
County ofFresno
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING

STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR

November 6,2017

State Clearinghouse
Office of Planning and Research
Attn: Sheila Brown
1400 Tenth Street, Room 212
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Brown:

Subject: State Clearinghouse Review of Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for
Initial Study Application No. 6986 (Alvaro Garcia)

Enclosed Please find the following documents:

1. Notice of Completion/Reviewing Agencies Checklist
2. Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
3. Fifteen (15) hard copies of Draft Initial Study, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting

Program, Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), and Project Routing
4. One (1) electronic copy of the Draft Initial Study, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting

Program, Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND), and Project Routing

We request that you distribute the documents to appropriate state agencies for review as
provided for in Section 15073 of the CEQA Guidelines, and that the review be completed within
the normal 30-day review period. Please transmit any document to my attention at the below
listed address or to eahmad@co.fresno.ca.us

EJ Ahmad, planner
Development services division

EA:
G:\4360Devs&Pln\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3500-3599\3501\CUP3501 SCH Letter

Enclosures

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 93721 / Phone (559) 600-4497 /600-4022/600-4540 / FAX 600-4200

The County of Fresno is an Equal Employment Opportunity Employer



Appendix C

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

Project Title: IS Application No. 6986 (Alvaro Garcia)

Lead Agency: Fresno County, Department of Public Works and Planning

Mailing Address: 2220 Tulare Street, 6th Floor

City: Fresno Zip: 93720-----

Contact Person: .:.:E...ja;,.;z;,.;A~h.:....m.:....a.:....d _
Phone: 559-600-4204

County: Fresno--------------
Project Location: County:Fresno CitylNearest Community: _K_e_rm_a_n _

Cross Streets: W. Clinton and N. Madera Ave, approximately 2.3 miles north of the City of Kerman Zip Code: _

LongitudelLatitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): __0 __' __H N / __0 __' __H W Total Acres: =2..:.0..:a;..:c;,.;re:..;s:...- _

Assessor's Parcel No.:APN 015-410-03 Section: 25 Twp.: 13S Range: 17E Base: MDBM

Within 2 Miles: State Hwy #: 145 Waterways: --------------------Airports: Railways: Schools: _

Document Type:

CEQA: D NOP
D Early Cons
D Neg Dec
[g] Mit Neg Dec

- - - -- - - - -- - - - - - - -- - - - -- _. -- -
D Draft ElR NEPA: D NO! Other: D Joint Document
D Supplement/Subsequent ElR D EA D Final Document
(PlioI' SCH No.) D Draft ElS D Other:
Other: D FONSl

- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - ------- - - - -
Local Action Type:

D General Plan Update
D General Plan Amendment
D General Plan Element
D Community Plan

D Specific Plan D Rezone D Annexation
D Master Plan D Prezone D Redevelopment
D Planned Unit Development [g] Use Permit D Coastal Permit
D Site Plan D Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) D Other:

MGD _

D Transportation: Type---;- _
D Mining: Mineral
D Power: Type --------;M:-::-::W:------
D Waste Treatment:Type MGD _
D Hazardous Waste:Type _
D Other: _

Employees _
Employees _
Employees _

Acres _
Acres=__
Acres =2.:..0__
Acres _

Development Type:

D Residential: Units _
D Office: Sq.ft.
[g] Commercial:Sq.ft. --­
D Industrial: Sq.ft. ---D Educational:D Recreational:------------------

D Water Facilities:Type _

Project Issues Discussed in Document:

[g] AestheticlVisual D Fiscal [g] Recreation/Parks
[g] Agricultural Land [g] Flood PlainlFlooding [g] SchoolslUniversities
[g] Air Quality [g] Forest Land/Fire Hazard [g] Septic Systems
[g] Archeological/Historical [g] Geologic/Seismic [g] Sewer Capacity
[g] Biological Resources [g] Minerals [g] Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading
D Coastal Zone [g] Noise [g] Solid Waste
[g] Drainage/Absorption [g] PopulationlHousing Balance [g] Toxic/Hazardous
D EconomiclJobs [g] Public Services/Facilities [g] Traffic/Circulation

D Vegetation
[g] Water Quality
[g] Water Supply/Groundwater
[g] Wetland/Riparian
D Growth Inducement
[g] Land Use
[g] Cumulative Effects
D Other:-------

Present Land UselZoning/General Plan Designation:
Nursery/AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural; 20-acre minimum parcel size )/Agriculture----------------------------------------------Project Description: (please use a separate page if necessary)
Allow a high-intensity park with related improvements for special events and meetings on an apprOXimately SA-acre portion of
a 20-acre parcel in the AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural, 20-acre minimum parcel size) Zone District. The subject property is located
at northwest corner of W. Clinton and N. Madera Avenues approximately 2.3 miles north of the nearest city limits of the City of
Kerman (2545 N. Madera Avenue, Kerman) (Sup. Dist. 4) (APN 015-410-03).

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign identificationnumbers./fir all new projects. {fa SCflnumber already exists}fir a pro;ect (e.g. Notice 'ifPreparation or
previous drc!/i document) please./ill in.

Revised 2010



Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X".
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an "S".

x

X

X

X

X

X

X

Air Resources Board

Boating & Waterways, Department of

California Emergency Management Agency

California Highway Patrol

Caltrans District #Fre~

Caltrans Division of Aeronautics

Caltrans Planning

Central Valley Flood Protection Board

Coachella Valley Mtns. Conservancy

Coastal Commission

Colorado River Board

Conservation, Department of

Corrections, Department of

Delta Protection Commission

Education, Department of

Energy Commission

Fish & Game Region #

Food & Agriculture, Department of

Forestry and Fire Protection, Department of

General Services, Department of

Health Services, Department of

Housing & Community Development

Native American Heritage Commission

Office of Historic Preservation

Office of Public School Construction

x__ Parks & Recreation, Department of

__ Pesticide Regulation, Department of

Public Utilities Commission

_X__ Regional WQCB #Fre~

__ Resources Agency

Resources Recycling and Recovery, Depatiment of

__ S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Comm.

__ San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers & Mtns. Conservancy

___ San Joaquin River Conservancy

Santa Monica Mtns. Conservancy

State Lands Commission

SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

_x__ SWRCB: Water Quality

__ SWRCB: Water Rights

___ Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

__ Toxic Substances Control, Department of

X Water Resources, Department of

X Other: U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service
X Other: S.JValley Air Pollution Control District

Local Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency)

Starting Date November 10,2017

Lead Agency (Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm: County of Fresno
Address: 2220 Tulare Street, 6th Floor
City/State/Zip: Fresno, CA 93721
Contact: Ejaz Ahmad, Planner
Phone: (559) 600-4204

Ending Date December 11, 2017

Applicant: Alvaro Garcia
Address: 3621 N. Howard Avenue
City/State/Zip: Kerman, CA 93630
Phone: (559) 842-7766

Signature of Lead Agency Representative: --------1

Authority cited: Section 21083, Public Resources Code. Reference: Section 21161, Public Resources Code.

Revi~ed 20 I0



REVIEWING AGENCIES CHECKLIST

Resources Agency
Boating & Waterways
Coastal Commission
Coastal Conservancy
Colorado River Board

_x__ Conservation
_x__ Fish & Game
_x__ Forestry

Office of Historic Preservation
_x__ Parks & Recreation

Reclamation
S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Commission

_x_ Water Resources (DWR)

Business, Transportation & Housing

Aeronautics
California Highway Patrol

_x_ CALTRANS District #__

Department of Transportation Planning (headquarters)

Housing & Community Development
_x_ Food &Agriculture

Health & Welfare
_x__ Health Services, Fresno County

State & Consumer Services

General Services
OlA (Schools)

Public Review Period (to be filled in by lead agency)

KEY
S = Document sent by lead agency
X = Document sent by SCH
-/ = Suggested distribution

Environmental Protection Agency
_x_ Air Resources Board

APCD/AQMD
California Waste Management Board
SWRCB: Clean Water Grants
SWRCB: Delta Unit

_x_ SWRCB: Water Quality
SWRCB: Water Rights

_x_ Regional WQCB #__ (Fresno County)

Youth & Adult Corrections

Corrections

Independent Commissions & Offices

Energy Commission

Native American Heritage Commission
Public Utilities Commission
Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
Pesticide regulation, Dept. of

_x_ U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

_x_ S.J. Valley Air Pollution Control District

Starting Date:

Signature --'

Ending Date: December 11, 2017

Lead Agency: Fresno County
Address: 2220 Tulare Street, 6th Floor
City/State/Zip: Fresno, CA 93721
Contact: Ejaz Ahmad, Planner
Phone: (559) 600-4204

Applicant: Alvaro Garcia
Address: 3621 N. Howard Avenue
City/State/Zip Kennan, CA 93630
Phone: (559) 842-7766

For SCH Use Only:
Date Received at SCH:

Date Review Starts:
Date to Agencies: _

Date to SCH: _

Clearance Date: _

Notes:

G:14360Devs&Pln\PROJSECIPROJDOCS\CUP13500-359913501\IS-CEQAICUP 3501 SCII-RC\iewing Agencies

Checklist.doc



DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING
STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR

E201710000310

ofFresnoCOUll

[F~ l ~[D)
NOV 06 2017 TIME

ID'·5Yf\WlNOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Notice is hereby given that the County of Fresno has prepared Initial Study Application (IS) No.
6986 pursuant to the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act for the following
proposed project:

INITIAL STUDY APPLICATION NO. 6986 and UNCLASSIFIED CONDITIONAL USE
PERMIT APPLICATION NO. 3501 filed by ALVARO GARCIA, proposing to allow a high­
intensity park with related improvements for special events and meetings on an
approximately 5.4-acre portion of a 20-acre parcel in the AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural, 20­
acre minimum parcel size) Zone District. The project site is located at northwest corner of
W. Clinton and N. Madera Avenues approximately 2.3 miles north of the nearest city limits
of the City of Kerman (2545 N. Madera Avenue, Kerman) (Sup. Dist. 4) (APN 015-410-03).
Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for Initial Study Application No. 6986,
and take action on Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3501 with Findings
and Conditions.

(hereafter, the "Proposed Project")

The County of Fresno has determined that it is appropriate to adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the Proposed Project. The purpose of this Notice is to (1) provide notice of the
availability of IS Application No. 6986 and the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, and request
written comments thereon; and (2) provide notice of the public hearing regarding the Proposed
Project.

Public Comment Period

The County of Fresno will receive written comments on the Proposed Project and Mitigated
Negative Declaration from November 10, 2017 through December 11, 2017.

Email writtencommentstoeahmad@co.fresno.ca.us. or mail comments to:

Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning
Development Services Division
Attn: Ejaz Ahmad
2220 Tulare Street, Suite A
Fresno, CA 93721

IS Application No. 6986 and the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration may be viewed at the
above address Monday through Thursday, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., and Friday, 8:30 a.m. to
12:30 p.m. (except holidays). An electronic copy of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for
the Proposed Project may be obtained from Ejaz Ahmad at the addresses above.

F201710000310
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION

2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, Califomia 93721/ Phone (559) 600-4497 /600-4022/600-4540 / FAX 600·4200
The County of Fresno is an Equal Employment Opportunity Employer



E20171 000310

Public Hearing

The Planning Commission will hold a public hearing to consider approving the Proposed Project
and the Mitigated Negative Declaration on December 14, 2017, at 8:45 a.m., or as soon
thereafter as possible in Room 301, Hall of Records, 2281 Tulare Street, Fresno, California
93721. Interested persons are invited to appear at the hearing and comment on the Proposed
Project and draft Mitigated Negative Declaration.

For questions please call Ejaz Ahmad at (559) 600-4204.

Published: November 10,2017

E20171000310
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County ofFresno
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING

STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR

INITIAL STUDY
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1. Project title:
Initial StUdy Application No. 6986; Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3501

2. Lead agency name and address:
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning
Development Services Division
2220 Tulare Street, 6th Floor
Fresno, CA 93721-2104

3. Contact person and phone number:
Ejaz Ahmad, Planner, (559) 600-4204

4. Project location:
The subject property is located at northwest corner of W. Clinton and N. Madera Avenues (State
Route 145) approximately 2.3 miles north of the nearest city limits of City of Kerman (2545 N. Madera
Avenue, Kerman) (Sup. Dist. 4) (APN 015-410-03).

5. Project Applicant's name and address:
Alvaro Garcia
3621 N. Howard Avenue
Kerman, CA 93630

6. General Plan designation:
Agriculture

7. Zoning:
AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural, 20-acre minimum parcel size)

8. Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including, but not limited to, later phases of the
project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation. Attach additional
sheets if necessary.)

Allow a banquet hall with related improvements for special events and meetings on an approximately 5A-acre
portion of a 20-acre parcel in the AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural, 20-acre minimum parcel size) Zone District.

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings:
Surrounding land uses include orchard and field crops with sparse single-family residences on parcels ranging
from 10 acres to 40 acres in size. The City of Kerman is located approximately 2.3 miles south of the proposal.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 93721 / Phone (559) 600-4497/600-4022/600-4540/ FAX 600-4200

The County of Fresno is an Equal Employment Opportunity Employer



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.

D Aesthetics D Agriculture and Forestry Resources

D Air Quality D Biological Resources

D Cultural Resources D Geology/Soils

D Hazards and Hazardous Materials D HydrologylWater Quality

D Land Use/Planning D Mineral Resources

D Noise D Population/Housing

D Public Services D Recreation

D TransportationlTraffic D Utilities/Service Systems

D Mandatory Findings of Significance D Greenhouse Gas Emissions

DETERMINATION OF REQUIRED ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

D I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment. A NEGATIVE
DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.

[;g] I 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 the Mitigation Measures described on the attached sheet have been
added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.

D I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required

D I find that as a result of the proposed project, no new effects could occur, or new Mitigation Measures would
be required that have not been addressed within the scope of a previous Environmental Impact Report.

PERFORMED BY: REVIEWED BY:

o ring, Senior Plan er

Date: 1c_4'J_--=.3...::../_....-,,;.:::lP-"-_'1"-- _ Date: _---'-,_l-_3_-_\1-::.- _

EA:
G:\4360Devs&Pln\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3500-3599\3501\IS-CEQA\CUP3501 IS cklist.docx

Initial Study Environmental Checklist Form - Page 2



INITIAL STUDY
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

(Initial Study Application No. 6986 and
Unclassified Conditional Use Permit

Application No. 3501)

The following checklist is used to determine if the
proposed project could potentially have a significant
effect on the environment. Explanations and information
regarding each question follow the checklist.

1 =No Impact

2 =Less Than Significant Impact

3 =Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation
Incorporated

4 =Potentially Significant Impact

I. AESTHETICS

Would the project:

_1_ a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

_1_ b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a state scenic highway?

....L c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings?

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

II. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Would the project:

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

_1_ b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act Contract?

_1_ c) Conflict with existing zoning for forest land, timberland or
timberland zoned Timberland Production?

_1_ d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?

_1_ e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?

III. AIR QUALITY

Would the project:

....L a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable Air
Quality Plan?

....L b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation?

....L c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non­
attainment under applicable Federal or State ambient air
quality standards (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

....L d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

....L e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

_1_ 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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

_1_ 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 Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

_1_ 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?

_1_ 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?

_1_ e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

_1_ 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?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

_1_ a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 15064.5?

_1_ b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to Public Resources Code
Section 15064.5?

_1_ c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site, or unique geologic feature?

_1_ d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of formal cemeteries?

_1_ e) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 21074?

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project:

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

_1_ 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?

....L ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

....L iii) Seismic-related ground failure, inclUding liquefaction?

_1_ iv) Landslides?

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

....L c) 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?

Initial Study Environmental Checklist Form - Page 3



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

~ 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?

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Would the project:

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

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

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project:

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

--L 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?

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

_1_ 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?

_1_ e) Result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area 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?

_1_ f) Result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area for a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip?

_1_ g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted Emergency Response Plan or Emergency
Evacuation Plan?

_1_ h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the project:

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

--L b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would
not support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

_1_ c) SUbstantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on or off site?

_1_ d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding
on or off site?

--L e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned storm water drainage
systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff?

--L f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

_1_ g) Place housing within a 1DO-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

_1_ h) Place within a 1DO-year flood hazard area structures which
would impede or redirect flood flows?

_1_ i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

_1_ j) Cause inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Would the project:

_1_ a) Physically divide an established community?

--L b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to, the General Plan, Specific Plan,
local coastal program, or Zoning Ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

_1_ c) Conflict with any applicable Habitat Conservation Plan or
Natural Community Conservation Plan?

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

_1_ 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?

_1_ b) Result in 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?

XII. NOISE

Would the project:

--L a) Expose persons to or generate noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local General Plan or Noise
Ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

--L b) Expose persons to or generate excessive ground-borne
vibration or ground-borne noise levels?

--L c) Create a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

--L d) Create a substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

_1_ e) Expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels, 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?

_1_ f) Expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels, for a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip?

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project:

_1_ a) Induce substantial 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)?

_1_ b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?
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_1_ c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES

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:

--L a) Fire protection?

.2... b) Police protection?

_1_ c) Schools?

_1_ d) Parks?

_1_ e) Other public facilities?

I XV. RECREATION

Would the project:

_1_ 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?

_1_ b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

I XVI. TRANSPORTATION /TRAFFIC

Would the project:

--L a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance
of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of
transportation including mass transit and non-motorized
travel and relevant components of the circulation system,
including, but not limited to, intersections, streets, highways
and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?

--L b) Conflict with an applicable Congestion Management
Program including, but not limited to, level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the County congestion management agency
for designated roads or highways?

_1_ c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location, which
results in substantial safety risks?

_1_ d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

_1_ e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

_1_ f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

I XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

--L a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

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

--L c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

--L d) Have sufficient water supplies available to service the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are new
or expanded entitlements needed?

--L e) 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?

--L f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs?

--L g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Would the project:

_1_ a) 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 maj9r periods of California history or
prehistory?

--L b) 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.)

_1_ c) Have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

Documents Referenced:

This Initial Study is referenced by the documents listed below. These documents are available for pUblic review at the
County of Fresno, Department of Public Works and Planning, Development Services Division, 2220 Tulare Street, Suite
A, Fresno, California (corner of M &Tulare Streets).

Fresno County General Plan, Policy Document and Final EIR
Fresno County Zoning Ordinance
Important Farmland 2010 Map, State Department of Conservation
Acoustical Analysis by WJV Acoustic, Inc., dated Sept. 4, 2015
Design of On-site Septic System by Technicon Engineering Services, Inc., dated August 30,2016
Supplemental Septic Design by Technicon Engineering Services, Inc. dated October 5, 2017

EA:
G:\4360Devs&Pln\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3500-3599\3501 \IS-CEQA\CUP3501 IS cklist.docx
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APPLICANT:

County ofFresno
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING

STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Alvaro Garcia

APPLICATION NOS.: Initial Study Application No. 6986; Unclassified Classified
Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3501

DESCRIPTION:

LOCATION:

I. AESTHETICS

Allow a high-intensity park with related improvements for
special events and meetings on an approximately 5A-acre
portion of a 20-acre parcel in the AE-20 (Exclusive
Agricultural, 20-acre minimum parcel size) Zone District.

The subject property is located at northwest corner of W.
Clinton and N. Madera Avenues approximately 2.3 miles
north of the nearest city limits of the City of Kerman (2545 N.
Madera Avenue, Kerman) (Sup. Dist. 4) (APN 015-410-03).

A. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista; or

B. Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is located in an agricultural area and is currently developed with various
buildings and structures. Surrounding land uses include orchard and field crops with
sparse single-family residences. The property fronts on State Route (SR) 145 (Madera
Avenue). SR 145 is not a designated scenic highway in the County General Plan and
no scenic vistas or scenic resources were identified on or near the property.

C. Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
site and its surroundings?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

Existing improvements on the property include a 16,641 square-foot gymnasium
building, 1,430 and 1,690 square-foot single-family residences, 2,440 square-foot pollen
room, 7,742 and 5,360 square-foot ag equipment and storage shops, 936 square-foot
portable trailer, 64 and 108 square-foot bathrooms, two 96 square-foot chicken coops
and a 400 square-foot cow shade.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor 1Fresno, California 93721 1Phone (559) 600-4497 1600-4022 1600-4540 1FAX 600-4200

The County of Fresno is an Equal Employment Opportunity Employer



According to the Applicant's Operational Statement, the gymnasium building will be
remodeled and be converted into a banquet hall to hold special events/meetings related
to this proposal. Related improvements include an outdoor entertainment area and on­
site parking with ingress and egress from State Route 145 (Madera Avenue).

The proposal involves no new building or structures. As such, no significant impact on
the visual character or quality of the surroundings will occur from this proposal.

D. Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED:

Outdoor lighting may be required on the exterior of the banquet hall or the parking area.
To minimize any light and glare impacts resulting from this proposal, a mitigation
measure would require that all lighting shall be hooded and directed as to not shine
toward adjacent property and public streets.

* Mitigation Measure

1. All outdoor lighting shall be hooded and directed downward so as to not shine
toward adjacent properties and public streets.

II. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

A. Would the project convert prime or unique farmlands or farmland of statewide
importance to non-agricultural use; or

B. Would the project conflict with existing agricultural zoning or Williamson Act Contracts?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project is not in conflict with Agriculture zoning on the property and is an allowed
use on land designated for agriculture with discretionary approval. The subject property
is classified as Urban and Built-Up Land on the 2014 Fresno County Important
Farmland Map and is not enrolled in a Williamson Act Land Conservation Contract.

C. Would the project conflict with existing zoning for or cause rezoning of forest land,
timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production; or

D. Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non­
forest use?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is currently zoned AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural, 20-acre minimum
parcel size) in the County Zoning Ordinance which is not in conflict with the subject
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proposal. The site is not an active forestland nor does it contain trees that may be
commercially harvested.

E. Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural uses or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

As noted above, the subject proposal is a compatible use on the subject agricultural
land, with discretionary land use approval, and will utilize the existing improvements on
the property. No changes to the existing environment will occur from this proposal.

The Fresno County Agricultural Commissioner's Office reviewed the proposal and
expressed no concerns with the project.

III. AIR QUALITY

A. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable Air Quality
Plan; or

B. Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing or
projected air quality violation; or

C. Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under a Federal or State ambient
air quality standard; or

D. Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (Air District) reviewed the proposal
and requires that the applicant shall contact the District's Small Business Assistance
Office to identify District rules or regulations that apply to the project or to obtain
information about District permit requirements. This requirement will be included as a
Project Note.

E. Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The project will not create objectionable odors to affect people on or around the
proposed facility. No concerns were expressed by Air District.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

A. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any candidate, sensitive, or special-status species; or
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B. Would the project 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 Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS); or

C. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally-protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption or other means?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is pre-disturbed by the existing improvements on the property.
Likewise, the neighboring parcels have been pre-disturbed with farming operations and
as such do not provide habitat for state or federally-listed species. Additionally, the site
does not contain any riparian features or wetlands or waters under the jurisdiction of the
United States.

The project was routed to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for review and comments. No concerns
were expressed by either agency.

D. Would the project 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?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is currently developed with various buildings and structures. No wildlife
or fish movement features (e.g., waterways, arroyos, ridgelines) or any wildlife nursery
sites are present on the property. The project will not impact these resources.

E. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project is not subject to the County tree preservation policy or ordinance.

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

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is not within the boundaries of a Habitat Conservation Plan or Natural
Community Conservation Plan. The project will not conflict with the provisions of such a
Plan.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

A. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in Section 15064.5; or

B. Would the project cause of substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5; or

C. Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site
or unique geologic feature; or

D. Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is not in an area sensitive to historical, archeological or paleontological
resources. No impacts on archeological resources are expected from this proposal.

E. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project will have no impact on tribal Cultural Resources and was routed to the
Dumna Wo Wah, Santa Rosa and Table Mountain Rancheria Tribal Governments,
including Picayune Rancheria of the Chukchansi Indians in accordance with Public
Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 (b).

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

A. Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including risk of loss, injury or death involving:

1. Rupture of a known earthquake?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site does not contain any active earthquake faults, nor is it located within
a designated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.

2. Strong seismic ground shaking; or

3. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The project site is in an area of low probability for exposure to strong ground
shaking. The potential for seismic-related ground failure (liquefaction, lateral
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spreading, and lurching) occurring on the project site is minimal due to the absence
of high groundwater levels and saturated loose granular soil on the property. In
addition, the intensity of ground shaking from a large, distant earthquake is expected
to be relatively low on the project site and, therefore, would not be severe enough to
induce liquefaction on site.

No agency expressed concerns or complaints related to ground shaking, ground
failure, liquefaction or landslides.

4. Landslides?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site contains naturally flat relief which precludes the possibility of

landslides on site.

B. Would the project result in substantial erosion or loss of topsoil?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The Development Engineering Section of the Development Services Division reviewed
the proposal and requires that: 1) any additional run-off generated by the proposed
development of the site be retained or disposed of per County Standards; 2) an
Engineered Grading and Drainage Plan be required to show how additional storm water
runoff generated by the proposed development will be handled without adversely
impacting adjacent properties; and 3) and a Grading Permit or Voucher be obtained for
any grading proposed with this application. These requirements will be included as
Project Notes and addressed through Site Plan Review recommended as a Condition of
Approval.

C. Would the project result in on-site or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse; or

D. Would the project be located on expansive soils, creating substantial risks to life or
property?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The development of the project would implement all applicable requirements of the most
recent California Building Standards Code and as such would not expose persons to
hazards associated with seismic design of buildings and shrinking and swelling of
expansive soils.

E. Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks
or alternative disposal systems where sewers are not available for wastewater
disposal?
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FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION
INCORPORATED:

The Fresno County Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division (Health
Department) reviewed the proposal and required an engineered sewage disposal
system for the project. A "Design of On-site Sewage Disposal System" dated August
30,2016 and Supplemental Septic Design dated October 3,2017 were prepared for the
project by Technicon Engineering Services, Inc. The Health Department reviewed and
approved the septic system design with the following Mitigation Measure for the project:

* Mitigation Measure

1. The sewage disposal system shall be designed and installed in accordance with
the Technicon Engineering Services, Inc. Supplemental Septic Design Report
(Project No. 150707.002 dated October 3,2017) or as otherwise approved by the
Fresno County Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division. Any
changes in the proposed project may require additional review to ensure
adequacy of the on-site wastewater treatment systems' adequacy to serve the
proposed changes. Installation of sewage disposal systems shall be in
accordance with all Local Ordinances and State Regulations.

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

A Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
may have a significant impact on the environment; or

B. Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

Comments received from the Air District expressed no specific project-related concerns,
supporting the determination that the project will not generate greenhouse gas
emissions that may have a significant impact on the environment. The project will
adhere to the Air District requirement as noted in Section III. AB.C.D. Air Quality.

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

A Would the project create a significant public hazard through routine transport, use or
disposal of hazardous materials; or

B. Would the project create a significant public hazard involving accidental release of
hazardous materials into the environment; or

C. Would the project create hazardous emissions or utilize hazardous materials,
substances or waste within one quarter-mile of a school?
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FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The project does not involve transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials nor
would cause any accidental release of hazardous materials into the environment.

According to the Fresno County Department of Public Health, Environmental Health
Division, Food Facility Plans and specifications shall be submitted for review and
approval consistent with the proposed project and a 'Permit to Operate' a food
facility shall be acquired. These requirements will be included as Project Notes.

The project is not located within one quarter-mile of a school. The nearest school, Sun
Empire Elementary School, is approximately 1.2 miles west of the project site.

D. Would the project be located on a hazardous materials site?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project is not located on a hazardous materials site. No concerns were expressed
by the Fresno County Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division.

E. Would a project located within an airport land use plan or, absent such a plan, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport, result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area; or

F. Would a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project area?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is not located within an airport land use plan area, within two miles of a
public use airport, or near a private airstrip. The nearest airstrip, Bland Field, is
approximately 4.3 miles south of the proposal.

G. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
Emergency Response Plan or Emergency Evacuation Plan?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project does not include any characteristics (e.g., permanent road closures) that
would physically impair or otherwise interfere with emergency response or evacuation in
the project vicinity. The project will not conflict with an emergency response or
evacuation plan.

H. Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences are intermixed with wildlands?
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FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is outside any wildland fire area. The project will not expose persons or
structures to wildland fire hazards.

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

A. Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements
or otherwise degrade water quality?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICATION IMPACT WITH MITIGATION
INCORPORATED:

See discussion above in Section VI. E. Geology and Soils regarding waste discharge
requirements for the project.

According to the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Division of Drinking
Water (DDW), the proposed facility will be a public water system, classified as a
transient non-community water system and be permitted by SWRCB-DDW. As such,
the applicant must demonstrate that he has adequate technical, managerial and
financial capacity to operate and maintain the water system in compliance with all state
and federal laws and regulations. Also, the existing well planned for use as a domestic
source of water supply be must constructed in accordance with the California Well
Standards and County well requirements. Further, a well completion report or Well
Driller's report must be submitted with the domestic water supply permit application
meeting the minimum required separation between well and septic system. SWRCB
also required the Applicant to conduct water quality testing for bacteria, nitrate and
nitrite in accordance with the requirements for a transient non-community water system.
In addition, where water quality standards are unmet, the Applicant must have a
proposed treatment or an alternative solution as part of the permit application.

The Applicant conducted a water quality analysis of the well water which was reviewed
and approved by SWRCB-DDW. Concerning the SWRCB-DDW requirement for
documentation of the well construction and separation from sewage hazards or a signed
statement agreeing to install water treatment due to proximity to sewage or well
construction deficiencies identified at the time SWRCB-DDW prepares a domestic water
supply permit for the project, the applicant has provided a signed statement to SWRCB­
DDW. A site visit by SWRCB-DDW has revealed that the well is sealed to a depth of 20
feet verses 50 feet required. However, upon reviewing the Design of On-site Sewage
Disposal System prepared for the project by Technicon Engineering Services, Inc., and
noticing 1DO-foot separation between the proposed septic systems and the well,
SWRCB-DDW concluded that the proposed facility could be permitted as a transient
drinking water system, provided the Fresno County Health Department approves the
Design of On-site Sewage Disposal System. The Health Department approved the
septic system design on October 5, 2017. SWRCB-DDW also concluded that if the well
shows positive result for total coliform bacteria, the water shall be permanently
chlorinated. But, if it begins to produce water with E. coli, a new well must be drilled.
This requirement will be included as a Mitigation Measure.
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* Mitigation Measure

1. As required by the State Water Resources Control Board, Office of Drinking
Water, if at any time during the operation of the facility, water supply from the
well shows positive results for total coliform bacteria, the well water shall be
permanently chlorinated. However, if it begins to produce water with E. coli a
new well shall be drilled.

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) also reviewed the
proposal and expressed no concerns related to the project's impact on groundwater
quality.

B. Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge so that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

According to the Applicant's Operational Statement, the project will use approximately
1500 gallons of water per event. Events will occur on Friday, Saturday and Sunday of
each week. The water will be supplied from an on-site domestic well.

The Water and Natural Resources Division (WNR) of the Fresno County Department of
Public Works and Planning reviewed the project. Considering the anticipated water
usage and the project site not being located in a low-water area, WNR expressed no
concerns related to sustainable water supply for the project. The impact would be less
than significant.

C. Would the project substantially alter existing drainage patterns, including alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or
siltation on or off site; or

D. Would the project substantially alter existing drainage patterns, including alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in flooding on or off site?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

No stream or river exists on the property that could be impacted by this proposal.
Fresno Irrigation District (FlO) G-7 Canal No. 67 runs southerly along the western
boundary of the property and would not be impacted by the proposal.

E. Would the project create or contribute run-off, which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted run-off?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:
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As noted above in Section VI. B. Geology and Soils, any changes to the existing
drainage pattern resulting from this proposal will be subject to review and approval of an
Engineered Grading and Drainage Plan and a Grading Permit or Voucher from the
Development Engineering Section of the Development Services Division.

F. Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

See discussion in IX. A. above.

G. Would the project place housing within a 1DO-year floodplain?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

No housing is proposed with this application.

H. Would the project place structures within a 1DO-year flood hazard area that would
impede or redirect flood flows?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

According to Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) FIRM Panel 1525H, the
subject property is not subject to the flooding from the one-percent-chance storm.

I. Would the project expose persons or structures to levee or dam failure; or

J. Would the project cause inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The subject site is not prone to a seiche, tsunami or mudflow, nor is the project likely to
expose persons or structures to potential levee or dam failure. No levee or dam exists
near the site.

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING

A. Will the project physically divide an established community?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project will not physically divide an established community. The nearest city, the
City of Kerman, is approximately 2.3 miles south of the subject proposal.

B. Will the project conflict with any Land Use Plan, policy or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project?
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FINDING LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The subject property is designated Agriculture in the Fresno County General Plan and is
outside of any city's Sphere of Influence (SOl). As such, the proposal is not in conflict
with any land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction (other than
County) over the project.

The County General Plan allows the proposed facility in an agriculturally-zoned area by
discretionary land use approval provided applicable General Plan policies are met.
Concerning Policy LU-A.3, Criteria a. b. c. d., the proposed high-intensity park for
special events/meetings fit to the subject property based on its location outside urban
areas and yet in close proximity to the nearby towns and communities to serve them; is
not located on prime farmland; will utilize limited water (1,500 gallons per event); and
can be provided with adequate workforce from the nearby City of Kerman and
unincorporated community of Biola. Concerning Policy LU-A.12, Policy LU-A.13 and
Policy LU-A.14, the project is a compatible use pursuant to Policy LU-A.3 and will be at
an adequate distance from the adjacent farming operations. Concerning Policy PF­
C.17 and Policy PF-D.6, the project will use limited water to impact groundwater supply
and will install an engineered sewage disposal system to minimize wastewater impact
on groundwater quality.

C. Will the project conflict with any applicable Habitat Conservation Plan or Natural
Community Conservation Plan?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project will not conflict with any Habitat Conservation or Natural Community
Conservation Plans.

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES

A. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource; or

B. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site designated on a General Plan?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

No impacts on mineral resources were identified in the analysis. The site is not located
in a mineral resource area as identified in Policy OS-C.2 of the General Plan.

XII. NOISE

A. Would the project result in exposure of people to severe noise levels; or

B. Would the project result in exposure of people to or generate excessive ground-borne
vibration or ground-borne noise levels; or
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C. Would the project cause a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity; or

D. Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The Fresno County Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division (Health
Department) reviewed the proposal and required an acoustical analysis for the project.
An "Acoustical Analysis" dated September 4, 2015 was prepared for the project by WJV
Acoustics, Inc. The Health Department reviewed and approved the Analysis by
indicating that the project will meet Fresno County Noise Ordinance standards.

E. Would the project expose people to excessive noise levels associated with a location
near an airport or a private airstrip; or

F. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project site is not located near an airport or a private airstrip to be impacted by an
airport noise. The nearest airstrip, Bland Field, is approximately 4.3 miles south of the
site.

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING

A. Would the project induce substantial population growth either directly or indirectly; or

B. Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing; or

C. Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of housing elsewhere?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project will not impact housing or induce population growth.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES

A. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically-altered public facilities in the following areas:

1. Fire protection?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:
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North Central Fire Protection District (NCFPD) reviewed the proposal and requires:
1) the Site Plan to show two means of ingress and egress; 2) "all weather surface"
fire access lanes; 3) on-site Fire Flow Water Supply meeting NCFPD Commercial
Water Tank Standard; 4) emergency vehicle drive access within 200 feet of all
building openings; 5) a minimum 20-foot gate opening for emergency vehicle access
with unobstructed width of 20 feet; 6) a police/fire bypass lock ("Best" padlock model
21 B700 series or electric cylinder switch modeI1W7B2); 7) a fire sprinkler system
based on building square footage/occupancy classification and a fire alarm system.
These requirements will be included as Project Notes and addressed through Site
Plan Review recommended as a Condition of Approval.

2. Police protection?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION
INCORPORATED:

The Fresno County Sheriff's Office (FCSO) reviewed the proposal and stated that
the agency has previously responded to noise complaints related to loud music at
the project site. FCSO further stated that concentration of 500 people per event with
alcohol on site will greatly impact law enforcement operations by creating more calls
for service. To mitigate these impacts, FCSO requires that security guards shall be
present during all events, and information regarding the number of security guards to
be staffed for each 100 people on site shall be provided to FCSO. Additionally, the
applicant shall provide evidence regarding the type of ABC (Alcohol and Beverage
Control) license to be used for the events and whether or not the events will be
private or open to the public (to include purchase of alcohol). Furthermore, all
events shall follow the County Noise Ordinance. These requirements will be included
as Mitigation Measures:

* Mitigation Measures

1. Licensed security guards shall be present on site during all events. Prior to
occupancy granted for the use, the Fresno County Sheriffs Office shall be
provided with the number of security guards for each 100 people on site for
the events.

2. Prior to occupancy granted for the use, the applicant shall provide evidence
regarding the type ofABC (Alcohol and Beverage Control) license to be used
for the events and whether or not the events will be private or open to the
public (to include purchase of alcohol).

3. All events shall adhere to the County Noise Ordinance.

3. Schools; or

4. Parks; or

5. Other public facilities?
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FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project will not impact existing public services, or result in the need for additional
public services related to schools and parks.

XV. RECREATION

A. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks; or

B. Would the project require the construction of or expansion of recreational facilities?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project would not result in the need for new or expanded recreational facilities.

XVI. TRANSPORTATIONffRAFFIC

A. Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation; or

B. Would the project conflict with an applicable congestion management program,
including, but not limited to, level of service standards and travel demands measures?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

According to the Applicant's Operational Statement, an average of 50 to 500 people will
attend each planned event on the property. The events will be held on Friday, Saturday
and Sunday from 2 p.m. to 2 a.m. When fully operational, the facility will have eight
employees working up to 1O-hour shifts.

The subject property is located on State Route (SR) 145 (Madera Avenue). The
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) reviewed the proposal and stated
that the project will have a less than significant impact on SR 145. In addition, a review
of the project Site Plan shows that the project is consistent with the agency's initial
comments on the project, which required one driveway access from SR 145 and be
located 550 feet north of Clinton Avenue to allow for future left-turn channelization along
SR 145 for vehicles travelling to eastbound Clinton Avenue. Furthermore, SR 145 near
the proposal is planned for 160 feet (80 feet measured from centerline) verses existing
60 feet (30 feet measured from centerline. A Condition of Approval would require the
property owner to irrevocably offer easterly 50 feet of the parcel to the Caltrans as
future right-of-way for SR 145.

The Design Division of the Department of Public Works and Planning reviewed the
proposal and expressed no concerns related to traffic.

C. Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns?
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FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project will not result in a change in air traffic patterns.

D. Would the project substantially increase traffic hazards due to design features?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project does not propose to alter existing roadway designs within the project area,
which has been designed in accordance with Fresno County roadway standards to
avoid roadway hazards and other traffic-related hazardous features. No concerns were
expressed by the Road Maintenance and Operations Division of the Fresno County
Department of Public Works and Planning.

E. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The proposed facility will gain access from State Route 145 (Madera Avenue).

The project will not change emergency access to the site or affect access to nearby
uses. Further review of emergency access will occur at the time Fresno County Fire
Protection District reviews the project during Site Plan Review recommended as a
Condition of Approval and prior to issuance of building permits.

F. Would the project conflict with adopted plans, policies or programs regarding public
transit, bicycle or pedestrian facilities or otherwise decrease the performance or safety
of such facilities?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project will not conflict with any adopted transportation plans. As such, no impacts
associated with public transit or pedestrian and bicycle hazards are expected from this
proposal.

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

A. Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements?
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

See discussion in Section VI. E. Geology and Soils.

B. Would the project require construction of or the expansion of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

See discussion in Section IX. B. Hydrology and Water Quality.
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C. Would the project require or result in the construction or expansion of new storm water
drainage facilities?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICATION IMPACT:

See discussion in Section IX. E. Hydrology and Water Quality.

D. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

See discussion in Section IX. B. Hydrology and Water Quality.

E. Would the project result in a determination of inadequate wastewater treatment capacity
to serve project demand?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

See discussion in Section VI. E. Geology and Soils.

F. Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity; or

G. Would the project comply with federal, state and local statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The project will generate three yards of trash per week. Solid waste will be collected
and stored on site and disposed of at the local landfill through a local trash hauler.

XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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 prehistory or
history?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The project would not degrade the quality of the environment; 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; or reduce the number or
restrict the range of an endangered, rare, or threatened species. No impacts on
biological or cultural resources were identified in the analysis.
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B. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable?

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT:

The project has been analyzed for potential impacts, and appropriate project-specific
mitigation measures have been developed to reduce project impacts to less than
significant levels.

The project will adhere to the permitting requirements and rules and regulations set
forth by the Fresno County Grading and Drainage Ordinance, San Joaquin Air Pollution
Control District, and California Code of Regulations Fire Code. No cumulatively
considerable impacts were identified in the analysis other than aesthetics, geology and
soils, hydrology and water quality, noise, public services and transportation/traffic, which
will be addressed with the Mitigation Measures discussed in Section I. D. Section VI. E,
Section IX. A Section XII. A B. C. D., Section XIV. A, and Section XVI. A B.

C. Does the project have environmental impacts which will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

FINDING: NO IMPACT:

The proposed project would not directly or indirectly cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings.

CONCLUSION/SUMMARY

Based upon Initial Study (IS) No. 6986 prepared for Unclassified Conditional Use Permit
Application No. 3501, staff has concluded that the project will not have a significant effect on
the environment. It has been determined that there would be no impacts to agricultural and
forestry resources, biological resources, cultural resources, mineral resources, population and
housing, and recreation.

Potential impacts related to air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous
materials, land use and planning, noise, transportation/traffic, and utilities and service systems
have been determined to be less than significant.

Potential impacts to aesthetics, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, and public
services have been determined to be less than significant with the identified Mitigation
Measures.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration is recommended and is subject to approval by the decision­
making body. The Initial Study is available for review at 2220 Tulare Street, Suite A, Street
Level, located on the southeast corner of Tulare and "M" Streets, Fresno, California.

EJ:
G:\4360Devs&Pln\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\CUP\3500-3599\3501\IS-CEQA\CUP3501 IS wu.docx
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Initial Study Application No. 6986

Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3501

Mitigation
Implementation MonitoringMeasure Impact Mitigation Measure Language I Time Span

No.* Responsibility Responsibility

*1. Aesthetics All outdoor lighting shall be hooded and directed downward Applicant Applicant/Fresno On-going; for
so as to not shine toward adjacent properties and pUblic County Department duration of
streets. of Public Works the project

and Planning
(PWP)

*2. Geology and The sewage disposal system shall be designed and installed Applicant Applicant/PWP On-going; for
Soils in accordance with the Technicon Engineering Services, Inc. duration of

Supplemental Septic Design Report (Project No. 150707.002 the project

dated October 3,2017) or as otherwise approved by the
Fresno County Department of Public Health, Environmental
Health Division. Any changes in the proposed project may
require additional review to ensure adequacy of the on-site
wastewater treatment systems' adequacy to serve the
proposed changes. Installation of sewage disposal systems
shall be in accordance with all Local Ordinances and State
Regulations.

*3. I Hydrology and As required by the State Water Resources Control Board, Applicant Applicant/State On-going; for
Water Quality Office of Drinking Water, if at any time during the operation of Water Resources duration of

the facility, water supply from the well shows positive results Control Board, the project
for total coliform bacteria, the well water shall be permanently Division of drinking
chlorinated. However, if it begins to produce water with E. Water
coli a new well shall be drilled.

I
*4. I Public Licensed security guards shall be present on site during all Applicant Applicant/PWPI On-going; for

Services events. Prior to occupancy granted for the use, the Fresno Fresno County duration of
County Sheriff's Office shall be provided with the number of Sheriff's Office the project
security guards for each 100 people on site for the events.

*5. I Public Prior to occupancy qranted for the use, the applicant shall Applicant Applicant/PWPI On-going; for



Services provide evidence regarding the type of ABC (Alcohol and Fresno County duration of
Beverage Control) license to be used for the events and Sheriffs Office the project
whether or not the events will be private or open to the public
(to include purchase of alcohol).

*6. Public All events shall adhere to the County Noise Ordinance. Applicant Applicant/Fresno On-going; for
Services County Dept. of duration of

Public Health, the project
Environmental
Health Division

'MITIGATION MEASURE - Measure specifically applied to the project to mitigate potential adverse environmental effects identified in the environmental document.

EA:
G:14360Devs&PlnIPROJSECIPROJDOCSICUPI3500-359913501I1S-CEQAICUP3501 MMRP-Draft.docx
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Fresno County Clerk
2221 Kern Street
Fresno, California 93721
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County of Fresno
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING

ALAN WEAVER
DIRECTOR

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

May 22,2015

Department of Public Works and Planning, Director, Attn: Alan Weaver
Development Services, Division Manager, Attn: William M. Kettler
Development Services, Principal Planner, Attn: Chris Motta
Development Services, Current Planning, Attn: Eric VonBerg
Development Services, Policy Planning, ALCC, Attn: Mohammad Khorsand
Development Services, Water/Geology/Natural Resource, Attn: Augustine Ramirez
Development Engineering, Grading/Mapping Attn: Augustine Ramirez
Development Services, Zoning & Permit Review/Site Plan Review, Attn: Tom Navarro
Development Services, Building & Safety/Plan Check, Attn: Jeff Janes
Road Maintenance and Operations, Attn: Robert Palacios/Frank Daniele
Design Division, Transportation Planning, Attn: Mohammad Alimi
Department of Public Health, Environmental Health Division, Attn: Glenn Allen/
Janet Gardner/Kevin Tsuda
CA Regional Water Quality Control Board, Attn: Scott Moore/Matt Scroggins/Dal

Harvey
Sheriff's Office, Attn: Captain Greg Gularte
Fresno County Fire Protection District, Attn: Eric Watkins/Andy Cosentino
CALTRANS, Attn: Dave Padilla
CA Department of Fish and Wildlife, Attn: Steve Hulbert
State Department of Health Services, Office of Drinking Water, Fresno District,

Attn: Betsy Lichti
Kerman Unified School District, Attn: James Foley
San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (PIC-CEQA Division),

Attn: PIC Supervisor
Fresno Irrigation District, Attn: William R. Stretch and Sen Saetern
Kings River Conservation District, Attn: Rick Hoelzel

Lisa Elgin, Planner
Development Services Division

Unclassified Conditional Use Permit Application No. 3501

APPLICANT: Alvaro Garcia

DUE DATE: June 9, 2015

The Department of Public Works and Planning, Development Services Division is reviewing the
subject application proposing to allow a high-intensity park in the AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural,
20-acre minimum parcel size) Zone District.

Please review the proposal and respond to the questionnaire. Please answer the questions
according to your specific area of expertise.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION

2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 93721 / Phone (559) 600-4497 /600-4022/600-4540 / FAX 600-4200
Equal Employment Opportunity. Affirmative Action. Disabled Employer



Based upon this review, a determination will be made regarding conditions to be imposed on the
project, including necessary on-site and off-site improvements.

We must have your comments by June 9, 2015. Any comments received after this date may
not be used.

NOTE - THIS WILL BE OUR ONLY REQUEST FOR WRITTEN COMMENTS. If you do
not have comments, please provide a "no comment" response to our office by the
above deadline (e-mail is also acceptable, see email address below).

Please address any correspondence or questions related to environmental and/or policyldesign
issues to me, Lisa Elgin, Planner, Current Planning Unit, Development Services Division,
Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning, 2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor,
Fresno, CA 93721, or call (559) 600-3583, or emaillelgin@coJresno.ca.us.
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10. Land Conservation Contract No. (If applicable): _

11. Wltat other agencies WillyOll need to get permits or autltol'izatiollfrom:

__ LAFCo (annexation)
CALTRANS

__ Division ofAeronautics
Water Quality Control Board
Otlzer _

__ SJVUAPCD (Air Pollution Control District)
Reclamation Board

__ Department ofEnergy
__ Allport Land Use Commission

12. Will the project utilize Federalfunds or require otlter Federal authorization subject to tlte provisions of
tlte National Environmmtal Policy Act (NEPA) of1969? __ Yes~ No

Ifso, please provide a copy ofall related grant amI/orfunding documents, related information and
environmental review requirements.

13. Existing Zone Distriel: ....;4 [2 zo
14. Existing General PLait Land Use Designation]: _

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

15. Present land use: r. cs:b 0 )

Describe existingphysical improvements including buildings water (wells) and sewagefacilities, roads,
and lighting. . I1zc!udf!. ~ site l!lan. or ma ~lt~wingthese im~r~veme1!t~: . '.l

aU"j be.cd {,'rIO; ..5 /..c>QJ s, I Cl~ . l ,'thn'lDS..G.- - -ex~::;·-J-o-pV+Crc!C'~e.
'..JJi .'"'\ ~v -...J • ./

( v\-'\..t..\f....,\ ) :\1....~ r n -l.l ('C..,.....e. n:...-i. b-J I S,. bet '\~ I) .

1Jescribe the"major vegetative cover:._(J_'_~ c _

Any perennial or intermittent water courses? Ifso, show on map:_....l'l_·\.wL:"=..........:7'-' _

Is property in a flood-prone area? Describe:

16..Describe surrounding land uses (e.g., commercial, agricultural, residential, school, etc.):

Nortlt: \./ I IYfS
Soutlz: f2sb eli (c"J~ Ci r,JJ. AA)t?::;;;?·e.r/
East: lJ I t\ /(S
West:__----Jl~l..c.../__'/~v-e:~·._S~ _

2





'60 jr s:oO 'pOrSJNS::. ;q J-N Jjk-l­
s gcvtb,.<.....s" X per&:Y0 150() 9),

24.

25.

26.

27.

Anticipated volume ofwater to be used (gallons per day;J:

r;Propos~"d;metltOd ofliquid waste disposal:
-s-e]Jltc system/individual ----..... J I

( ) community systenl-name .:::::2=-~.s=-==-lec-:,t=-D:-T!.-£1lC~--I-frAu--.lLN~~c..=.s"'--=="-- _

Estimated volume ofliquid waste (gallons per day;J: L50Q godON> (2e~ Aii@; ~J r.
Dvn"'''"j c,vee?e..vds. A+Nil cqflta~

Anticipated type(s) ofliquid waste: _

32. Anticipated amount ofsolid waste (tons or cubicyards per day):

28. Anticipated type(s) ofhazardous waste?: __~fv1>~..:..;rv-e~ _

29. Anticipated volume ofhazardous waste?: __--!tJi-=-'\t2x·.:J..~:::::'::..._ _

30. Proposed method oflzazardous waste disposal:z:__--'-'-iJ(-=..~»:..:.~__'__""=_ _

----31:--A-;;ticiPatedtYP;i;T-;;j;;;iiii~~~;t;:-----3------yo:zJ5::-----P-er----Lv:c:ele;J-2--------------------------------

:> 'yr)."f)S peT luVeJ::"ovJ

33. Anticipated amount ofwaste that will be recycled (tons or cubic yards per day): '3 ywc!-s:, per/~
34. Proposed method ofsolid waste disposal: 5-e0de I! 10 tvrA.£J.e {!\.AJYA./OLJy....((vI! CO.

35. Fire protection district(s) serving tlzis area: _--lF~r_=,...<c::..I,JE~.::..{)-<:..--------------
36. Has a previous application ~eenprocessed on this site? Ifso, list title and date: ,/\ f 12 A _~

37. Do you have any underground storage tanks (except septic tanks)? Yes No L--/

38. Ifyes, are they currently in use? Yes No V

U'!>llJ'Wl:E'~'D ,THE FOREGOING INFORMATION IS TRUE.

DATE

1Refer to Development Services Conference Checklist
2For assistance, contact Environmental Health System, (559) 600-3357
3For County Service Areas or Waterworks Districts, contact tlte Resources Division, (559) 600-4259

(Repisetl9123/14)
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CODES, RULES e REGULATIONS

ALL WORK MATERIAL ON THIS PROJECT SHALL BE IN
CONFORMANCE WITH THE FOLLOWING CODES AS
ADOPTED AND AMENDED BY THE CITY BUILDING OFFICE
NOTHING IN THESE DOCUMENT IS TO BE CONSlF,UED AS
TO PERMIT ANY WORK OR PRODUCT NOT IN ACCORDANCE
lNITH THESE CODES
1, CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE (C.R.C., 2013 EDITION)
2. THE 2013 CALIFORNIA BUILDING STANDARDS CODE

(CC~TITLE~24 & 25)
3. CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE (C.B.C., 2013 EDITION)
4. CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE (C.P.C., 2Q13 EDlTlON)
5. CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODe (C.M.C., 2013 EDITION)
S. CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE (e,F.e., 20136 EDITION)
7. CAUFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE (C.E.C., 2013 EDITlON)
8. CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODe (2013 C.E.C. STANDARDS)
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