane with
applicable regulations inclusive of those adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating environmental effects. The entitlement process would ensure that the
Project complies with the General Plan, Municipal Code, and any other applicable
policies.

There are no aspects of this Project that will result in impacts to land use and planning
beyond those analyzed in the PEIR SCH No. 2019050005 for the Fresno General
Plan and Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647.

Thus, the Project would have no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

XIl. MINERAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability
of a known mineral resource that X
would be of value to the region
and the residents of the state?
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Less Than

resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
b) Result in the loss of availability
of a locally-important mineral X

DISCUSSION

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. There are no known mineral resources in the proposed Project area and
none are identified in the City’s General Plan near the Project site. Therefore, there is

no impact.

b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

No Impact. As discussed in Impact a) above, there are no known mineral resources
identified in the City’s General Plan in the proposed Project area. There is no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant No
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

XIll. NOISE — Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial
temporary or permanent increase
in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the project in excess of X
standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance,
or applicable standards of other
agencies?

b) Generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

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

DISCUSSION

a. Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the
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local general plan or noise ordinance, or in other applicable local, state, or
federal standards?

Less Than Significant Impact.
Short-term (Construction) Noise Impacts

The proposed Project has no construction related activities that will involve temporary
noise sources. As the storage and shipping of chemicals will take place in an existing
permitted building, there will be no noise from construction related activities that will
contribute to the noise environment in the immediate vicinity.

Long-term (Operational) Noise Impacts

The primary source of on-going noise from the Project will be from vehicles traveling
to and from the site. However, the Project will not generate any new trips outside of
what was previously analyzed in Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647,
which concluded that the relatively low number of new trips associated with the Project
is not likely to increase the ambient noise levels by a significant amount.

The area is highly active with vehicles, industrial establishments and other noise
generating sources and the proposed Project will not introduce a new source of noise
that isn’t already occurring in the area. Therefore, the impact is considered less than
significant.

. Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. The dominant sources of man-made vibration are
sonic booms, blasting, pile driving, pavement breaking, demolition, diesel
locomotives, and rail-car coupling. None of these activities are anticipated to occur
with operation of the Project and no new construction is proposed. It is not expected
that ongoing operational activities will result in any vibration impacts at nearby
sensitive uses. As such, any impacts would be less than significant.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. There are no private airstrips in the Project vicinity.
The Project site is located within the boundaries of the Fresno County Airport Land
Use Compatibility Plan, adopted in 2018 and amended in 2021; however, it is not
inside any Airport Influence Areas within the region. As such, impacts will remain /ess
than significant.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Incorporated
XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the project:
a) Induce substantial unplanned
population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by X

proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers
of existing people or housing, X
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?
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DISCUSSION

a)

b)

Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

No Impact. There are no new homes associated with the proposed Project and there
are no residential structures currently on-site. The proposed Project includes storage
and shipping of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment,
agricultural water treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk
management programs. Daily staff numbers are expected to fluctuate between four
and ten employees, which will provide some long-term employment opportunities. The
proposed Project will not affect any regional population, housing or employment
projections anticipated by City policy documents. There is a less than significant
impact.

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. There are currently no residential units on-site, thus no people or existing
housing will be displaced. There is no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

63



Less Than

Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
XV. PUBLIC SERVICES - Would the project:
a) Result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts,
in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for
any of the public services:
X
Fire protection?
X
Police protection?
X
Schools?
X
Parks?
X

Other public facilities?
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DISCUSSION

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the
need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for
any of the public services:

i. Fire protection?

Less Than Significant. The proposed Project includes storage and shipping
of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment,
agricultural water treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk
management programs. The Project site has previously been permitted and
developed.

The City of Fresno Fire Department (Fire Department) offers a full range of
services including fire prevention, suppression, emergency medical care,
hazardous materials, urban search and rescue response, as well as emergency
preparedness planning and public education coordination within the Fresno
City limit, in addition to having mutual aid agreements with the Fresno County
Fire Protection District, and the City of Clovis Fire Departments.

The City of Fresno Fire Department operates its facilities under the guidance
set by the National Fire Protection Association in NFPA 1710, the Standard for
the Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression Operations, Emergency
Medical Operations, and Special Operation to the Public by Career Fire
Departments. NFPA 1710 sets standards for turnout time, travel time, and total
response time for fire and emergency medical incidents, as well as other
standards for operation and fire service. The Fire Department has established
the objectives set forth in NFPA 1710 as department objectives to ensure the
public health, safety, and welfare.

According to the City of Fresno Fire Department, the proposed Project would
be served by Station 7, which is located at 2571 South Cherry Avenue, Fresno,
less than 0.5 miles from the Project site. After reviewing the Project, the Fire
Department has determined that the Project can be adequately serviced by the
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current local Fire Facilities and Personnel, consistent with National Fire
Protection Association 1710 Objectives.

The Fresno General Plan contains the following objectives and policies:

Objective PU-3: Enhance the level of fire protection to meet the increasing

demand for services from an increasing population.

Implementing Policies:

PU-3-a Fire Prevention Inspections. Develop strategies to Fire Prevention
Inspections. Enable the performance of annual fire and life safety inspection
of all industrial, commercial, institutional, and multi-family residential
buildings, in accordance with nationally recognized standards for the level of
service necessary for a large Metropolitan Area, including a self-certification
program.

PU-3-b Reduction Strategies. Develop community risk Reduction Strategies,
such as strategies that target high service demand areas, vulnerable
populations (e.g. young children, older adults, non-English speaking
residents, persons with disabilities, etc.), and high life hazard occupancies.

PU-3-c Public Education Strategies. Develop strategies to Public Education
Strategies. re-establish and enhance routine public education outreach to all
sectors of the community.

PU-3-d Review Development Application Review Development Application
Applications. Continue Fire Department review of development applications,
provide comments and recommend conditions of approval that will ensure
adequate on-site and off-site fire protection systems and features are
provided.

PU-3-e Building Codes. Adopt and enforce amendments to construction and
fire codes, as determined appropriate, to systematically reduce the level of
risk to life and property from fire, commensurate with the City’s fire
suppression capabilities.
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e PU-3-f Adequate Infrastructure. Continue to pursue the provision of
adequate water supplies, hydrants, and appropriate property access to allow
for adequate fire suppression throughout the City.

e PU-3-g Cost Recovery. Continue to evaluate appropriate codes, policies,
and methods to generate fees or other sources of revenue to offset the
ongoing personnel and maintenance costs of providing fire prevention and
response services.

e PU-3-h Annexations. Develop annexation strategies to include the
appropriate rights-of-way and easements necessary to provide cost effective
emergency services.

e PU-3-i New Fire Station Locations. Consideration will be given to co-locating
new Fire Station facilities with other public property including, but not limited
to, police substations, schools, parks, playgrounds, and community centers
to create a synergy of participation in the neighborhood with the potential
result of less vandalism and promotion of a better sense of security for the
citizens using these facilities.

The Project would be required to comply with all applicable fire and building
safety codes (California Building Code and Uniform Fire Code) to ensure fire
safety elements are incorporated into final Project design. Additionally, a Spill
Prevention and Emergency Response Plan has been developed for the Project
site (See Appendix C), which includes fire response protocols, on-site fire alarm
locations and other pertinent information. As a result, appropriate fire safety
considerations have been included as part of the final design of the Project.
Project implementation will result in less than significant impacts.

Police protection?

Less Than Significant. The proposed Project includes storage and shipping
of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment,
agricultural water treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk
management programs. The Project site has previously been permitted and
developed. Police protection services would be provided to the Project site
from the existing Southwest District Station, which is just over 2 miles from the
Project site at 1211 Fresno Street, Fresno. The Fresno Police Department
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provides a full range of police services including uniformed patrol response to
calls for service, crime prevention, tactical crime and enforcement (including
gang and violent crime suppression), and traffic enforcement/accident
prevention. The Project site is located in an area currently served by the Police
Department; the Department would not need to expand its existing service area
or construct a new facility to serve the Project site. Any impacts are considered
less than significant.

Schools?

Less Than Significant. The proposed Project includes storage and shipping
of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment,
agricultural water treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk
management programs. The Project site has previously been permitted and
developed. The proposed Project does not contain any residential uses. The
proposed Project, therefore, would not result in an influx of new students in the
Project area and is not expected to result in an increased demand upon District
resources and would not require the construction of new facilities. Any impacts
are considered less than significant.

Parks?

Less Than Significant. The proposed Project includes storage and shipping
of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment,
agricultural water treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk
management programs. The Project site has previously been permitted and
developed. The Project would not result in an increase in demand for parks
and recreation facilities because it would not result in an increase in population.
Impacts are considered less than significant.

Other public facilities?

Less Than Significant. The proposed Project includes storage and shipping
of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment,
agricultural water treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk
management programs. The Project site has previously been permitted and
developed. The Project does not include any residences and, therefore, would
not result in increased demand for, or impacts on, other public facilities such
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as library services. Development of the Project will not require construction of
additional facilities. Impacts are less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect
on the environment?

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
XVI. RECREATION - Would the project:
a) Increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such X
that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would
occur or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include
recreational facilities or require
X

DISCUSSION

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility

would occur or be accelerated?
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No Impact The proposed Project includes storage and shipping of chemicals used in
service programs for industrial water treatment, agricultural water treatment, food
safety water treatment and Legionella risk management programs. The Project site
has previously been permitted and developed. The Project does not include the
construction of residential uses and would not directly or indirectly induce population
growth. Therefore, the proposed Project would not cause physical deterioration of
existing recreational facilities from increased usage. There would be no impact.

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

No Impact. As discussed above, the proposed Project includes storage and shipping
of chemicals used in service programs for industrial water treatment, agricultural water
treatment, food safety water treatment and Legionella risk management programs.
The Project site has previously been permitted and developed. The Project does not
include development of residential uses and therefore, the proposed Project would not
result in the need for new or expanded recreational facilities. No impacts are expected.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

XVII. TRANSPORTATION — Would the project:

a) Conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance or policy addressing the
circulation  system, including X
transit, roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant No
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
b) Conflict or be inconsistent with X

CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3,
subdivision (b)?

c) Substantially increase hazards
due to a geometric design feature

(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous X
intersections) or incompatible

uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

d) Result in inadequate X

emergency access?

DISCUSSION

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

No Impact. The proposed Project includes storage and shipping of chemicals used in
service programs for industrial water treatment, agricultural water treatment, food
safety water treatment and Legionella risk management programs. A Trip Generation
Analysis was prepared for the Project site by JLB Traffic Engineering in Environmental
Assessment Number: P18-03647. There is no new construction associated with the
Project and no new trips will be generated as a result of Project implementation.
Additionally, the developer was required to sign a covenant to ensure Project
development would be limited to the assumptions utilized in the previous Mitigated
Negative Declaration. The assumptions presume that any Project components would
consist of light industrial and warehouse land uses. As the assumptions utilized in the
Trip Generation Analysis have been maintained, there are no new impacts associated
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b)

with Project implementation.

Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section
15064.3, subdivision (b)?

Less Than Significant Impact. Senate Bill (SB) 743 requires that relevant CEQA
analysis of transportation impacts be conducted using a metric known as vehicle miles
traveled (VMT) instead of Level of Service (LOS). VMT measures how much actual
auto travel (additional miles driven) a proposed project would create on California
roads. If the project adds excessive car travel onto our roads, the project may cause
a significant transportation impact.

The State CEQA Guidelines were amended to implement SB 743, by adding Section
15064.3. Among its provisions, Section 15064.3 confirms that, except with respect to
transportation projects, a project’s effect on automobile delay shall not constitute a
significant environmental impact. Therefore, LOS measures of impacts on ftraffic
facilities is no longer a relevant CEQA criteria for transportation impacts.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b)(4) states that “[a] lead agency has discretion to
evaluate a project’s vehicle miles traveled, including whether to express the change
in absolute terms, per capita, per household or in any other measure. A lead agency
may use models to estimate a project’s vehicle miles traveled, and may revise those
estimates to reflect professional judgment based on substantial evidence. Any
assumptions used to estimate used to estimate vehicle miles traveled and any revision
to model outputs should be documented and explained in the environmental document
prepared for the project. The standard of adequacy in Section 15151 shall apply to the
analysis described in this section.”

On June 25, 2020, the City of Fresno adopted CEQA Guidelines for Vehicle Miles
Traveled Thresholds, dated June 25, 2020, pursuant to Senate Bill 743 to be effective
of July 1, 2020. The thresholds described therein are referred to herein as the City of
Fresno VMT Thresholds. The City of Fresno VMT Thresholds document was prepared
and adopted consistent with the requirements of CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.3
and 15064.7. The December 2018 Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation
Impacts in CEQA (Technical Advisory) published by the Governor’s Office of Planning
and Research (OPR), was utilized as a reference and guidance document in the
preparation of the Fresno VMT Thresholds.
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d)

The City of Fresno VMT Thresholds adopted a screening standard and criteria that
can be used to screen out qualified projects that meet the adopted criteria from
needing to prepare a detailed VMT analysis.

The City of Fresno VMT Thresholds Section 3.0 regarding Project Screening
discusses a variety of projects that may be screened out of a VMT analysis including
specific development and transportation projects. For development projects,
conditions may exist that would presume that a development project has a less than
significant impact. These may be size, location, proximity to transit, or trip-making
potential. For transportation projects, the primary attribute to consider with
transportation projects is the potential to increase vehicle travel, sometimes referred
to as “induced travel.”

The proposed project is eligible to screen out because the project will generate less
than 500 trips per day. In conclusion, the Project will result in a less than significant
VMT impact and is consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3(b).

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project has been designed for ease
of access, adequate circulation/movement, and is typical of industrial developments
in the City of Fresno. On-site circulation patterns do not involve high speeds, sharp
curves or dangerous intersections. Although there will be slight increase in the
volume of vehicles accessing the site and surrounding areas, the proposed Project
will not present a substantial increase in hazards. Any impacts are considered /less
than significant.

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project does not involve a change to
any emergency response plan. Access points to the Project site will remain
accessible to emergency vehicles of all sizes. As such, potential impacts are less
than significant.
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Mitigation Measures:

None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation | Impact
Incorporated

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource, defined in
PRC section 21074 as either a
site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and
scope of the landscape, sacred
place, or object with cultural value
to a California Native American
tribe, and that is:

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of X
historical resources as defined in
PRC section 5020.1(k), or,
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Less Than

applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of PRC section
5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native
American tribe.

Potentially | Significant |Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation | Impact
Incorporated
ii) A resource determined by the
lead agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evi-
dence, to be significant pursuant
to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of PRC section 5024.1. In X

DISCUSSION

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as
either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in
terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

i. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

No Impact. As discussed in Section V, Cultural Resources, Impact c), a
prehistoric and historic site records and literature search was conducted for the
Project area through the Southern San Joaquin Valley Archaeological
Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information System
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on March 26, 2019 (File RS#19-095). Records indicated that there have been
no previous cultural resources studies conducted within the Project area.
Records indicated that there have been no previous cultural resources studies
conducted within the Project area. There have been eight studies conducted
within a one-half mile radius (see Appendix B). The records search found no
recorded cultural resources (including archaeological sites and architectural
properties) located within or adjacent to the proposed Project; however, there
are six recorded resources (single family residences and a historic-era railroad)
within a one-half mile radius. A review of the Sacred Lands Inventory by the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was also performed and the
results were negative.

As the proposed Project does not include any new construction, it is not
expected that any cultural resources will be identified in the Project area. No
site preparation, excavation and/or grading activities will occur; as such there
will be no impact as a result of Project implementation.

ii. Aresource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported
by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to
a California Native American tribe.

Less Than Significant Impact. In accordance with Assembly Bill (AB) 52 and
Senate Bill (SB) 18, potentially affected Tribes were formally notified of this
Project and were given the opportunity to request consultation on the Project.
The City contacted the Native American Heritage Commission, requesting a
contact list of applicable Native American Tribes, which was provided to the
City. The City provided letters to the listed Tribes on July 27,2022 notifying
them of the Project and requesting consultation, if desired. The City did not
receive any responses from the tribes contacted. Therefore, there is a less than
significant impact.

Mitigation Measures
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None are required.

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e .s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Incorporated
XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:
a) Require or result in the
relocation or construction of new
or expanded water, wastewater
treatment or storm  water X

drainage, electric power, natural
gas, or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effect?

b) Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeable future
development during normal, dry
and multiple dry years?

c) Result in a determination by the
waste water treatment provider,
which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate X
capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to
the provider’s existing
commitments?
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

N
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant °
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

d) Generate solid waste in excess
of state or local standards, or in
excess of the capacity of local X
infrastructure, or otherwise impair
the attainment of solid waste
reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and
local management and reduction X
statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

DISCUSSION

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

No Impact. Wastewater service, electric power, natural gas and telecommunications
facilities would all provide service to the proposed Project from their respective
existing facilities and as such, would not be required to construct new or expanded
facilities. No new construction is proposed as part of the Project; thus, no new
changes to the existing stormwater drainage pattern will occur as a result of Project
implementation. The Project has previously been reviewed by the Fresno
Metropolitan Flood Control District and conditions and requirements of the Project
pertaining to storm drain facilities have been provided to the Project developer. As
such, the Project will have no impact to this analysis area.
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b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably

foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

Less Than Significant Impact. Water service would be provided to the Project by
the City of Fresno. The site is currently zoned Heavy Industrial, and as such, the
site’s water demand has been anticipated by the City’s adopted planning documents,
as well as been previously analyzed in Environmental Assessment Number: P18-
03647.

While the Project would increase demand for water resources beyond current levels,
however, the proposed usage has been planned for in the 2020 UWMP and the site
is zoned and designated appropriately. Based on the assumptions in the City’s
UWMP, the Project would not negatively impact water supplies or otherwise deplete
groundwater supplies.

In addition to adequate water supply, the Project is also subject to minimum water
pressure requirements. The Fire Protection Water Demand shall be added to the
overall Project water demands at 1,500 gallons per minute. The sum of the Peak
Hour Water Demands and Fire Protection Demands (in gpm) shall establish the total
instantaneous water supply flow required for the Project, inclusive of fire protection.
The Project Applicant will be required to adhere to these standards and maintain
them in perpetuity.

The proposed Project would not require new or expanded water entitlements and there
is sufficient water supply for the Project. Therefore, the impact is less than significant.

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project will result in wastewater from restroom
and kitchen facilities that will be discharged into the City’s existing wastewater
treatment system. The wastewater will be typical of other urban development
consisting of a bathrooms and other similar features. The City of Fresno Public Works
Department has previously reviewed the Project site and determined that it can
accommodate the wastewater generated from the Project. Therefore, the impact of
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d)

the Project on wastewater treatment is less than significant.

Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid
waste reduction goals?

No Impact. The Project will be served by the City’s contracted waste hauler. The
Project would be required to comply with the Fresno Municipal Code which outlines
requirements and specifications for solid waste collection, including construction
recycling. Regarding City of Fresno capacity for solid waste, the City of Fresno
currently produces approximately 4,600 tons of material each week. The City of
Fresno’s solid waste is primarily landfilled at the American Avenue Landfill in
Tranquility. The landfill is permitted to accept 2,200 tons per day and has a permitted
capacity of 29.3 million cubic yards. The original closure date was 2031; however,
due to enhanced recycling efforts, particularly on the part of the City of Fresno, the
closure date has been extended to 2050. As the Project building has already been
constructed, waste generated by its inhabitants has already been addressed in
Environmental Assessment Number: P18-03647. No new impacts will occur.

Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact. The proposed Project will be in compliance with federal, state and local
management and reduction statutes related to solid waste. There is no new impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XX. WILDFIRE - If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as
very high fire hazard severity zones, would the project:

a) Substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds,
and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose
project occupants to pollutant
concentrations from a wildfire or
the wuncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?

c) Require the installation or
maintenance of  associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other
utilities) that may exacerbate fire
risk or that may result in temporary
or ongoing impacts to the
environment?
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

flooding or landslides, as a result
of runoff, post-fire slope instability,
or drainage changes?

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant No
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
d) Expose people or structures to
significant risks, including
downslope or downstream X

DISCUSSION

a)

b)

c)

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

No Impact. The proposed Project will be required to be in compliance with any
adopted emergency response plan as part of the building permit process. There is
no impact.

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

No Impact. The proposed Project is located in a flat area developed with industrial
land uses, which precludes the risk of wildfire. The area is flat in nature which would
limit the risk of downslope flooding and landslides, and limit any wildfire spread. There
is no impact.

Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that
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may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to

the environment?

No Impact. The proposed Project is located in an area developed with urban uses.
There are no aspects of this Project that would exacerbate fire risk. There is no

impact.

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

No Impact. As discussed in Impact b) above, the proposed Project is located in an
area dominated by urban uses and is relatively flat, which precludes the risk of
downslope or downstream flooding. There is no impact.

Mitigation Measures

None are required.

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Does the project have the
potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts
that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental
effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?
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Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant with Significant
e s Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

c) Does the project have
environmental effects which will X
cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly
or indirectly?

DISCUSSION

a)

b)

Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause
a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

Less than Significant Impact. The analyses of environmental issues contained in
this Initial Study indicate that the proposed Project is not expected to have substantial
impact on the environment or on any resources identified in the Initial Study. Impacts
are less than significant.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects
of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects.)

Less than Significant Impact. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(i) states that a Lead
Agency shall consider whether the cumulative impact of a project is significant and
whether the effects of the project are cumulatively considerable. The assessment of
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the significance of the cumulative effects of a project must, therefore, be conducted
in connection with the effects of past projects, other current projects, and probable
future projects. Due to the nature of the Project and consistency with environmental
policies, incremental contributions to impacts are considered less than cumulatively
considerable. All Project- related impacts were determined to be less than significant.
The proposed Project would not contribute substantially to adverse cumulative
conditions, or create any substantial indirect impacts (i.e., increase in population
could lead to an increase need for housing, increase in traffic, air pollutants, etc.).
Due to buildout of the area and existing land constraints, it is not anticipated that
further substantial commercial or residential development will occur in the area in the
foreseeable future. As such, Project impacts are not considered to be cumulatively
considerable given the lack of proposed new development in the area and the
insignificance of Project-induced impacts. The impact is therefore less than
significant.

Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less than Significant Impact. The analyses of environmental issues contained in
this Initial Study indicate that the Project is not expected to have substantial impact on
human beings, either directly o r indirectly. Impacts are less than significant.
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Appendix A — Complete Chemical List

87



ITEM CONTAINER PRIMARY CLASS
DRYTEC GRANULAR 10 5.1 OXIDIZER
DRYTEC BRIQUETTES 5 5.1 OXIDIZER
OXYGREEN 5 55 5.1 OXIDIZER
PERAGREEN 5.6% 55 5.1 OXIDIZER
PERAGREEN 5.6% 300 5.1 OXIDIZER
COPPER SULFATE 50LB CLASS 9 MISC.
FORMULA F-30 ALGAE CONTROL 30 CLASS 9 MISC.
FORMULA F-30 ALGAE CONTROL 55 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 30 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 55 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 275 CLASS 9 MISC.
5380 30 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN ACTIVATOR 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DIOXI KLEEN ACTIVATOR 275 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DRIP GARD 300 30 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DRIP GARD 300 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 30 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 265 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MACH 600 275 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 15X 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 30 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 275 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO PHURIC 93 30 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO SCRUB 2 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
5465 30 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN 15 55 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN 15 275 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 30 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 55 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 275 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO SCRUB 1 55 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MULTI-CHLOR 12.5% 30 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
SCALE INHIBITOR PR-786 55 NON-HAZARDOUS
MICRO BLAST 30 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO BLAST 53.5 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO BLAST 300 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO BLAST 330 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO SAN 150 15 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO SAN 150 53.5 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MILK 55 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2




OXIDIZER PALLET COUNT

30

CLASS 9 MISC. PALLET COUNT

19

CORROSIVE 8 ACID PALLET COUNT

65

CORROSIVE 8 BASE PALLET COUNT

39

ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2 PALLET COUNT

31
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ITEM CONTAINER | MAX QOH | PALLET # | GALLONS| PRIMARY CLASS
DRYTEC GRANULAR 10 128 8 1280 5.1 OXIDIZER
DRYTEC BRIQUETTES 5 144 6 720 5.1 OXIDIZER
COPPER SULFATE 50LB 40 1 2000LB CLASS 9 MISC.
FORMULA F-30 ALGAE CONTROL 30 10 2 300 CLASS 9 MISC.
FORMULA F-30 ALGAE CONTROL 55 24 6 1320 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 30 10 2 300 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 55 16 4 880 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 275 4 4 1100 CLASS 9 MISC.
5380 30 15 3 450 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN ACTIVATOR 55 32 8 1760 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DIOXI KLEEN ACTIVATOR 275 4 4 1100 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DRIP GARD 300 30 5 1 150 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DRIP GARD 300 55 8 2 440 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 30 10 2 300 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 55 20 5 1100 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 265 4 4 1060 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MACH 600 275 8 8 2200 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 15X 55 12 3 660 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 30 20 4 600 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 55 32 8 1760 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 275 2 2 550 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO PHURIC 93 30 20 4 600 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO SCRUB 2 55 40 10 2200 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
5465 30 15 3 450 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN 15 55 32 8 1760 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN 15 275 4 4 1100 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 30 20 4 600 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 55 16 4 880 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 275 2 2 550 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO SCRUB 1 55 40 10 2200 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MULTI-CHLOR 12.5% 30 4 0.8 120 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
SCALE INHIBITOR PR-786 55 4 1 220 NON-HAZARDOUS




Appendix B — CHRIS Results Letter

88



_C_ slifernia B s Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center
H.i . } California State University, Bakersfield
Historical Kern Mail Stop: 72 DOB

Besonre - 9001 Stockdale Highway

= €s Kings Bakersfield, California 93311-1022

Information Madera (661) 654-2289
E-mail: ssjvic@csub.edu
System Tulare Website: www.csub.edu/ssjvic
To: Emily Bowen Record Search 19-095

Crawford Bowen Planning, Inc.
113 N. Church St., Suite 302
Visalia, CA 93291

Date: March 26, 2019

Re: City of Fresno Dorothy Avenue Development Project

County: Fresno

Map(s): Fresno South 7.5

CULTURAL RESOURCES RECORDS SEARCH

The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) contracts with the California Historical Resources
Information System’s (CHRIS) regional Information Centers (ICs) to maintain information in the CHRIS inventory
and make it available to local, state, and federal agencies, cultural resource professionals, Native American
tribes, researchers, and the public. Recommendations made by IC coordinators or their staff regarding the
interpretation and application of this information are advisory only. Such recommendations do not necessarily
represent the evaluation or opinion of the State Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the OHP’s

regulatory authority under federal and state law.
The following are the results of a search of the cultural resource files at the Southern San Joaquin Valley

information Center. These files include known and recorded cultural resources sites, inventory and excavation
reports filed with this office, and resources listed on the National Register of Historic Places, Historic Property
Directory, California State Historical Landmarks, California Register of Historical Resources, California inventory
of Historic Resources, and California Points of Historical Interest. Due to processing delays and other factors,
not all of the historical resource reports and resource records that have been submitted to the Office of
Historic Preservation are available via this records search. Additional information may be available through the
federal, state, and local agencies that produced or paid for historical resource management work in the search

area.

PRIOR CULTURAL RESOURCE STUDIES CONDUCTED WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA AND WITHIN THE ONE-HALF
MILE RADIUS

According to the information in our files, there have been no previous cultural resource studies

conducted within the project area. There have been eight studies conducted within the one-half mile radius,
FR-00135, 00151, 01651, 01841, 02287, 02386, 02622, and 02687.

o



Record Search 19-095

KNOw
N/RECORDED CULTURAL RESOURCES WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA AND WITHIN THE ONE-HALF MILE
RADIUS

- There are no recorded cultural resource within project area and it is not known if any exist in most of
this area. There are six recorded resources within the one-half mile radius, P-10-003930, 006757, 006771,
006772, 006773, and 006774. These resources consist of historic era single-family residences and an historic
era railroad.

There are no recorded cultural resources within the project area or radius that are listed in the National
Register of Historic Places, the California Register of Historical Resources, the California Points of Historical
Interest, California Inventory of Historic Resources, or the California State Historic Landmarks.

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

We understand this project consists of construction of seven new warehouse/office buildings on land
that is currently vacant. Because a cultural resources study has not been conducted on this project area, it is
not known if any exist there. Therefore, prior to project activities, we recommend a survey of the project area
be conducted by a qualified, professional consultant to determine if cultural resources are present. A list of
qualified consultants can be found at www.chrisinfo.org.

We also recommend that you contact the Native American Heritage Commission in Sacramento. They
will provide you with a current list of Native American individuals/organizations that can assist you with
information regarding cultural resources that may not be included in the CHRIS Inventory and that may be of
concern to the Native groups in the area. The Commission can consult their "Sacred Lands Inventory" file in
order to determine what sacred resources, if any, exist within this project area and the way in which these
resources might be managed. Finally, please consult with the lead agency on this project to determine if any
other cultural resource investigation is required. If you need any additional information or have any questions
or concerns, please contact our office at (661) 654-2289.

By:
Celeste M. Thomson, Coordinator Date: March 26, 2019

Please note that invoices for Information Center services will be sent under separate cover from the California
State University, Bakersfield Accounting Office.
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Spill Prevention & Emergency Response Plan

Meras Water Solutions

2839 East Dorothy Avenue
Fresno, California 93706

+1 (209) 480-8853

Last edited: 01/24/2022

Emergency Contact Information

Offsite Emergency Contact(s):

Emergency Response Contact(s):

Local Emergency Medical Facility

Additional Resources:

Joshua Fletcher/Health and Safety Specialist - Primary

(209) 672-7478
JFletcher@Meras.com

Deborah Sillers/HR Manager- Secondary
(209) 900-4511

DSillers@Meras.com
Fire/Paramedics/Police/Hazmat:

Spill Reporting (business hours):

Poison Control (24/7)

National Spill Response Center:

Fresno Community Hospital
2823 Fresno Street, Fresno, CA 93721

911
1-(800) 223-0425
1-800-222-1222

1-800-424-8802

(559) 459-6000

Material Safety Data Sheets: www.msdsonline.com (for-profit online database)



http://www.msdsonline.com/msds-search/

How to prevent spills:

Hazardous Substance Management: All hazardous substances, including chemical wastes, are to

be managed in a way that prevents release. The following general requirements are to be
followed. They include:

e (Container Management:

All hazardous substance containers must be in good condition and compatible
with the materials stored within.

All hazardous substance containers must be accessible and spacing between
containers must provide sufficient access to perform periodic inspections and
respond to releases.

Empty hazardous substance containers (drums) must have all markers and
labels removed and the container marked with the word ‘empty’.

Any spills on the exterior of the container must be cleaned immediately.
Flammable materials stored or dispensed from drums or totes must be
grounded to prevent static spark.

Do not overfill waste drums. 4”of headspace must remain to allow for expansion
Use best judgement or contact your safety supervisor for any site-specific
questions.

e Good Housekeeping:

All hazardous substances must be stored inside buildings or under cover;
Store hazardous substances not used daily in cabinets, or in designated areas;
All chemicals that are transferred from larger to smaller containers must be
transferred by use of a funnel or spigot.

All hazardous substance containers should be closed while not in use;

Use drip pans or other collection devices to contain drips or leaks from
dispensing containers or equipment;

Implement preventative maintenance activities to reduce the potential for
release from equipment;

Immediately clean up and properly manage all small spills or leaks;
Periodically inspect equipment and hazardous substance storage areas to
ensure leaks or spills are not occurring;

Use signage to identity hazardous substance storage or waste collection areas;
Keep all work areas and hazardous substance storage areas clean and in good
general condition.

Use best judgement or contact your safety supervisor for any site-specific
questions.

e Secondary containment:

Store all bulk chemicals (>55 gallons) within appropriate secondary
containment, or any sized chemical if there is a potential for release to the
environment.

Secondary containment should be checked periodically, and any spills identified
in secondary containment must be immediately cleaned up and removed.

Use best judgement or contact your safety supervisor for any site-specific
questions.



e Marking/labeling:

- Ensure all hazardous substances, including chemical wastes, are properly
marked and labeled in accordance with all federal, state and local regulations.

- Ensure that hazardous substances transferred to small containers are marked
with the chemicals name (example- “Isopropyl Alcohol”) and hazard (example-
“Flammable”).

- Use best judgement or contact your safety supervisor for any site-specific
questions.

Employee Training: All employees must receive periodic training on the proper handling of
hazardous substances; spill prevention practices, and emergency response procedures. Training
must include a review of the spill prevention and emergency response plan, and a review of
location and use of emergency response equipment. Training can be recorded through safety
committee meetings, staff training logs, or other equivalent record keeping.

Hazardous Substance Inventory: An inventory must be maintained for all hazardous substance
stored in quantity (<55 gallons), and/or list of locations where non-bulk hazardous substances
are stored (flammable lockers- shop floor).

Spill Response Equipment: Spill response equipment must be maintained and located in areas
where spills are likely to occur. Spill kits should provide adequate response capabilities to
manage any anticipated spill or release. The following general requirements are to be followed:
They include:

e Stock spill clean up kits that are compatible with the hazardous substances stored on
site;

e Locate spill kits in areas where spills are likely to occur (loading docks, chemical storage
areas, locations where hazardous substance are being transferred);

e Spill kits should be sized to managing an anticipated release (spill equal to the largest
container);

e Emergency response equipment should be inspected periodically to ensure that the spill
kit is complete.

Spill Response, First Aid Equipment and Fire Alarm Location(s):

Locations Spill Equipment Content/Inventory
West side of warehouse Spill Kit

East side of warehouse Spill Kit

East side of warehouse Eye wash station

West side office space Eye wash station




Emergency Response Plan:

The Emergency Response Plan is a facility specific plan for dealing with emergencies and shall be
implemented immediately whenever there is a fire, explosion, or release of a hazardous
substance that threatens human health or the environment. The emergency response plan shall
be reviewed and immediately amended whenever:

° The plan fails in an emergency;

° The facility changes in its design, construction, operation, maintenance, or other
circumstances in a way that increases the potential for fire, explosions, or
release of a hazardous substance;

° The list of emergency contacts change; or

° The list of emergency equipment changes.

Response actions in the event of a spill or release:

In the event of a hazardous substance spill or release, immediately take the following measures
to keep the spill from entering sewer or storm drains, spreading off-site, or affecting human
health. In all cases caution and common sense must be maintained with the primary goal being
to prevent and/or limit personal injury.

Stop, contain, and clean up the chemical spill if:

. The spilled chemical and its hazardous properties have been identified;
. The spill is small and easily contained;
. Responder is aware of the chemicals’ hazardous properties.

If a spill cannot be controlled or injuries have occurred due to the release the following
procedures should be implemented:

° Summon help or alert others of the release;

° Evacuate immediate area, and provide care to the injured - Call 911;

. If potential fire or explosion hazards exist initiate evacuation procedures - Call 911;
. Respond defensively to any uncontrolled spills:

- Use appropriate personal protective equipment when responding to any spill;
- Attempt to shut off the source of the release (if safe to do so);

- Eliminate sources of ignition (if safe to do so);

- Protect drains by use of adsorbent, booms or drain covers (if safe to do so).

. Notify onsite emergency contact(s);

° Notify other trained staff and/or emergency response contractor to assist with
the spill response and cleanup activities;

. Coordinate response activities with local emergency personnel (fire/HAZMAT);

. Be prepared to provide MSDS information to fire department, EMT, hospital or
physician;

. Notify appropriate agency if a release has entered the environment. Refer to

Notification and Reporting section for reporting thresholds.



Evacuation Procedures:

In the event of a hazardous substance release that has the potential for fire, explosion or other
human health hazards the following procedures will be implemented:

Facility staff will be notified of evacuation by one or more of the following
method(s): [Verbal, Intercom, Portable Radio, Alarm, Other].

Notification to emergency services will be performed- Call 911.

Facility staff will follow predetermined evacuation routes and assemble at
designated areas. Evacuation maps must be displayed throughout the facility.
Individuals responsible for coordinating evacuations must confirm if the
business has been completely evacuated.

Facility staff will be made familiar with evacuation procedures during new
employee orientation, and annual trainings thereafter.

Designated emergency response contacts will coordinate all activities with
outside emergency personnel.

Spill Cleanup and Disposal:

In the event of a hazardous substance release spill cleanup materials are to be properly
characterized to determine if it designates as dangerous waste. The designated onsite
emergency contact, with the assistance of a waste disposal vendor and other resources will
determine the wastes status prior to disposal.

Reporting a Release:

If a hazardous substance spill has been released to soil, surface water, drains or air the following
notifications (within 24-hours) must be performed:

Fire Department (any release that poses an immediate threat to human health,
property or the environment).

California Spill Response Hotline: California state law requires all oil and
hazardous substance releases to be reported to the Department of
Environmental Conservation. Any release of a hazardous substance must be
reported as soon as the person has knowledge of the discharge.

National Response Center (release of oil or fuel to surface water, or a release of
a chemical with an established Reportable Quantity-RQ).

When reporting a release prepare to provide the following information (use spill report form):

Your name and telephone number from where you are calling;

Exact address of the release or threatened release;

Date, time, cause and type of incident (fire, air release, spill, etc.)

Material and quantity of the release, to the extent known;

Current condition of the facility;

Extent of injuries, if any; and

Possible hazards to the public health and/or environment outside of the facility.



CHEMICAL CONTAINER (GALLONS) PRIMARY HAZARD CLASS

DRYTEC GRANULAR 10 5.1 OXIDIZER
DRYTEC BRIQUETTES 5 5.1 OXIDIZER
OXYGREEN 5 55 5.1 OXIDIZER
PERAGREEN 5.6% 55 5.1 OXIDIZER
PERAGREEN 5.6% 300 5.1 OXIDIZER
COPPER SULFATE 50LB BAG CLASS 9 MISC.
FORMULA F-30 ALGAE CONTROL 30 CLASS 9 MISC.
FORMULA F-30 ALGAE CONTROL 55 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 30 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 55 CLASS 9 MISC.
HYDRA KLEEN 275 CLASS 9 MISC.
5380 30 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN ACTIVATOR 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DIOXI KLEEN ACTIVATOR 275 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DRIP GARD 300 30 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
DRIP GARD 300 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 30 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
HYDROSOLV 310 265 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MACH 600 275 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 15X 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 30 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO FLOW 300 275 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO PHURIC 93 30 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
MICRO SCRUB 2 55 CORROSIVE 8 ACID
5465 30 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN 15 55 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
DIOXI KLEEN 15 275 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 30 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 55 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO KLEEN 250 275 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MICRO SCRUB 1 55 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
MULTI-CHLOR 12.5% 30 CORROSIVE 8 BASE
SCALE INHIBITOR PR-786 55 NON-HAZARDOUS
MICRO BLAST 30 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO BLAST 53.5 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO BLAST 300 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO BLAST 330 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO SAN 150 15 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MICRO SAN 150 53.5 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2
MILK 55 ORGANIC PEROXIDE 5.2




2839 E. DOROTHY AVENUE

EVACUATION MAP

EVACUATION MEETING AREA
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Project Requirement Checklist for EA No. P21-06275 for the Meras Water Solutions Conditional

Use Permit Project
November 2022

INCORPORATING MITIGATION MEASURES FROM THE MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (MEIR) CERTIFIED FOR
THE CITY OF FRESNO GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (SCH No. 2012111015)

This mitigation measure monitoring and reporting checklist was prepared pursuant to California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15097 and Section 21081.6 of the Public
Resources Code (PRC) to uniformly apply development standards and policies found in the MEIR A - Incorporated into Project
and associated MEIR Mitigation Monitoring Checklist to ensure that any site-specific impacts or B - Project Requirement Complete
construction-related impacts are reduced to a less-than-significant level. The MEIR Mitigation
Monitoring Checklist was certified as part of the Fresno City Council’s approval of the MEIR for the
Fresno General Plan update (Fresno City Council Resolution 2014-225, adopted December 18,

2014).

Letter designations to the right of each MEIR Project Requirement listed in this Exhibit note how the
project requirement relates to the environmental assessment of the above-listed project, according to

the key found at right and at the bottoms of the following pages:

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
E - Part of City-wide Program

F - Not Applicable

The timing of implementing each project requirements is identified in in the checklist, as well as identifies the entity responsible for verifying
that the project requirement applied to a project are performed. Project applicants are responsible for providing evidence that project
requirements are implemented. As lead agency, the City of Fresno is responsible for verifying that mitigation is performed/completed.

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|(B|[C|D|E|F

Aesthetics:

AES-1. Lighting systems for street and parking areas shall | Prior to issuance | Public Works X X
include shields to direct light to the roadway surfaces and | of building Department

parking areas. Vertical shields on the light fixtures shall also be | permits (PW) and

used to direct light away from adjacent light sensitive land uses Planning &

such as residences. Development

Verification comments: Dept. (P&D)

Page 1



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022
WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Aesthetics (continued):
AES-2: Lighting systems for public facilities such as active | Priorto issuance | P&D
play areas shall provide adequate illumination for the activity; | of building
however, low intensity light fixtures and shields shall be used | permits
to minimize spillover light onto adjacent properties.
Verification comments:
AES-3: Lighting systems for non-residential uses, not | Priorto issuance | P&D X
including public facilities, shall provide shields on the light | of building
fixtures and orient the lighting system away from adjacent | permits
properties. Low intensity light fixtures shall also be used if
excessive spillover light onto adjacent properties will occur.
Verification comments:
AES-4: Lighting systems for freestanding signs shall not | Priorto issuance | P&D X
exceed 100 foot Lamberts (FT-L) when adjacent to streets | of building
which have an average light intensity of less than 2.0 | permits

horizontal footcandles and shall not exceed 500 FT-L when
adjacent to streets which have an average light intensity of 2.0
horizontal footcandles or greater.

Verification comments:

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 2

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Aesthetics (continued):

AES-5: Materials used on building facades shall be non-
reflective.

Verification comments:

Prior to
development
project approval

P&D X

Air Quality:

AIR-1: Projects that include five or more heavy-duty truck
deliveries per day with sensitive receptors located within 300
feet of the truck loading area shall provide a screening
analysis to determine if the project has the potential to exceed
criteria  pollutant concentration based standards and
thresholds for NO2 and PM2.5. If projects exceed screening
criteria, refined dispersion modeling and health risk
assessment shall be accomplished and if needed, mitigation
measures to reduce impacts shall be included in the project to
reduce the impacts to the extent feasible. Mitigation
measures include but are not limited to:

* Locate loading docks and truck access routes as far from
sensitive receptors as reasonably possible considering site
design limitations to comply with other City design standards.

» Post signs requiring drivers to limit idling to 5 minutes or less.
Verification comments:

Prior to
development
project approval

P&D X

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 3

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Air Quality (continued):

AIR-2: Projects that result in an increased cancer risk of 10 in
a million or exceed criteria pollutant ambient air quality
standards shall implement site-specific measures that reduce
toxic air contaminant (TAC) exposure to reduce excess cancer
risk to less than 10 in a million. Possible control measures
include but are not limited to:

Locate loading docks and truck access routes as far from
sensitive receptors as reasonably possible considering site
design limitations to comply with other City design standards.

Post signs requiring drivers to limit idling to 5 minutes or less

Construct block walls to reduce the flow of emissions toward
sensitive receptors

Install a vegetative barrier downwind from the TAC source
that can absorb a portion of the diesel PM emissions

For projects proposing to locate a new building containing
sensitive receptors near existing sources of TAC emissions,
install HEPA filters in HVAC systems to reduce TAC emission
levels exceeding risk thresholds.

Install heating and cooling services at truck stops to
eliminate the need for idling during overnight stops to run
onboard systems.

(continued on next page)

Prior to
development
project approval

P&D X

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 4

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|B|C|D|E|F
Air Quality (continued):
AIR-2 (continued from previous page) [see previous [see previous
e page] page]

« For large distribution centers where the owner controls the

vehicle fleet, provide facilities to support alternative fueled

trucks powered by fuels such as natural gas or bio-diesel
» Utilize electric powered material handling equipment where

feasible for the weight and volume of material to be moved.
Verification comments:
AIR-3: Require developers proposing projects on ARB’s list of | Prior to P&D X

projects in its Air Quality and Land Use Handbook (Handbook) | development
warranting special consideration to prepare a cumulative | project approval
health risk assessment when sensitive receptors are located
within the distance screening criteria of the facility as listed in
the ARB Handbook.

Verification comments:

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted F - Not Applicable

Page 5




MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022
WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|B|(C|D|E|F
Air Quality (continued):
AIR-4: Require developers of projects containing sensitive | Priorto P&D X
receptors to provide a cumulative health risk assessment at | development
project locations exceeding ARB Land Use Handbook | project approval
distance screening criteria or newer criteria that may be
developed by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District (SJVAPCD).
Verification comments:
AIR-5: Require developers of projects with the potential to | Priorto P&D X
generate significant odor impacts as determined through | development
review of SJVAPCD odor complaint history for similar facilities | project approval
and consultation with the SJVAPCD to prepare an odor
impact assessment and to implement odor control measures
recommended by the SJVAPCD or the City to the extent
needed to reduce the impact to less than significant.
Verification comments:

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable

Page 6



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Biological Resources:

BIO-1: Construction of a proposed project should avoid,
where possible, vegetation communities that provide suitable
habitat for a special-status species known to occur within the
Planning Area. If construction within potentially suitable
habitat must occur, the presence/absence of any special-
status plant or wildlife species must be determined prior to
construction, to determine if the habitat supports any special-
status species. If special-status species are determined to
occupy any portion of a project site, avoidance and
minimization measures shall be incorporated into the
construction phase of a project to avoid direct or incidental
take of a listed species to the greatest extent feasible.

Verification comments:

Prior to
development
project approval

P&D X X

BIO-2: Direct or incidental take of any state or federally listed
species should be avoided to the greatest extent feasible. If
construction of a proposed project will result in the direct or
incidental take of a listed species, consultation with the
resources agencies and/or additional permitting may be
required. Agency consultation through the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 2081 and U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Section7 or Section 10
permitting processes must take place prior to any action that

(continued on next page)

Prior to
development
project approval

P&D X X

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 7

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Biological Resources (continued):

BIO-2 (continued from previous page)

may result in the direct or incidental take of a listed species.
Specific mitigation measures for direct or incidental impacts to
a listed species will be determined on a case-by-case basis
through agency consultation.

Verification comments:

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

BIO-3: Development within the Planning Area should avoid,
where possible, special-status natural communities and
vegetation communities that provide suitable habitat for
special-status species. If a proposed project will result in the
loss of a special-status natural community or suitable habitat
for special-status species, compensatory habitat-based
mitigation is required under CEQA and the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA). Mitigation will consist of
preserving on-site habitat, restoring similar habitat or
purchasing off-site credits from an approved mitigation bank.
Compensatory mitigation will be determined through
consultation with the City and/or resource agencies. An
appropriate mitigation strategy and ratio will be agreed upon
by the developer and lead agency to reduce project impacts to
special-status natural communities to a less than significant

(continued on next page)

Prior to
development
project approval

P&D X X

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 8

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|B|C|D|E|F
Biological Resources (continued):

BIO-3 (continued from previous page): [see previous [see previous
level. Agreed-upon mitigation ratios will depend on the quality page] page]
of the habitat and presence/absence of a special-status
species. The specific mitigation for project level impacts will
be determined on a case-by-case basis.
Verification comments:
BlIO-4: Proposed projects within the Planning Area should | Priorto P&D X X
avoid, if possible, construction within the general nesting | development
season of February through August for avian species | project approval
protected under Fish and Game Code 3500 and the Migratory | and during
Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), if it is determined that suitable nesting | construction
habitat occurs on a project site. If construction cannot avoid | activities
the nesting season, a pre-construction clearance survey must
be conducted to determine if any nesting birds or nesting
activity is observed on or within 500-feet of a project site. If an
active nest is observed during the survey, a biological monitor
must be on site to ensure that no proposed project activities
would impact the active nest. A suitable buffer will be
established around the active nest until the nestlings have
fledged and the nest is no longer active. Project activities

(continued on next page)

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted F - Not Applicable

Page 9



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Biological Resources (continued):

BIO-4 (continued from previous page):

may continue in the vicinity of the nest only at the discretion of
the biological monitor.

Verification comments:

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

BIO-5: If a proposed project will result in the removal or
impact to any riparian habitat and/or a special-status natural
community with potential to occur in the Planning Area,
compensatory habitat-based mitigation shall be required to
reduce project impacts. @ Compensatory mitigation must
involve the preservation or restoration or the purchase of off-
site mitigation credits for impacts to riparian habitat and/or a
special-status natural community. Mitigation must be
conducted in-kind or within an approved mitigation bank in the
region. The specific mitigation ratio for habitat-based
mitigation will be determined through consultation with the
appropriate agency (i.e., CDFW or USFWS) on a case-by-
case basis.

Verification comments:

Prior to
development
project approval

P&D X

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 10

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|B|C|D|E|F

Biological Resources (continued):

BIO-6: Project impacts that occur to riparian habitat may also | Prior to P&D X
result in significant impacts to streambeds or waterways | development

protected under Section 1600 of Fish and Wildlife Code and | project approval

Section 404 of the CWA. CDFW and/or USACE consultation,

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, shall be

implemented.

Verification comments:

BIO-7: Project-related impacts to riparian habitat or a special- | Prior to P&D X
status natural community may result in direct or incidental | development

impacts to special-status species associated with riparian or | project approval

wetland habitats. Project impacts to special-status species

associated with riparian habitat shall be mitigated 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.

Verification comments:

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program

B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 11

F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Biological Resources (continued):

BIO-8: If a proposed project will result in the significant
alteration or fill of a federally protected wetland, a formal
wetland delineation conducted according to U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers (USACE) accepted methodology is required for
each project to determine the extent of wetlands on a project
site. The delineation shall be used to determine if federal
permitting and mitigation strategy are required to reduce
project impacts. Acquisition of permits from USACE for the fill
of wetlands and USACE approval of a wetland mitigation plan
would ensure a “no net loss” of wetland habitat within the
Planning Area. Appropriate wetland mitigation/creation shall
be implemented in a ratio according to the size of the
impacted wetland.

Verification comments:

Prior to
development
project approval

P&D

BIO-9: In addition to regulatory agency permitting, Best
Management Practices (BMPs) identified from a list provided
by the USACE shall be incorporated into the design and
construction phase of the project to ensure that no pollutants

Prior to
development
project approval;
but for long-term

or siltation drain into a federally protected wetland. Project | operational
design features such as fencing, appropriate drainage and BMPs, prior to

(continued on next page) | issuance of

occupancy

P&D

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 12

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|B|C|D|E|F

Biological Resources (continued):

BIO-9 (continued from previous page): [see previous [see previous

incorporating detention basins shall assist in ensuring project- page] page]

related impacts to wetland habitat are minimized to the

greatest extent feasible.

Verification comments:
Cultural Resources:

CUL-1: If previously unknown resources are encountered | Priorto P&D X X
before or during grading activities, construction shall stop in | commencement

the immediate vicinity of the find and a qualified historical | of, and during,

resources specialist shall be consulted to determine whether | construction

the resource requires further study. The qualified historical | activities

resources specialist shall make recommendations to the City

on the measures that shall be implemented to protect the

discovered resources, including but not limited to excavation

of the finds and evaluation of the finds in accordance with

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines and the City’s

Historic Preservation Ordinance.

If the resources are determined to be unique historical

resources as defined under Section 15064.5 of the CEQA

Guidelines, measures shall be identified by the monitor and

(continued on next page)
A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted F - Not Applicable
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Cultural Resources (continued):

CUL-1 (continued from previous page)

recommended to the Lead Agency. Appropriate measures for
significant resources could include avoidance or capping,
incorporation of the site in green space, parks, or open space,
or data recovery excavations of the finds.

No further grading shall occur in the area of the discovery until
the Lead Agency approves the measures to protect these.
Any historical artifacts recovered as a result of mitigation shall
be provided to a City-approved institution or person who is
capable of providing long-germ preservation to allow future
scientific study.

Verification comments:

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

CUL-2: Subsequent to a preliminary City review of the project
grading plans, if there is evidence that a project will include
excavation or construction activities within previously
undisturbed soils, a field survey and literature search for
prehistoric archaeological resources shall be conducted. The
following procedures shall be followed.

If prehistoric resources are not found during either the field
survey or literature search, excavation and/or construction
activities can commence. In the event that buried prehistoric

(continued on next page)

Prior to
commencement
of, and during,
construction
activities

P&D

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 14

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Cultural Resources (continued):

CUL-2 (continued from previous page)

archaeological resources are discovered during excavation
and/or construction activities, construction shall stop in the
immediate vicinity of the find and a qualified archaeologist
shall be consulted to determine whether the resource requires
further study. The qualified archaeologist shall make
recommendations to the City on the measures that shall be
implemented to protect the discovered resources, including
but not limited to excavation of the finds and evaluation of the
finds in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5.

If the resources are determined to be unique prehistoric
archaeological resources as defined under Section 15064.5 of
the CEQA Guidelines, mitigation measures shall be identified
by the monitor and recommended to the Lead Agency.
Appropriate measures for significant resources could include
avoidance or capping, incorporation of the site in green space,
parks, or open space, or data recovery excavations of the
finds. No further grading shall occur in the area of the
discovery until the Lead Agency approves the measures to
protect these resources. Any prehistoric archaeological
artifacts recovered as a result of mitigation shall be provided

(continued on next page)

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 15

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Cultural Resources (continued):

CUL-2 (further continued from previous two pages)

to a City-approved institution or person who is capable of
providing long-term preservation to allow future scientific
study.

If prehistoric resources are found during the field survey or
literature review, the resources shall be inventoried using
appropriate State record forms and submit the forms to the
Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center. The
resources shall be evaluated for significance. If the resources
are found to be significant, measures shall be identified by the
qualified archaeologist. Similar to above, appropriate
mitigation measures for significant resources could include
avoidance or capping, incorporation of the site in green space,
parks, or open space, or data recovery excavations of the
finds.

In addition, appropriate mitigation for excavation and
construction activities in the vicinity of the resources found
during the field survey or literature review shall include an
archaeological monitor. The monitoring period shall be
determined by the qualified archaeologist. If additional
prehistoric archaeological resources are found during

(continued on next page)

[see Page 14]

[see Page 14]

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 16

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022
WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F

Cultural Resources (continued):

CUL-2 (further continued from previous three pages)

excavation and/or construction activities, the procedure
identified above for the discovery of unknown resources shall
be followed.

Verification comments:

[see Page 14]

[see Page 14]

CUL-3: Subsequent to a preliminary City review of the project
grading plans, if there is evidence that a project will include
excavation or construction activities within previously
undisturbed soils, a field survey and literature search for
unique paleontological/geological resources shall be
conducted. The following procedures shall be followed:

If unique paleontological/geological resources are not found
during either the field survey or literature search, excavation
and/or construction activities can commence. In the event
that unique paleontological/geological resources are
discovered during excavation and/or construction activities,
construction shall stop in the immediate vicinity of the find and
a qualified paleontologist shall be consulted to determine
whether the resource requires further study. The qualified
paleontologist shall make recommendations to the City on the
measures that shall be implemented to protect the discovered

(continued on next page)

Prior to
commencement
of, and during,
construction
activities

P&D

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A(B|C|D|E|F

Cultural Resources (continued):

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted F - Not Applicable
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

CUL-3 (continued from previous page)

resources, including but not limited to, excavation of the finds
and evaluation of the finds. If the resources are determined to
be significant, mitigation measures shall be identified by the
monitor and recommended to the Lead Agency. Appropriate
mitigation measures for significant resources could include
avoidance or capping, incorporation of the site in green space,
parks, or open space, or data recovery excavations of the
finds. No further grading shall occur in the area of the
discovery until the Lead Agency approves the measures to
protect these resources. Any paleontological/geological
resources recovered as a result of mitigation shall be provided
to a City-approved institution or person who is capable of
providing long-term preservation to allow future scientific
study.

If unique paleontological/geological resources are found
during the field survey or literature review, the resources shall
be inventoried and evaluated for significance. If the resources
are found to be significant, mitigation measures shall be
identified by the qualified paleontologist. Similar to above,
appropriate mitigation measures for significant resources
could include avoidance or capping, incorporation of the site
in green space, parks, or open space, or data recovery
excavations of the finds. In addition, appropriate mitigation for
excavation and construction activities in the vicinity of the

(continued on next page)

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

Cultural Resources (continued):

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 19

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

during excavation and grading activities of any future
development project, all activity shall cease immediately.
Pursuant to Health and Safety Code (HSC) Section 7050.5,
no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner
has made the necessary findings as to origin and disposition
pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98(a). If the remains are
determined to be of Native American descent, the coroner
shall within 24 hours notify the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC). The NAHC shall then contact the most

(continued on next page)

of, and during,
construction
activities

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
CUL-3 (further continued from previous two pages) [see Page 17] [see Page 17]
resources found during the field survey or literature review
shall include a paleontological monitor. The monitoring period
shall be determined by the qualified paleontologist. If
additional paleontological/geological resources are found
during excavation and/or construction activities, the procedure
identified above for the discovery of unknown resources shall
be followed.
Verification comments:
CUL-4: In the event that human remains are unearthed | Priorto P&D X
commencement

Cultural Resources (continued):

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 20

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

CUL-4 (continued from previous page)

likely descendent of the deceased Native American, who shall
then serve as the consultant on how to proceed with the
remains.

Pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98(b), upon the discovery of
Native American remains, the landowner shall ensure that the
immediate vicinity, according to generally accepted cultural or
archaeological standards or practices, where the Native
American human remains are located is not damaged or
disturbed by further development activity until the landowner
has discussed and conferred with the most likely descendants
regarding their recommendations, if applicable, taking into
account the possibility of multiple human remains. The
landowner shall discuss and confer with the descendants all
reasonable options regarding the descendants' preferences
for treatment.

Verification comments:

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

Space.
Verification comments:

WHEN COMPLIANCE

PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
HAZ-1: Re-designate the existing vacant land proposed for | Prior to P&D X
low density residential located northwest of the intersection of | development
East Garland Avenue and North Dearing Avenue and located | approvals
within Fresno Yosemite International Airport Zone 1-RPZ,
to Open Space.
Verification comments:
HAZ-2: Limit the proposed low density residential (1 to 3 | Priorto P&D X
dwelling units per acre) located northwest of the airport, and | development
located within Fresno Yosemite International Airport | @pprovals
Zone 3-Inner Turning Area, to 2 dwelling units per acre or
less.
Verification comments:
HAZ-3: Re-designate the current area within Fresno | Priorto P&D X
Yosemite International Airport Zone 5-Sideline located | development
northeast of the airport to Public Facilities-Airport or Open | approvals

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F
Hazards and Hazardous Materials (continued):
HAZ-4: Re-designate the current vacant lots at the northeast | Prior to P&D X
corner of Kearney Boulevard and South Thorne Avenue to | development
Public Facilities-Airport or Open Space. approvals
Verification comments:
HAZ-5:  Prohibit residential uses within Safety Zone 1 | Priorto P&D X
northwest of the Hawes Avenue and South Thorne Avenue | development
intersection. approvals
Verification comments:
HAZ-6: Establish an alternative Emergency Operations | Priorto Fresno Fire X
Center in the event the current Emergency Operations Center | redevelopment Department
is under redevelopment or blocked. of the current and Mayor/
e e ] Emergency City Manager’s
Verification comments: Operations Office
Center

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

amount of imperviousness is unaffected by the change in
land uses.

(continued on next page)

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F

Hydrology and Water Quality

HYD-1: The City shall develop and implement water | Priorto water Department of X
conservation measures to reduce the per capita water use to | demand Public Utilities

215 gallons per capita per day. exceledlng water | (DPU)

S

Verification comments: HPPY

HYD-2: The City shall continue to be an active participant in | Ongoing DPU X
the Kings Water Authority and the implementation of the Kings

Basin IRWMP.

Verification comments:

HYD-5.1: The City and partnering agencies shall implement | Prior to Fresno XX
the following measures to reduce the impacts on the capacity | exceedance of Metropolitan

of existing or planned storm drainage Master Plan collection | capacity of Flood Control

systems to less than significant. existing District

e Implement the existing Storm Drainage Master Plan Ztrc;:nm;vaeter I(DF;\ADFC;%’ PV

(SDMP) for collection systems in drainage areas where the facilitiegs ’

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A(B|C|D|E|F

Hydrology and Water Quality (continued):

HYD-5.1 (continued from previous page) [see previous [see previous

age age
e Update the SDMP in those drainage areas where the page] page]

amount of imperviousness increased due to the change in
land uses to determine the changes in the collection
systems that would need to occur to provide adequate
capacity for the stormwater runoff from the increased
imperviousness.

e Implement the updated SDMP to provide stormwater
collection systems that have sufficient capacity to convey
the peak runoff rates from the areas of increased
imperviousness.

Require developments that increase site imperviousness to
install, operate, and maintain FMFCD approved on-site
detention systems to reduce the peak runoff rates resulting
from the increased imperviousness to the peak runoff rates
that will not exceed the capacity of the existing stormwater
collection systems.

Verification comments:

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted F - Not Applicable
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

to less than significant:

Consult the SDMP to analyze the impacts to existing and
planned retention basins to determine remedial measures
required to reduce the impact on retention basin capacity to less
than significant. Remedial measures would include:

¢ Increase the size of the retention basin through the purchase
of more land or deepening the basin or a combination for
planned retention basins.

¢ Increase the size of the emergency relief pump capacity
required to pump excess runoff volume out of the basin and
into adjacent canal that convey the stormwater to a disposal
facility for existing retention basins.

¢ Require developments that increase runoff volume to install,
operate, and maintain, Low Impact Development (LID)
measures to reduce runoff volume to the runoff volume that
will not exceed the capacity of the existing retention basins.

Verification comments:

existing retention
basin facilities

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F
Hydrology and Water Quality (continued):
HYD-5.2: The City and partnering agencies shall implement | Prior to FMFCD, P&D, X|[X
the following measures to reduce the impacts on the capacity of | exceedance of and PW
existing or planned storm drainage Master Plan retention basins | capacity of

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

(stormwater quality) basins to less than significant.

Consult the SDMP to determine the impacts to the urban
detention basin weir overflow rates and determine remedial
measures required to reduce the impact on the detention basin
capacity to less than significant. Remedial measures would
include:

e Modify overflow weir to maintain the suspended solids
removal rates adopted by the FMFCD Board of Directors.

e Increase the size of the urban detention basin to increase
residence time by purchasing more land. The existing
detention basins are already at the adopted design depth.

e Require developments that increase runoff volume to
install, operate, and maintain, Low Impact Development
(LID) measures to reduce peak runoff rates and runoff
volume to the runoff rates and volumes that will not exceed
the weir overflow rates of the existing urban detention
basins.

Verification comments:

existing urban
detention basin
(stormwater
quality) facilities

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F
Hydrology and Water Quality (continued):
HYD-5.3: The City and partnering agencies shall implement | Prior to FMFCD, P&D, X
the following measures to reduce the impacts on the capacity of | exceedance of and PW
existing or planned storm drainage Master Plan urban detention | capacity of

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

significant.

e Consult the SDMP to determine the extent and degree to
which the capacity of the existing pump system will be
exceeded.

¢ Require new developments to install, operate, and maintain
FMFCD design standard on-site detention facilities to reduce
peak stormwater runoff rates to existing planned peak runoff
rates.

e Provide additional pump system capacity to maximum
allowed by existing permitting to increase the capacity to
match or exceed the peak runoff rates determined by the
SDMP.

Verification comments:

existing pump
disposal systems

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Hydrology and Water Quality (continued):
HYD-5.4: The City shall implement the following measures to | Prior to FMFCD, P&D, X
reduce the impacts on the capacity of existing or planned storm | exceedance of and PW
drainage Master Plan pump disposal systems to less than | capacity of

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

shall evaluate if specific environmental effects would occur.
Typical impacts from fire facilities include noise, traffic, and
lighting. Typical mitigation to reduce these impacts includes:

e Noise: Barriers and setbacks on the fire department sites.

e Traffic: Traffic devices for circulation and a “keep clear
zone” during emergency responses.

e Lighting: Provision of hoods and deflectors on lighting
fixtures on the fire department sites.

Verification comments:

planning process
for future fire
department
facilities

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F
Hydrology and Water Quality (continued):
e HYD-5.5: The City shall work with FMFCD to develop and | Prior to FMFCD, P&D, X
adopt an update to the SDMP for the Southeast |development and PW
Development Area that would be adequately designed to | @pprovals in the
collect, convey and dispose of runoff at the rates and | Southeast
volumes which would be generated by the planned land | Development
uses in that area. Area
Verification comments:
Public Services:
PS-1: As future fire facilities are planned, the fire department | During the P&D X

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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E - Part of City-Wide Program
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

lighting. Typical mitigation to reduce potential impacts from
school facilities includes:

(continued on next page)

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F

Public Services (continued):
PS-2: As future police facilities are planned, the police | During the P&D X
department shall evaluate if specific environmental effects | planning process
would occur. Typical impacts from police facilities include | for future Police
noise, traffic, and lighting. Typical mitigation to reduce | Department
potential impacts from police department facilities includes: facilities
e Noise: Barriers and setbacks on the police department

sites.
e Traffic: Traffic devices for circulation.
e Lighting: Provision of hoods and deflectors on lighting

fixtures on the police department sites.
Verification comments:
PS-3: As future public and private school facilities are | During the P&D, local X
planned, school districts shall evaluate if specific | planning process | school districts,
environmental effects would occur with regard to public | for future school | and the
schools, and P&D shall evaluate other school facilities. | facilities Division of the
Typical impacts from school facilities include noise, traffic, and State Architect

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLVI\EI;IIEE':ITED ?/%“RAEI#EABN;\E A|B|C|D|E|F

Public Services (continued):

PS-3 (continued from previous page) [see previous [see previous

e Noise: Barriers and setbacks placed on school sites. page] page]

o Traffic: Traffic devices for circulation.

e Lighting: Provision of hoods and deflectors on lighting

fixtures for stadium lights.
Verification comments:
PS-4: As future parks and recreational facilities are planned, | During the P&D X

the City shall evaluate if specific environmental effects would | planning process
occur. Typical impacts from school facilities include noise, | for future park
traffic, and lighting. Typical mitigation to reduce potential | and recreation
impacts from park and recreational facilities includes: facilities

e Noise: Barriers and setbacks placed on school sites.
o Traffic: Traffic devices for circulation.

e Lighting: Provision of hoods and deflectors on lighting
fixtures for outdoor play areaffield lights.

Verification comments:

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted F - Not Applicable
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Public Services (continued):
PS-5: As future detention, court, library, and hospital facilities | During the P&D, to the X
are planned, the appropriate agencies shall evaluate if specific | planning process | extent that
environmental effects would occur. Typical impacts from | for future agencies
court, library, and hospital facilities include noise, traffic, and [ detention, court, | constructing
lighting.  Typical mitigation to reduce potential impacts | library, and these facilities
includes: hospital facilities | are subject to
e Noise: Barriers and setbacks placed on school sites. City of _Fresno
regulation
e Traffic: Traffic devices for circulation.
e Lighting: Provision of hoods and deflectors on outdoor
lighting fixtures.
Verification comments:
Utilities and Service Systems
USS-1: The City shall develop and implement a wastewater | Prior to DPU X
master plan update. wastewater
. ] conveyance and
Verification comments: treatment
demand
exceeding
capacity

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

(continued on next page)

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems (continued):
USS-2: Prior to exceeding existing wastewater treatment | Priorto DPU X
capacity, the City shall evaluate the wastewater system and expegdlng
shall not approve additional development that contributes | existing
wastewater to the wastewater treatment facility that could | wastewater
exceed capacity until additional capacity is provided. By [ treatment
approximately the year 2025, the City shall construct the | capacity
following improvements:
e Construct an approximately 70 MGD expansion of the
Regional Wastewater Treatment and Reclamation Facility
and obtain revised waste discharge permits as the
generation of wastewater is increased.
e Construct an approximately 0.49 MGD expansion of the
North Facility and obtain revised waste discharge permits
as the generation of wastewater is increased.
Verification comments:
USS-3: Prior to exceeding existing wastewater treatment Priorto_ DPU X
capacity, the City shall evaluate the wastewater system and | exceeding
shall not approve additional development that contributes | eXisting
wastewater to the wastewater treatment facility that could | wastewater
exceed capacity until additional capacity is provided. After treatmlent
capacity

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022
WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|B|C|D|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems (continued):
USS-3 (continued from previous page) [see previous [see previous
approximately the year 2025, the City shall construct the page] page]
following improvements:
e Construct an approximately 24 MGD wastewater treatment
facility within the Southeast Development Area and obtain
revised waste discharge requirements as the generation of
wastewater is increased.
e Construct an approximately 9.6 MGD expansion of the
Regional Wastewater Treatment and Reclamation Facility
and obtain revised waste discharge permits as the
generation of wastewater is increased.
Verification comments:
USS-4: A Traffic Control/Traffic Management Plan to address | Priorto PW for work in X
traffic impacts during construction of water and sewer facilities | construction of | the City; PW
shall be prepared and implemented, subject to approval by | waterand sewer | and Fresno
the City (and Fresno County, when work is being done in | facilities County Public
unincorporated area roadways). The plan shall identify Works and
access and parking restrictions, pavement markings and Planning when
signage, and hours of construction and for deliveries. It shall unincorporated
include haul routes, the notification plan, and coordination with area roadways
emergency service providers and schools. are involved
Verification comments:
A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program

B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems (continued):
USS-5: Prior to exceeding capacity within the existing | Priorto DPU X
wastewater collection system facilities, the City shall evaluate | exceeding
the wastewater collection system and shall not approve | capacity within
additional development that would generate additional | the existing
wastewater and exceed the capacity of a facility until | wastewater

additional capacity is provided. By approximately the year
2025, the following capacity improvements shall be provided.

e Orange Avenue Trunk Sewer: This facility shall be improved
between Dakota and Jensen Avenues. Approximately
37,240 feet of new sewer main shall be installed and
approximately 5,760 feet of existing sewer main shall be
rehabilitated. The size of the new sewer main shall range
from 27 inches to 42 inches in diameter. The associated
project designations in the 2006 Wastewater Master Plan are
RSO03A, RL02, CO1-REP, C02-REP, CO03-REP, C04-REP,
CO05-REP, C06-REL and CO7-REP.

e Marks Avenue Trunk Sewer: This facility shall be improved
between Clinton Avenue and Kearney Boulevard.
Approximately 12,150 feet of new sewer main shall be
installed. The size of the new sewer main shall range from
33 inches to 60inches in diameter. The associated project
designations in the 2006 Wastewater Master Plan are
CM1-REP and CM2-REP.

(continued on next page)

collection system
facilities

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Utilities and Service Systems (continued):

USS-5 (continued from previous page)

¢ North Avenue Trunk Sewer: This facility shall be improved
between Polk and Fruit Avenues and also between Orange
and Maple Avenues. Approximately 25,700 feet of new
sewer main shall be installed. The size of the new sewer
main shall range from 48 inches to 66 inches in diameter.
The associated project designations in the 2006
Wastewater Master Plan are CN1-REL1 and CN3-RELA1.

e Ashlan Avenue Trunk Sewer: This facility shall be improved
between Hughes and West Avenues and also between
Fruit and Blackstone Avenues. Approximately 9,260 feet of
new sewer main shall be installed. The size of the new
sewer main shall range from 24 inches to 36 inches in
diameter. The associated project designations in the 2006
Wastewater Master Plan are CA1-REL and CA2-REP.

Verification comments:

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted

Page 36

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

year 2025, the following capacity improvements shall be
provided.

e Construct an approximately 80 million gallon per day
(MGD) surface water treatment facility near the intersection
of Armstrong and Olive Avenues, in accordance with
Chapter 9 and Figure 9-1 of the City of Fresno Metropolitan
Water Resources Management Plan Update (2014 Metro
Plan Update) Phase 2 Report, dated January 2012.

(continued on next page)

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F

Utilities and Service Systems (continued):

USS-6: Prior to exceeding capacity within the existing 28 | Priorto DPU X
pipeline segments shown in Figures 1 and 2 in Appendix J-1, | exceeding

the City shall evaluate the wastewater collection system and | capacity within

shall not approve additional development that would generate | the existing 28

additional wastewater and exceed the capacity of one of the | Pipeline seg-

28 pipeline segments until additional capacity is provided. ments shown in

. Figures 1 and 2
Verification comments: in Appendix J-1
of the MEIR

USS-7: Prior to exceeding existing water supply capacity, the | Priorto DPU X
City shall evaluate the water supply system and shall not | exceeding

approve additional development that demand additional water | existing water

until additional capacity is provided. By approximately the | supply capacity

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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e Construct 65 new groundwater wells, in accordance with
Chapter 9 and Figure 9-1 of the 2014 Metro Plan Update.

(continued on next page)

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems (continued):
USS-7 (continued from previous page) [see previous [see previous
e Construct an approximately 30 MGD expansion of the page] page]
existing northeast surface water treatment facility for a total
capacity of 60 MGD, in accordance with Chapter 9 and
Figure 9-1 of the 2014 Metro Plan Update.
e Construct an approximately 20 MGD surface water
treatment facility in the southwest portion of the City, in
accordance with Chapter 9 and Figure 9-1 of the 2014
Metro Plan Update.
Verification comments:
USS-8: Prior to exceeding capacity within the existing water | Prior to DPU X
conveyance facilities, the City shall evaluate the water | exceeding
conveyance system and shall not approve additional | capacity within
development that would demand additional water and exceed | the existing
the capacity of a facility until additional capacity is provided. | water
The following capacity improvements shall be provided by [ conveyance
approximately 2025. facilities

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022
WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|D|E|F

Utilities and Service Systems (continued):

USS-8 (continued from previous page)

Construct a 2.0 million gallon potable water reservoir
(Reservoir T2) near the intersection of Clovis and
California Avenues, in accordance with Chapter 9 and
Figure 9-1 of the 2014 Metro Plan Update.

Construct a 3.0 million gallon potable water reservoir
(Reservoir T3) near the intersection of Temperance and
Dakota Avenues, in accordance with Chapter 9 and Figure
9-1 of the 2014 Metro Plan Update.

Construct a 3.0 million gallon potable water reservoir
(Reservoir T4) in the Downtown Planning Area, in
accordance with Chapter 9 and Figure 9-1 of the 2014
Metro Plan Update.

Construct a 4.0 million gallon potable water reservoir
(Reservoir T5) near the intersection of Ashlan and
Chestnut Avenues, in accordance with Chapter 9 and
Figure 9-1 of the 2014 Metro Plan Update.

Construct a 4.0 million gallon potable water reservoir
(Reservoir T6) near the intersection of Ashlan Avenue and
Highway 99, in accordance with Chapter 9 and Figure 9-1
of the 2014 Metro Plan Update.

(continued on next page)

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

A - Incorporated into Project

C - Project Requirement in Progress

B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022
WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems (continued):
USS-8 (continued from previous two pages) [see Page 37] [see Page 37]
e Construct 50.3 miles of regional water transmission
mains ranging in size from 24-inch to 48-inch diameter, in
accordance with Chapter 9 and Figure 9-1 of the 2014
Metro Plan Update.
e Construct 95.9 miles of 16-inch diameter transmission
grid mains, in accordance with Chapter 9 and Figure 9-1
of the 2014 Metro Plan Update.
Verification comments:
USS-9: Prior to exceeding capacity within the existing water | Prior to DPU X
conveyance facilities, the City shall evaluate the water | exceeding
conveyance system and shall not approve additional | capacity within
development that would demand additional water and exceed | the existing
the capacity of a facility until additional capacity is provided. | water
The following capacity improvements shall be provided after | conveyance
approximately the year 2025 and additional water conveyance | facilities

facilities shall be provided prior to exceedance of capacity
within the water conveyance facilities to accommodate full
buildout of the General Plan Update.

(continued on next page)

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A(B|C|D|E|F

Utilities and Service Systems (continued):

USS-9 (continued from previous page) [see previous [see previous

e Construct a 4.0 million gallon potable water reservoir page] page]

(SEDA Reservoir 1) within the northern part of the
Southeast Development Area.

e Construct a 4.0 million gallon potable water reservoir
(SEDA Reservoir 2) within the southern part of the
Southeast Development Area.

Additional water conveyance facilities shall be provided prior
to exceedance of capacity within the water conveyance
facilities to accommodate full buildout of the General Plan
Update.

Verification comments:

USS-10: In order to maintain Fresno Irrigation District canal | During the dry Fresno X
operability, FMFCD shall maintain operational intermittent | season Irrigation
flows during the dry season, within defined channel capacity District (FID)

and downstream capture capabilities, for recharge.
Verification comments:

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted F - Not Applicable
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(@)

(b)

FMFCD shall conduct preliminary investigations on
undeveloped lands outside of highly urbanized areas.
These investigations shall examine wetland hydrology,
vegetation and soil types. These preliminary
investigations shall be the basis for making a
determination on whether or not more in-depth wetland
studies shall be necessary. If the proposed project site
does not exhibit wetland hydrology, support a
prevalence of wetland vegetation and wetland soil types
then no further action is required.

Where proposed activities could have an impact on
areas verified by the Corps as jurisdictional wetlands or
waters of the U.S. (urban and rural streams, seasonal
wetlands, and vernal pools), FMFCD shall obtain the
necessary Clean Water Act, Section 404 permits for
activities where fill material shall be placed in a wetland,
obstruct the flow or circulation of waters of the United
States, impair or reduce the reach of such waters. As
part of FMFCD’s Memorandum of Understanding with
CDFG, Section 404 and 401 permits would be obtained
from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and from the

(continued on next page)

outside of highly
urbanized areas

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources:
USS-11: When FMFCD proposes to provide drainage service | Prior to California X
outside of urbanized areas: development Regional
approvals Water Quality

Control Board
(RWQCB), and
USACE

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):

USS-11 (continued from previous page)

Regional Water Quality Control Board for any activity
involving filling of jurisdictional waters). At a minimum,
to meet “no net loss policy,” the permits shall require
replacement of wetland habitat at a 1:1 ratio.

Where proposed activities could have an impact on
areas verified by the Corps as jurisdictional wetlands or
waters of the U.S. (urban and rural streams, seasonal
wetlands, and vernal pools), FMFCD shall submit and
implement a wetland mitigation plan based on the
wetland acreage verified by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. The wetland mitigation plan shall be
prepared by a qualified biologist or wetland scientist
experienced in wetland creation, and shall include the
following or equally effective elements:

i.  Specific location, size, and existing hydrology and
soils within the wetland creation area.

ii. Wetland mitigation techniques, seed source,
planting specifications, and required buffer
setbacks. In addition, the mitigation plan shall
ensure adequate water supply is provided to the
created wetlands in order to maintain the proper

(continued on next page)

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022
WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|B|C|D|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):
USS-11 (continued from previous two pages) [see Page 41] [see Page 41]

hydrologic regimes required by the different types
of wetlands created. Provisions to ensure the
wetland water supply is maintained in perpetuity
shall be included in the plan.

A monitoring program for restored, enhanced,
created, and preserved wetlands on the project
site. A monitoring program is required to meet three
objectives; 1) establish a wetland creation success
criteria to be met; 2) to specify monitoring
methodology; 3) to identify as far as is possible,
specific remedial actions that will be required in
order to achieve the success criteria; and 4) to
document the degree of success achieved in
establishing wetland vegetation.

(d) A monitoring plan shall be developed and implemented
by a qualified biologist to monitor results of any on-site
wetland restoration and creation for five years. The
monitoring plan shall include specific success criteria,
frequency and timing of monitoring, and assessment of
whether or not maintenance activities are being carried
out and how these shall be adjusted if necessary.

(continued on next page)

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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November 2022

project site would not support rare plants, then no further
(continued on next page)

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):
USS-11 (continued from previous three pages) [see Page 41] [see Page 41]
If monitoring reveals that success criteria are not being
met, remedial habitat creation or restoration should be
designed and implemented by a qualified biologist and
subject to five years of monitoring as described above.
Or
(e) In lieu of developing a mitigation plan that outlines the
avoidance, purchase, or creation of wetlands, FMFCD
could purchase mitigation credits through a Corps
approved Mitigation Bank.
Verification comments:
USS-12: When FMFCD proposes to provide drainage service | During facility California X
outside in areas that support seasonal wetlands or vernal | design and prior | Department of
pools: to initiation of Fish & Wildlife
(@) During facility design and prior to initiation of ground g.rotung. E?SDFl\:N)handd
disturbing activities in areas that support seasonal 'Sj[.u;. Ing V\}'Icil'fISS an
wetlands or vernal pools, FMFCD shall conduct a activi Itehs Itn UISFIV?/S ervice
preliminary rare plant assessment. The assessment will areasrta | ( )
determine the likelihood on whether or not the project supilpodseasona
site could support rare plants. If it is determined that the wetlands or
vernal pools

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):

USS-12 (continued from previous page)

action is required. However, if the project site has the
potential to support rare plants; then a rare plant survey
shall be conducted. Rare plant surveys shall be
conducted by qualified biologists in accordance with the
most current CDFG/USFWS guidelines or protocols and
shall be conducted at the time of year when the plants in
question are identifiable.

Based on the results of the survey, prior to design
approval, FMFCD shall coordinate with CDFG and/or
implement a Section 7 consultation with USFWS, shall
determine whether the project facility would result in a
significant impact to any special status plant species.
Evaluation of project impacts shall consider the
following:

e The status of the species in question (e.g., officially
listed by the State or Federal Endangered Species
Acts).

e The relative density and distribution of the on-site
occurrence versus typical occurrences of the
species in question.

(continued on next page)

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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November 2022

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):
USS-12 (continued from previous two pages) [see Page 44] [see Page 44]
e The habitat quality of the on-site occurrence relative
to historic, current or potential distribution of the
population.
(c) Prior to design approval, and in consultation with the
CDFG and/or the USFWS, FMFCD shall prepare and
implement a mitigation plan, in accordance with any
applicable State and/or federal statutes or laws, that
reduces impacts to a less than significant level.
Verification comments:
USS-13: When FMFCD proposes to provide drainage service | During facility CDFW and X
outside in areas that support seasonal wetlands or vernal | design and prior | USFWS

pools:

(@) During facility design and prior to initiation of ground
disturbing activities in areas that support seasonal
wetlands or vernal pools, FMFCD shall conduct a
preliminary survey to determine the presence of listed
vernal pool crustaceans.

(continued on next page)

to initiation of
ground
disturbing
activities in
areas that
support seasonal
wetlands or
vernal pools

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):

USS-13 (continued from previous page)

(b)

If potential habitat (vernal pools, seasonally inundated
areas) or fairy shrimp exist within areas proposed to be
disturbed, FMFCD shall complete the first and second
phase of fairy shrimp presence or absence surveys. If an
absence finding is determined and accepted by the
USFWS, then no further mitigation shall be required for
fairy shrimp.

If fairy shrimp are found to be present within vernal pools
or other areas of inundation to be impacted by the
implementation of storm drainage facilities, FMFCD shall
mitigate impacts on fairy shrimp habitat in accordance
with the USFWS requirements of the Programmatic
Biological Opinion. This shall include on-site or off-site
creation and/or preservation of fairy shrimp habitat at
ratios ranging from 3:1 to 5:1 depending on the habitat
impacted and the choice of on-site or off-site mitigation.
Or mitigation shall be the purchase of mitigation credit
through an accredited mitigation bank.

Verification comments:

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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(@)

During facility design and prior to initiation of
construction activities, FMFCD shall conduct a project-
specific survey for all potential Valley Elderberry
Longhorn Beetle (VELB) habitats (elderberry shrubs),
including a stem count and an assessment of historic or
current VELB habitat.

FMFCD shall avoid and protect all potential identified
VELB habitat where feasible.

Where avoidance is infeasible, develop and implement a
VELB mitigation plan in accordance with the most
current USFWS mitigation guidelines for unavoidable
take of VELB habitat pursuant to either Section 7 or
Section 10(a) of the Federal Endangered Species Act.
The mitigation plan shall include, but might not be limited
to, relocation of elderberry shrubs, planting of elderberry
shrubs, and monitoring of relocated and planted
elderberry shrubs.

Verification comments:

to initiation of
construction
activities

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):
USS-14: When FMFCD proposes to construct drainage | During facility CDFW and X
facilities in an area where elderberry bushes may occur: design and prior | USFWS

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275 November 2022
WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):
USS-15: Prior to ground disturbing activities during nesting | Prior to ground CDFW and X
season (March through July) for a project that supports bird | disturbing USFWS
nesting habitat, FMFCD shall conduct a survey of trees. If | activities during
nests are found during the survey, a qualified biologist shall | nesting season
assess the nesting activity on the project site. If active nests | (March through
are located, no construction activities shall be allowed within | July) for a
250 feet of the nest until the young have fledged. If [ project that
construction activities are planned during the no n-breeding | supports bird
period (August through February), a nest survey is not [ nesting habitat
necessary.
Verification comments:
USS-16: When FMFCD proposes to construct drainage | Priorto ground CDFW and X
facilities in an area that supports bird nesting habitat: disturbing USFWS
(a) FMFCD shall conduct a pre-construction breeding- aCt';’,'t'eS during
season survey (approximately February 1 through August nl\?ls 'nr? tsr,]eaSOE
31) of proposed project sites in suitable habitat (levee S larcf roug
and canal berms, open grasslands with suitable burrows) u Y) (t):hat
during the same calendar year that construction is prOJecrt E. q
planned to begin. If phased construction procedures are sup{:?o T] g’t t
planned for the proposed project, the results of the above nesting habita
survey shall be valid only for the season when it is
conducted.
(continued on next page)

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted

E - Part of City-Wide Program
F - Not Applicable
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PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):

USS-16 (continued from previous page)

(b) During the construction stage, FMFCD shall avoid all
burrowing owl nest sites potentially disturbed by project
construction during the breeding season while the nest is
occupied with adults and/or young. The occupied nest
site shall be monitored by a qualified biologist to
determine when the nest is no longer used. Avoidance
shall include the establishment of a 160-foot diameter
non-disturbance buffer zone around the nest site.
Disturbance of any nest sites shall only occur outside of
the breeding season and when the nests are unoccupied
based on monitoring by a qualified biologist. The buffer
zone shall be delineated by highly visible temporary
construction fencing.

Based on approval by CDFG, pre-construction and pre-
breeding season exclusion measures may be implemented to
preclude burrowing owl occupation of the project site prior to
project-related disturbance. Burrowing owls can be passively
excluded from potential nest sites in the construction area,
either by closing the burrows or placing one-way doors in the
burrows according to current CDFG protocol. Burrows shall be
examined not more than 30 days before construction to
ensure that no owls have recolonized the area of construction.

(continued on next page)

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems - Biological Resources (continued):
USS-16 (continued from previous two pages) [see Page 49] [see Page 49]
For each burrow destroyed, a new burrow shall be created
(by installing artificial burrows at a ratio of 2:1 on protected
lands nearby.
Verification comments:
USS-17: When FMFCD proposes to construct drainage | During instream | National X
facilities in the San Joaquin River corridor: activities Marine
(@) FMFCD shall not conduct instream activities in the San go?ducted E'Sh?”es
Joaquin River between October 15 and April 15. If this is Oec’:,c\:E:?ﬁ and (l\(lal\r/IVII:CSe)
not feasible, FMFCD shall consult with the National April 15 CDFW. and

Marine Fisheries Service and CDFW on the appropriate
measures to be implemented in order to protect listed
salmonids in the San Joaquin River.

(b) Riparian vegetation shading the main—channel that is
removed or damaged shall be replaced at a ratio and
quantity sufficient to maintain the existing shading of the
channel. The location of replacement trees on or within

(continued on next page)

Central Valley
Flood
Protection
Board
(CVFPB)

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A|B|C|D|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems / Biological Resources (continued):

USS-17 (continued from previous page) [see previous [see previous

FMFCD berms, detention ponds or river channels shall page] page]

be approved by FMFCD and the Central Valley Flood

Protection Board.
Verification comments:

Utilities and Service Systems — Recreation / Trails:

USS-18: When FMFCD updates its District Service Plan: Prior to final P&D, PW, City X
Prior to final design approval of all elements of the District design approval | of Clovis, and

: . : of all elements of | County of
Services Plan, FMFCD shall consult with Fresno County, City of the District F
Fresno, and City of Clovis to determine if any element would Se IS rI(I:DI resno
temporarily disrupt or permanently displace adopted existing or ervices lan
planned trails and associated recreational facilities as a result
of the proposed District Services Plan. If the proposed project
would not temporarily disrupt or permanently displace adopted
existing or planned trails, no further mitigation is necessary. If
the proposed project would have an effect on the trails and
associated facilities, FMFCD shall implement the following:

(continued on next page)
A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program

B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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F - Not Applicable



MITIGATION MONITORING & REPORTING CHECKLIST FOR EA NO. P21-06275

November 2022

PROJECT REQUIREMENT

WHEN
IMPLEMENTED

COMPLIANCE
VERIFIED BY

Utilities and Service Systems — Recreation / Trails (continued):

USS-18 (continued from previous page)

(a) If short-term disruption of adopted existing or planned trails
and associated recreational facilities occur, FMFCD shall
consult and coordinate with Fresno County, City of Fresno,
and City of Clovis to temporarily re-route the trails and
associated facilities.

(b) If permanent displacement of the adopted existing or
planned trails and associated recreational facilities occur,
the appropriate design modifications to prevent permanent
displacement shall be implemented in the final project
design or FMFCD shall replace these facilities.

Verification comments:

[see previous
page]

[see previous
page]

Utilities and Service Systems — Air Quality:

USS-19: When District drainage facilities are constructed,
FMFCD shall:

(@) Minimize idling time of construction equipment vehicles to
no more than ten minutes, or require that engines be shut
off when not in use.

(continued on next page)

During storm
water drainage
facility
construction
activities

Fresno
Metropolitan
Flood Control
District and
SJVAPCD

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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to evaluate the storm water drainage system and shall not
approve additional development that would convey additional
storm water to a facility that would experience an exceedance
of capacity until the necessary additional capacity is provided.

Verification comments:

capacity within
the existing storm
water drainage
facilities

WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY C|ID|E|F
Utilities and Service Systems — Air Quality (continued):
USS-19 (continued from previous page) [see previous [see previous
age age
(b) Construction shall be curtailed as much as possible when page] page]
the Air Quality Index (AQlI) is above 150. AQI forecasts can
be found on the SUIVAPCD web site.
(c) Off-road trucks should be equipped with on-road engines if
possible.
(d) Construction equipment should have engines that meet the
current off-road engine emission standard (as certified by
CARB), or be re-powered with an engine that meets this
standard.
Verification comments:
Utilities and Service Systems — Adequacy of Storm Water Drainage Facilities:
USS-20: Prior to exceeding capacity within the existing storm | Prior to FMFCD, PW, X|[X
water drainage facilities, the City shall coordinate with FMFCD | exceeding and P&D

A - Incorporated into Project
B - Project Requirement Complete

C - Project Requirement in Progress
D - Responsible Agency Contacted
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WHEN COMPLIANCE
PROJECT REQUIREMENT IMPLEMENTED | VERIFIED BY A(B|C|D|E|F

Utilities and Service Systems — Adequacy of Water Supply Capacity:

USS-21: Prior to exceeding existing water supply capacity, | Priorto DPU and P&D X | X
the City shall evaluate the water supply system and shall not | exceeding
approve additional development that demand additional water | existing water
until additional capacity is provided. By approximately the | supply capacity
year 2025, the City shall construct an approximately 25,000
AF/year tertiary recycled water expansion to the Fresno-
Clovis Regional Wastewater Reclamation Facility in
accordance with the 2013 Recycled Water Master Plan and
the 2014 City of Fresno Metropolitan Water Resources
Management Plan update.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure USS-5 is also required
prior to approximately the year 2025.

Verification comments:

Utilities and Service Systems — Adequacy of Landfill Capacity:

USS-22: Prior to exceeding landfill capacity, the City shall | Prior to DPU and P&D X
evaluate additional landfill locations and shall not approve | exceeding

additional development that could contribute solid waste to a | landfill capacity
landfill that is at capacity until additional capacity is provided.

Verification comments:

A - Incorporated into Project C - Project Requirement in Progress E - Part of City-Wide Program
B - Project Requirement Complete D - Responsible Agency Contacted F - Not Applicable
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PROJECT SPECIFIC MITIGATION MEASURE
MONITORING AND REPORTING

PROGRAM — November 2022

This Project Specific Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (PSMMRP) has been
formulated based upon the findings of the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND)
for the City of Fresno’s P21-06275 Meras Industrial Warehouse Project (proposed Project).
The P S MMRP lists mitigation measures recommended in the IS/MND for the proposed
Project and identifies monitoring and reporting requirements as well as conditions
recommended by responsible agencies who commented on the project.

The first column of the Table identifies the mitigation measure. The second column, entitled
“Party Responsible for Implementing Mitigation,” names the party responsible for carrying
out the required action. The third column, “Implementation Timing,” identifies the time the
mitigation measure should be initiated. The fourth column, “Party Responsible for Monitoring,”
names the party ultimately responsible for ensuring that the mitigation measure is
implemented. The last column will be used by the City to ensure that individual
mitigation measures have been monitored.



Party

responsible Party
S Implementation | responsible Verification
Mitigation Measure for A
. Timing for (name/date)
Implementing Monitorin
Mitigation 9
HAZ-1: The Developer/operator shall implement the | Project Plan to be Planning and
policies and procedures identified in the Spill | Applicant confirmed during Development

Prevention and Emergency Response Plan, which is
provided in Appendix C of this document.

plan check, prior
to issuance of
building permits,
and policies and
procedures
outlined in Plan
shall be followed
during Project
operations.

Department
(PDD)
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