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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
___________________________________________________________________________ 
APPLICANT: Larry and Shelly Rompal 
 
APPLICATION NOS.: Initial Study Application No. 7298, General Plan Amendment 

Application No. 551 and Amendment Application No. 3823 
 

DESCRIPTION: Amend the Fresno County General Plan and County-
adopted Fresno High-Roeding Community Plan by re-
designating a 3.57-acre parcel from Rural Density 
Residential to Limited Industrial, and rezone the subject 
3.57-acre parcel from R-R(nb) (Rural Residential, two-acre 
minimum parcel size, Neighborhood Beautification Overlay) 
to M-1(c) (Light Manufacturing, Conditionally limited to 
Contractors Storage Yard). 

 
LOCATION: The subject parcel is located on the south side of Dudley 

Avenue, between Valentine Avenue and Marks Avenue, 
westerly adjacent to the city limits of the City of Fresno (Sup. 
Dist. 1) (APN 449-110-23). 

 
I. AESTHETICS 

 
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; or 
 
C. Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the 

site and its surroundings? 
 

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
This proposal entails amending the County-adopted Fresno High-Roeding Community 
Plan by re-designating a 3.57-acre parcel from Rural Density Residential to Limited 
Industrial in order to allow rezoning of the 3.57-acre parcel from the R-R(nb) (Rural 
Residential, two-acre minimum parcel size, Neighborhood Beautification Overlay) Zone 
District to the M-1(c) (Light Manufacturing, Conditionally limited to Contractors Storage 
Yard) Zone District in order to allow a Contractors Storage Yard.  It is noted by Staff that 
a Site Plan Review (SPR) must be approved for any by-right land use allowed under the 
M-1(c) Zone District prior to implementation of that use. 
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The proposed Contractors Storage Yard will be utilized in conjunction with an existing 
irrigation contractor’s operation located on a southerly-adjacent parcel in the M-1 (Light 
Manufacturing) Zone District.  This southerly-adjacent irrigation contractor’s operation 
includes a Contractors Storage Yard, and was authorized by Site Plan Review (SPR) 
No. 7361, which was administratively approved on September 17, 2004. 

 
The subject 3.57-acre parcel is devoid of improvements.  New improvements to be 
utilized with the proposed Contractors Storage Yard include a 12,000 square-foot 
storage building with 4,000 square-foot future expansion area, perimeter fencing, and a 
30-foot-wide gravel-surfaced driveway providing emergency access from Dudley 
Avenue.  Primary access to the proposed Contractors Storage Yard will be through the 
southerly-adjacent irrigation contractor’s operation, which has frontage on Belmont 
Avenue. 
 
The subject parcel is located within the Sphere-of-Influence (SOI) of the City of Fresno, 
is westerly adjacent to the city limits of the City of Fresno, and is located in an area of 
mixed industrial and residential land uses.  Additionally, a Fresno Metropolitan Flood 
Control District (FMFCD) storm drainage retention basin is easterly adjacent to the 
subject parcel, and the Fresno Irrigation District (FID) Victoria Colony No. 43 pipeline is 
located approximately 650 feet to the west.  Further, State Route (SR) 99 is located 
approximately one mile east of the subject parcel, and the Southern Pacific Railway is 
located approximately one half-mile to the south.  The subject parcel is also located 
approximately one and three quarter-miles northwest of a municipal airport identified as 
“Fresno Chandler Executive Airport”; however, the subject parcel is not located within 
any Safety Zone of the airport. 
 
Parcels located north of the subject parcel are zoned R-R(nb) (Rural Residential, two-
acre minimum parcel size, Neighborhood Beautification Overlay), are designated Rural 
Density Residential in the County-adopted Fresno High-Roeding Community Plan, and 
have been improved with single-family residences. 
 
Parcels located south of the subject parcel, including the site of the aforementioned 
irrigation contractor’s operation, are zoned  M-1 (Light Manufacturing), are designated 
Limited Industrial in the County-adopted Fresno High-Roeding Community Plan, and 
are being utilized for industrial activities including warehousing and truck and trailer 
storage. 
 
Parcels located east of the subject parcel, excepting the easterly-adjacent Fresno 
Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD) storm drainage retention basin, are zoned 
M-1 (Light Manufacturing), are designated Limited Industrial in the County-adopted 
Fresno High-Roeding Community Plan, are being utilized for industrial activities 
including automotive repair and warehousing, and are also being utilized for residential 
land uses including single-family residences. 
 
Parcels located west of the subject parcel are zoned R-R(nb) (Rural Residential, two-
acre minimum parcel size, Neighborhood Beautification Overlay), are designated Rural 
Density Residential in the County-adopted Fresno High-Roeding Community Plan, and 
have been improved with single-family residences. 
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Considering that the subject parcel is not located along a designated Scenic Highway, 
that no scenic vistas or scenic resources were identified near the proposal, and the 
existing industrial land uses in the area of the subject parcel, the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning will not damage any scenic resource or degrade the visual 
character of the site or its surroundings. 

 
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: 
 
Possible future development to be allowed by the proposed General Plan Amendment 
and rezoning may result in additional outdoor lighting that has the potential of 
generating new sources of light and glare in the area.  As such, all future outdoor 
lighting shall be required to be hooded and directed as to not shine towards adjacent 
properties and roads.  This requirement will be included in the following Mitigation 
Measure: 

 
* Mitigation Measure 
 

1. All outdoor lighting shall be hooded, directed and permanently maintained as to 
not shine towards adjacent properties and roads. 

 
II. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES 
 

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

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

or 
 
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; or 
 
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: 
 
The subject parcel is not located on forest land, is not enrolled under an Agricultural 
Land Conservation Contract (Williamson Act Contract), and is classified as Urban and 
Built-Up Land on the Fresno County Important Farmland Map (2014).  Further, the 
subject parcel and surrounding properties are not agriculturally zoned, and neighboring 
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properties have been historically developed with industrial and residential land uses.  As 
such, the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning has no potential to convert 
farmland to a non-agricultural land use. 

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

 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were provided to the San 
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (Air District) for review, which did not 
identify any concerns related to the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning.  
However, it is noted by Staff that possible future development to be allowed by the 
proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning may be subject to the following Air 
District Rules and Regulations:  Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 
(Nuisance), Rule 4601 (Architectural Coatings), and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, 
and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations).  Compliance with Air 
District Rules and Regulations will reduce air quality impacts from possible future 
development to a less than significant level. 

 
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 

 
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; or 
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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; or 

 
E. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 

resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance; or 
 
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 subject parcel is devoid of improvements; however, said property is located in an 
area of mixed industrial and residential land uses.  Further, properties surrounding the 
subject parcel have been previously disturbed as said properties have been historically 
utilized for industrial and residential development. 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were provided to the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for review, which did not identify any concerns related to 
the proposal.  The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were also 
provided to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) for review, which 
also did not identify any concerns related to the proposal.  As such, no impacts were 
identified in regard to:  1.) Any candidate, sensitive, or special-status species; 2.) Any 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, 
policies, regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS; 3.) Federally protected wetlands as 
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act; or 4.) 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.  Further, 
the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning will not conflict with any local 
policies or ordinances protecting biological resources or any provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved 
local, regional, or state Habitat Conservation Plan. 

 
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; or 
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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: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 
 
The subject parcel is not located in an area designated to be highly or moderately 
sensitive for archeological resources.  Further, Soar Environmental Consulting 
conducted an Archaeological Survey of the subject parcel which identified no 
archaeological or cultural resources.  However, in the event that cultural resources are 
unearthed during ground disturbing activity, all work shall be halted in the area of the 
find, and an Archeologist shall be contacted to evaluate the findings and make any 
necessary mitigation recommendations.  If human remains are unearthed during ground 
disturbing activities, no further disturbance is to occur until the Fresno County Sheriff-
Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin and disposition.  All normal 
evidence procedures shall be followed by photographs, reports and video.  If such 
remains are determined to be Native American, the Sheriff-Coroner must notify the 
Native American Commission within 24 hours.  This requirement will be included as a 
Mitigation Measure to reduce adverse cultural resource impacts from possible future 
development to a less than significant level. 
 
In accordance with Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1, the proposed General 
Plan Amendment and rezoning were provided to the following Native American Tribal 
Governments for review: Dumna Wo Wah; Picayune Rancheria of the Chukchansi 
Indians; Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut; and Table Mountain Rancheria. 

 
* Mitigation Measure 
 

1. In the event that cultural resources are unearthed during ground disturbing 
activities, all work shall be halted in the area of the find.  An Archeologist shall be 
called to evaluate the findings and make any necessary mitigation 
recommendations.  If human remains are unearthed during ground disturbing 
activities, no further disturbance is to occur until the Fresno County Sheriff-
Coroner has made the necessary findings as to origin and disposition.  All normal 
evidence procedures shall be followed by photographs, reports and video.  If 
such remains are determined to be Native American, the Sheriff-Coroner must 
notify the Native American Commission within 24 hours. 

 
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; or 

 
2. Strong seismic ground shaking; or 

 
3. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction; or 
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4. Landslides? 
 

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The area where the subject parcel is located is designated as Seismic Design Category 
D in the California Geological Survey.  As such, possible future development allowed by 
the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning shall be subject to the Seismic 
Design Category D Standards, including the requirement to provide a Geotechnical 
Investigation to the Development Services and Capital Projects Division of the Fresno 
County Department of Public Works and Planning for review and approval in order to 
acquire building and installation permits.  This mandatory requirement will be included 
as a Project Note for future development. 

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

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The subject parcel has predominately flat topography and while changes in topography 
and erosion may result from grading activities associated with possible future 
development allowed by the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning, it is not 
likely.  Further, possible future development allowed by the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning shall require a Grading Permit or Grading Voucher for any 
grading activities.  This mandatory requirement will be included as a Project Note for 
future development. 
 

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: NO IMPACT: 
 
The subject parcel is not located within an area of known risk of landslides, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, collapse, or within an area of known 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? 

 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 

 
There are no existing septic systems located on the subject parcel, and no septic 
systems are being requested with the proposed General Plan Amendment and 
rezoning.  However, according to the Environmental Health Division of the Fresno 
County Department of Public Health, only low water uses that generate small volumes 
of liquid waste shall be permitted until the subject parcel is served by community sewer 
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and community water systems.  This requirement will be included as Mitigation 
Measures to reduce adverse wastewater disposal impacts from possible future 
development to a less than significant level. 
 
* Mitigation Measure 
 

1. Only low water uses and uses that generate small amounts of liquid waste shall 
be permitted until such time that the subject parcel is served by community sewer 
and community water systems, or adequate information is submitted to the 
Environmental Health Division of the Fresno County Department of Public Health 
and the Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning to demonstrate 
that the subject parcel can accommodate higher volumes of liquid wastes. 

 
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: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were provided to the San 
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (Air District) for review, which did not 
identify any concerns related to greenhouse gas emissions.  However, it is noted by 
Staff that possible future development to be allowed by the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning may be subject to the following Air District Rules and 
Regulations:  Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 
4601 (Architectural Coatings), and Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified 
Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations).  Compliance with Air District Rules and 
Regulations will reduce air quality impacts from possible future development to a less 
than significant level. 

 
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? 
 

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 

According to the Environmental Health Division of the Fresno County Department of 
Public Health, possible future development allowed as a result of the proposed General 
Plan Amendment and rezoning shall satisfy the requirements set forth in the California 
Health and Safety Code (HSC), Division 20, Chapter 6.95, and the California Code of 
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Regulations (CCR), Title 22, Division 4.5.  Further, possible future development allowed 
as a result of the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning which handles 
hazardous materials or hazardous waste above the following State reporting thresholds 
shall be required to submit a Hazardous Materials Business Plan pursuant to the HSC, 
Division 20, Chapter 6.95:  1) 55 gallons of liquid material; 2) 500 pounds of solid 
material; 3) 200 cubic feet of compressed gas; or 4) the threshold planning quantity for 
extremely hazardous substances.  All hazardous waste shall be handled in accordance 
with requirements set forth in the CCR, Title 22, Division 4.5, which addresses proper 
labeling, storage and handling of hazardous wastes.  These mandatory requirements 
will be included as Project Notes for future development. 

 
C. Would the project create hazardous emissions or utilize hazardous materials, 

substances or waste within one quarter-mile of a school? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 

There are no schools located within one quarter-mile of the subject parcel. 
 

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

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
No hazardous materials sites are located within the boundaries of the subject parcel. 

 
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: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The subject parcel is located approximately one and three quarter-miles northwest of a 
municipal airport identified as “Fresno Chandler Executive Airport”; however, the subject 
parcel is not located within any Safety Zone of the airport.  Further, the land use 
proposed with this rezone request is not anticipated to conflict with the functions of the 
Fresno Chandler Executive Airport. 

 
G. Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 

Emergency Response Plan or Emergency Evacuation Plan? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning will not impair the 
implementation of, or physically interfere with an adopted Emergency Response Plan or 
Emergency Evacuation Plan.  No such Plans were identified in the analysis of the 
proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning. 
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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? 

 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The subject parcel is not located within a wildland area. 

 
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 SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were provided to the California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board) for review, which did not identify 
any concerns related to the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning.  
However, if future development allowed as a result of the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning disturbs more than one acre, compliance with the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Discharges of 
Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity will be required.  Should compliance 
with the NPDES General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with 
Construction Activity be required, before construction begins, the developer must submit 
to the State Water Resources Control Board a Notice of Intent to comply with said 
permit, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), a Site Plan, and appropriate 
fees.  The SWPPP must include descriptions of measures taken to prevent or eliminate 
unauthorized non-storm water discharges, and best management practices (BMP) 
implemented to prevent pollutants from discharging with storm water into waters of the 
United States.  These mandatory requirements will be included as Project Notes for 
future development. 

 
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: NO IMPACT: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning was reviewed by the Water and 
Natural Resources Division of the Fresno County Department of Public Works and 
Planning, which expressed no concerns with the proposed General Plan Amendment 
and rezoning.  Further, the subject parcel is not located in a designated water-short 
area. 

 
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 
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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 streams or rivers are located within the boundaries of the subject parcel. 

 
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: 
 
Possible future development allowed by the proposed General Plan Amendment and 
rezoning will not cause significant changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns or the 
rate and amount of surface run-off, with adherence to the Grading and Drainage 
Sections of the Fresno County Ordinance Code. 
 
According to the Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District (FMFCD), due to the subject 
parcel being located within a designated FMFCD Drainage Area, possible future 
development allowed by the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning shall 
require payment of a FMFCD Drainage Fee, the amount of which will be determined at 
the time the new development is proposed.  This mandatory requirement will be 
included as a Project Note for future development. 

 
F. Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
No additional water quality impacts were identified in the analysis of the proposed 
General Plan Amendment and rezoning. 

 
G. Would the project place housing within a 100-year floodplain? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
No housing is being requested with the proposed General Plan Amendment and 
rezoning. 

 
H. Would the project place structures within a 100-year flood hazard area that would 

impede or redirect flood flows? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The subject parcel is not exposed to flooding from the 1% chance storm (100-year 
storm). 
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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 parcel is not prone to seiche, tsunami or mudflow, nor is the subject parcel 
exposed to potential levee or dam failure. 

 
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

 
A. Will the project physically divide an established community? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning will not physically divide a 
community.  The subject parcel is located within the Sphere-of-Influence (SOI) of the 
City of Fresno, and is westerly adjacent to the city limits of the City of Fresno. 

 
B. Will the project conflict with any Land Use Plan, policy or regulation of an agency with 

jurisdiction over the project? 
 

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 

The proposed M-1(c) (Light Manufacturing, Conditionally limited to Contractors Storage 
Yard) Zone District is a non-compatible Zone District for lands designated Rural Density 
Residential in the County-adopted Fresno High-Roeding Community Plan.  Therefore, a 
General Plan Amendment (GPA) is required to re-designate the subject parcel from 
Rural Density Residential to a land use designation that is compatible with the proposed 
M-1(c) (Light Manufacturing, Conditionally limited to Contractors Storage Yard) Zone 
District.  As such, GPA Application No. 551 was filed in order to re-designate the subject 
parcel from Rural Density Residential to Limited Industrial in the County-adopted Fresno 
High-Roeding Community Plan. 
 
The Policy Planning Section of the Fresno County Department of Public Works and 
Planning has determined the following General Plan Policies to be pertinent to the 
subject proposal: LU-F.29; LU-F.30; LU-F.31; LU-F.32; LU-F.33; and LU-G.7. 
 
According to General Plan Policy LU-F.29, the County may approve rezoning requests 
and discretionary permits for new industrial development or expansion of existing 
industrial uses subject to conditions concerning the following criteria or other conditions 
adopted by the Board of Supervisors: 

a. Operational measures or specialized equipment to protect public health, 
safety, and welfare, and to reduce adverse impacts of noise, odor, vibration 
smoke, noxious gases, heat and glare, dust and dirt, combustibles, and other 
pollutants on abutting properties. 

b. Provisions for adequate off-street parking to handle maximum number of 
company vehicles, salespersons, and customers/visitors. 
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c. Mandatory maintenance of non-objectionable use areas adjacent to or 
surrounding the use in order to isolate the use from abutting properties. 

d. Limitations on the industry’s size, time of operation, or length of permit. 
 
According to General Plan Policy LU-F.30, the County shall generally require 
community sewer and water services for industrial development.  Such services shall be 
provided in accordance with the provisions of the Fresno County Ordinance, or as 
determined by the State Water Quality Control Board. 
 
According to General Plan Policy LU-F.31, to the extent feasible, the County shall 
require that all industrial uses located adjacent to planned non-industrial areas or roads 
carrying significant non-industrial traffic be designed with landscaping and setbacks 
comparable to the non-industrial area. 
 
According to General Plan Policy LU-F.32, since access to industrial areas by way of 
local roads not designed for industrial traffic is generally inappropriate; the County may 
require facility design, traffic control devices, and appropriate road closures to eliminate 
this problem. 
 
According to General Plan Policy LU-F.33, the County shall require that permanent 
parking facilities permitted within designated industrial areas be designed to be 
compatible with the surrounding land use patterns. 
 
According to General Plan Policy LU-G.7, within the spheres of influence and two miles 
beyond, the County shall promote consultation between the cities and the County at the 
staff level in the early stages of preparing General Plan amendments and other policy 
changes that may impact growth or the provision of urban services.  Staff consultations, 
particularly concerning Community Plans, shall provide for meaningful participation in 
the policy formulation process and shall seek resolution of issues prior to presentation 
to the decision-making bodies. 
 
According to the Policy Planning Section of the Fresno County Department of Public 
Works and Planning, the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning may 
potentially create compatibility issues with northerly-adjacent parcels and westerly-
adjacent parcels that are designated Rural Density Residential in the County-adopted 
Fresno High-Roeding Community Plan.  However, considering the relatively limited 
scope of the proposed use being storage of equipment and supplies, in conjunction with 
the industrially-designated and industrially-zoned properties in proximity to the subject 
parcel, Staff believes any General Plan incompatibility issues associated with the 
proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning will be less than significant. 
 
According to the City of Fresno, the subject parcel is designated Medium-Low Density 
Residential in the City’s General Plan, which would not allow the proposed Contractors 
Storage Yard.  As such, the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning are not 
consistent with the City of Fresno General Plan and, therefore, the City of Fresno 
opposes the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning.  However, should the 
County of Fresno be of the viewpoint that the proposed General Plan Amendment and 
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rezoning can be supported, the City of Fresno requests that the following Conditions of 
Approval be included: 

1. The project developer shall construct all street frontage improvements along 
the subject parcel’s Dudley Avenue frontage, per City of Fresno development 
standards.  This requirement shall include any right-of-way dedication 
necessary for the street frontage improvements. 

2. Only low-water uses shall be permitted until such time that public water 
service from the City of Fresno public water system is available to the subject 
parcel.  Availability of public water service shall be defined as the presence of 
a potable water main constructed and operational within 100 feet of the 
subject parcel.  At such time when public water service is available to the 
subject parcel, the property shall be required to: (a) connect to the City of 
Fresno public water system within 60 calendar days; (b) destroy any onsite 
water well in accordance with State and County well destruction standards 
within 60 days; and (c) pay all City of Fresno water meter, service connection, 
and capacity fees as specified in the City's Master Fee Schedule.  If the 
subject parcel fails to connect to the City of Fresno public water system within 
60 calendar days of public water service being available to the property, the 
property owner consents to the City of Fresno placing a lien on the subject 
parcel equal to the value of the water well destruction cost, water meter cost, 
service connection cost, and capacity fee cost. 

3. Only uses that generate small amounts of liquid waste shall be permitted until 
such time that public sewer service from the City of Fresno public sewer 
system is available to the subject parcel.  Availability of public sewer service 
shall be defined as the presence of a public sewer main constructed and 
operational within 100 feet of the subject parcel.  At such time when public 
sewer service is available to the subject parcel, the property shall be required 
to: (a) connect to the City of Fresno public sewer system within 60 calendar 
days; (b) destroy any onsite wastewater disposal system in accordance with 
State and County wastewater disposal system destruction standards within 
60 days; and (c) pay all City of Fresno sewer lateral, connection, and capacity 
fees as specified in the City's Master Fee Schedule.  If the subject parcel fails 
to connect to the City of Fresno public sewer system within 60 calendar days 
of public sewer service being available to the property, the property owner 
consents to the City of Fresno placing a lien on the subject parcel equal to the 
value of the wastewater disposal system destruction cost, sewer lateral cost, 
service connection cost, and capacity fee cost. 

 
With adherence to the recommended Conditions of Approval, Mitigation Measures and 
Project Notes identified in this Initial Study, Staff believes any General Plan 
incompatibility issues associated with the proposed General Plan Amendment and 
rezoning will be less than significant. 

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

Community Conservation Plan? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
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The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning will not conflict with any Habitat 
Conservation Plan or Natural Community Conservation Plan.  No such Plans were 
identified in the analysis of the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning 

 
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 mineral resource impacts were identified in the analysis of the proposed General 
Plan Amendment and rezoning.  The subject parcel is not located in a mineral resource 
area 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 
 
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 Environmental Health Division of the Fresno County Department of Public Health 
reviewed this proposal and did not identify any potential noise-related impacts.  
However, possible future development to be allowed by the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning must comply with the Fresno County Noise Ordinance related 
to construction noise, limiting noise-generating construction activities to the hours of 
7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Saturday and 
Sunday, thereby minimizing noise impacts to less than significant.  This mandatory 
requirement will be included as a Project Note for future development. 

 
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? 
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FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The subject parcel is located approximately one and three quarter-miles northwest of a 
municipal airport identified as “Fresno Chandler Executive Airport”; however, the subject 
parcel is not located within any Safety Zone of the airport. 

 
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 proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning will not construct or displace 
housing, and will not otherwise 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: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were provided to the North 
Central Fire Protection District for review, which did not identify any concerns related to 
the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning.  However, possible future 
development to be allowed by the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning 
must comply with the California Code of Regulations Title 24 – Fire Code.  This 
mandatory requirement will be included as a Project Note for future development. 
 
2. Police protection? 
 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning was reviewed by the Fresno 
County Sheriff’s Department, which did not identify any concerns related to the 
proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning. 

 
3. Schools; or 
 
4. Parks; or 
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5. Other public facilities? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
No impacts on the provision of other services were identified in the analysis of the 
proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning. 

 
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: 
 
No such impacts were identified in the analysis of the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning. 

 
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 
 

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 WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 
 

The subject parcel has frontage on Dudley Avenue, which is a County-maintained road 
classified as a local road.  The minimum total right-of-way standard for a local road is 60 
feet; however, the total existing right-of-way for the portion of Dudley Avenue that fronts 
the subject parcel is 40 feet, with 20 feet north and 20 feet south of the center line.  As 
such, 10 feet of additional right-of-way dedication is needed from the north side of the 
subject parcel that abuts Dudley Avenue.  This requirement will be included as a 
Condition of Approval to satisfy the minimum right-of-way standard for the local road 
classification. 
 
The proposed Contractors Storage Yard to be allowed by the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning will have access to Dudley Avenue via a proposed 30-foot-
wide gravel-surfaced driveway. 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were provided to the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) for review, which did not identify any concerns 
related to the proposal.  The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were 
also provided to the City of Fresno for review, which did not identify any concerns 
related to transportation or traffic. 
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The proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning were reviewed by the Design 
Division of the Fresno County Department of Public Works and Planning, which did not 
express any concerns regarding the carrying capacities of the adjacent roadways and 
did not require a Traffic Impact Study (TIS).  However, the Design Division requested 
that truck storage be prohibited on the subject parcel.  This prohibition of truck storage 
will be included as a Mitigation Measure to reduce adverse transportation and traffic 
impacts from possible future development to a less than significant level. 

 
* Mitigation Measure 
 

1. Storage of trucks shall be prohibited on the subject parcel. 
 

C. Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The subject parcel is located approximately one and three quarter-miles northwest of a 
municipal airport identified as “Fresno Chandler Executive Airport”; however, the subject 
parcel is not located within any Safety Zone of the airport. 

 
D. Would the project substantially increase traffic hazards due to design features; or 
 
E. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
No such impacts were identified in the analysis of the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning. 

 
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 proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning will not conflict with any adopted 
alternative transportation plans.  No such impacts were identified in the analysis of the 
proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning. 

 
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
 

A. Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements; or 
 
B. Would the project require construction of or the expansion of new water or wastewater 

treatment facilities? 
 

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 
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See discussion in Section VI.E Geology and Soils. 
 

C. Would the project require or result in the construction or expansion of new storm water 
drainage facilities? 

 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT 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: NO 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 WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 
 
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: NO IMPACT: 
 
No such impacts were identified in the analysis of the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning. 

 
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: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 

 
Pursuant to discussion in Section IV (Biological Resources), no such impacts on 
biological resources were identified in the analysis of the proposed General Plan 
Amendment and rezoning. 
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Pursuant to discussion in Section V (Cultural Resources), possible future development 
to be allowed by the proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning may have 
impacts on cultural resources; however, the Mitigation Measure included in Section V 
(Cultural Resources) will reduce such impacts to a less than significant level. 

 
B. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
No cumulatively considerable impacts were identified in the analysis of the proposed 
General Plan Amendment and rezoning. 

 
C. Does the project have environmental impacts which will cause substantial adverse 

effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
No substantial adverse impacts on human beings were identified in the analysis of the 
proposed General Plan Amendment and rezoning. 

 
CONCLUSION/SUMMARY 
 
Based upon the Initial Study prepared for General Plan Amendment Application No. 551 and 
Amendment Application No. 3823, staff has concluded that the proposal 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, mineral resources, population and 
housing, or recreation. 
 
Potential impacts related to air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous 
materials, land use and planning, noise, and public services have been determined to be less 
than significant. 
 
Potential impacts relating to aesthetics, cultural resources, geology and soils, hydrology and 
water quality, transportation and traffic, and utilities and service systems 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” Street, Fresno, California. 
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FROM: Derek Chambers, Planner, Current Planning Unit 
 Development Services Division 
 
 Anthony Lee, Planner, Policy Planning Unit 
 Development Services Division 
 
SUBJECT: Initial Study Application No. 7298, Amendment Application No. 3823, General Plan 

Application No. 551 
 
APPLICANT: Larry and Shelly Rompal 
 
DUE DATE: May 11, 2017 
 
The Department of Public Works and Planning, Development Services Division is reviewing the 
subject applications proposing to amend the County General Plan and County-adopted Fresno High-
Roeding Community Plan by re-designating a 3.57-acre parcel from Rural Density Residential to 
Limited Industrial; and re-zone the 3.57-acre parcel from R-R(nb) (Rural Residential, two-acre 
minimum parcel size, Neighborhood Beautification Overlay) to M-1(c) (Light Manufacturing, 
Conditionally limited to Contractors Storage Yard). 
 
The Department is also reviewing for environmental effects, as mandated by the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and for conformity with plans and policies of the County. 
 
Please review the proposal and respond to the questionnaire.  Please answer the questions 
according to your specific area of expertise. 
 
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 May 11, 2017.  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 General Plan consistency to Anthony 
Lee, Policy Planning Unit, Development Services Division, Fresno County Department of Public 
Works and Planning, 2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor, Fresno, CA  93721, or call (559) 600-9613, or 
email anthonylee@co.fresno.ca.us; and 
 
Address any correspondence or questions related to environmental and/or policy/design issues to 
me, Derek Chambers, 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) 600-4205, or email dchambers@co.fresno.ca.us. 
 
G:\4360Devs&Pln\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\AA\3800-3899\3823\ROUTING\AA3823 GPA551 SCH Routing Ltr.doc 
 
Activity Code (Internal Review): 2369 
 
Enclosures 
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The County of Fresno is an Equal Employment Opportunity Employer 

 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING 

STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR 

 
 

PLANNER: Derek Chambers 
 

COMMENT SCOPE GUIDELINES 
 
NOTE: Please write legibly in ink or type.  This will be included as part of the Initial Study. 
 
To the extent that this project involves your area of expertise, please consider the following 
questions. 
 
1. Is there sufficient information for you to evaluate the probable environmental impacts of 

this project? If not, what information is needed? 
 

2. What potential adverse impacts will the project have on the vicinity or inhabitants of the 
project itself (e.g., change in traffic volumes, water quality, land use, soils, air, etc.)?  Be 
as precise as possible and answer only for your area of expertise.  
 

3. Are the potential impacts (identified in question 2) significant enough to warrant the 
preparation of an EIR? 

 
4. If the project is approved, what conditions of approval are necessary to implement 

County plans and policies or to protect the public health, safety, and general welfare? 
 
5. If applicable, please identify specific existing regulations, standards, or routine 

processing procedures which would mitigate the potential adverse impacts identified in 
Question 2, or to implement the conditions of approval identified in Question 4. 

 
*If you have no comments regarding this project, please email “NO COMMENT” to 
 dchambers@co.fresno.ca.us  
 
 
 
DC: 
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Management Summary 
 
Agri-Valley Irrigation, LLC proposes to construct a 12,000-square foot storage building with perimeter 
fencing on the 4.5 acres of property at Assessor Parcel Number 449-110-23 in Fresno County, California. 
Soar Environmental Consulting, Inc. (Soar Environmental) has prepared this Phase I archaeological survey 
report for Agri-Valley Irrigation, LLC, in support of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
requirements and Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) Native American Tribal Consultation.  The Client is required by 
Fresno County (County) law to file a General Plan Amendment request and a Rezone Application with the 
County as part of its development application. The County, as lead agency, is required to conduct AB 52 
consultation with all Native American tribes that request consultation. At least one Native American tribe 
responded to the notification and has requested consultation with the County.   
 
Soar Environmental conducted an archaeological survey on October 20th, 2017, to determine the presence 
of potential cultural resources on the Project site and to assess the effects of the proposed Project.  In 
addition, Soar Environmental conducted an archaeological resources records search at the Southern San 
Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVIC) located at California State University, Bakersfield to identify 
any previously recorded cultural resources and prior studies within the Project vicinity, and submitted a 
formal request that the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) review its Sacred Lands Files for 
known resources in the Project vicinity.   
 
This report documents all Project efforts to meet the requirements set forth by CEQA, which requires lead 
agencies to determine whether a Project will have a significant impact on cultural resources.  The Phase I 
archaeological survey identified no potential cultural resources on the Project site.  A copy of this report 
will be transmitted to SSJVIC for inclusion in the California Historical Resources Information System.  Field 
notes and photographs are on file at the Soar Environmental Consulting main office located at 1401 Fulton 
Street, Suite 918 in Fresno, California. 
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1. Introduction 
 
Agri-Valley Irrigation, LLC, (Client) is proposing to construct a 12,000-square foot storage building, with 
perimeter fencing on the 4.5-acre parcel, defined as Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 449-110-23.  The 
Project site is located on the north side of West Belmont Avenue, between North Marks Avenue and North 
Valentine Avenue (Figure 1), in Fresno, California.  The Project is located on Section 36, Township 13 South, 
Range 19 East of the Fresno North Topographic Quadrangle Map of 2012 (USGS 2012, Figure 2). 
 
Soar Environmental Consulting (Soar Environmental) conducted a Phase I archaeological survey, on 
October 20th, 2017, at the Project site and performed a records search to support Fresno County (County) 
in complying with the regulations and requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
and Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52). 
 
The Phase I Archaeological Survey performed by Soar Environmental included:  

1. The performance of an archaeological records search for cultural resources documented on 
and/or near the Project site from the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVIC) 
located at California State University, Bakersfield; 

2. A formal request for a Sacred Land File search from the Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAHC); 

3. The performance of an on-site pedestrian survey by a qualified archaeologist; and,  
4. The preparation of this technical report to document the findings. 

 
Consuelo Sauls, M.A., a Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA #41591505) and Principal Investigator 
for Soar Environmental, provided technical and administrative oversight for all Project cultural resource 
tasks.  Courtney Montgomery, Soar Environmental Cultural Resources Specialist, assisted with technical 
support and conducted the pedestrian Phase I archaeological survey.  
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Figure 1 – Project vicinity in Fresno County, California 
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Figure 2 – Project location on USGS Fresno North, CA 7.5-minute quadrangle 
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2. Regulatory Context 
 
California Environmental Quality Act 
 
CEQA (codified at Public Resources Code sec. 21000 et. Seq.) is the principal statute governing 
environmental review of projects occurring in the State.  CEQA requires lead agencies to determine if a 
project would have a significant effect on historical or unique archaeological resources associated with a 
Project.  The CEQA guidelines describe an historical resource as:  
 

1. A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission, 
for listing in the California Register of Historical Resource;  

2. A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in section 5020.1(k) of 
the Public Resources Code (PRC) or identified as significant in an historical resource survey 
meeting the requirements section 5024.1 (g) of the PRC; and any object, building, structure, site, 
area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or 
significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, social, political, 
military, or cultural annals of California may be considered to be an historical resource, provided 
the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing on the 
California Register of Historical Resources. 

 
Assembly Bill 52 
 
AB 52 requires lead agencies to provide notice to Native American tribes that are traditionally and 
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of a proposed project, if they have requested notice.  When 
a tribe requests consultation within 30 days of receipt of the notice, the lead agency must consult with 
the tribe.  Consultation may include discussing the type of environmental review necessary, the 
significance of tribal cultural resources, the significance of the project’s impacts on the tribal cultural 
resources, and alternatives and mitigation measures recommended by the tribe.  The parties must consult 
in good faith, and consultation is deemed concluded when the parties agree on measures to mitigate or 
avoid a significant effect on a tribal cultural resource (if such a significant effect exists), or when a party 
concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached. 
 
Furthermore, AB 52 establishes tribal cultural resources as a separate category of cultural resources under 
CEQA in addition to historic, archaeological, and paleontological resources. PRC Section 21074 defines 
tribal cultural resources as: 
 

(1) Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural 
value to a California Native American tribe that are either of the following: 

(A) Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register 
of Historical Resources. 

(B) Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision 
(k) of Section 5020.1. 

(2) A resource 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 Section 5024.1. 
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Finally, PRC Section 21084 requires public agencies, when feasible, to avoid damaging tribal cultural 
resources, and sets forth example mitigation measures which may be considered to avoid or minimize 
significant adverse effects to said resources.  These example mitigation measures include: preservation in 
place, protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource, protecting the traditional use of the 
resource, protecting the confidentiality of the resource, or permanent conservation easements with 
culturally appropriate management criteria. 
 
3. Setting 
 
Natural Setting 
 
Fresno is located in the heart of the San Joaquin Valley of California. The San Joaquin Valley is a long, 
narrow, northwest-trending, alluvial valley that lies between the Sierra Nevada Range to the east, and the 
Coast Ranges to the west (Wagner 2002).  The region was historically covered with native annual and 
perennial grasses, San Joaquin saltbush, valley oak savanna, riparian forest, and tule marsh (McNab and 
Avers 1996; Munz and Keck 1973). 
 
The Project area is best characterized historically as a rural ranching and agricultural region consisting of 
both large and small mammals.  Prehistorically, the larger mammals inhabiting the Project area would 
have included mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus californicus), black-tailed deer (O. hemionus columbianus), 
tule elk (Cervus elaphus nannoides), pronghorn (Antilocarpa Americana), mountain lion (Felis concolor), 
and black bear (Ursus americanus) (Jameson and Peeters 1988). The small mammals that historically 
inhabited the Project area included rabbit (Sylvilagus sp.), black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus), 
western gray squirrel (Sciurus griseus), coyote (Canis latrans), and gray fox (Urocyon cinereoargenteus). 
 
The Project area is currently utilized as storage for an industrial site.  The soil surface layer is heavily 
disturbed and unpaved, comprised of sandy silt with gravel and clay deposits. 
 
4. Cultural Setting 
 
Prehistoric Setting 
 
During the Early Holocene epoch (9700 to 4000 B.C.), large game hunting societies populated the area.  
Culturally significant surface finds in the Tulare Basin have yielded some projectile points similar to 
particular Paleoindian varieties (i.e. Clovis), suggesting an initial occupation pre-dating approximately 
11,300 years before present (B.P.)  The Middle Holocene epoch (4000 to 1000 B.C.) is characterized by 
pinto-like points and groundstone tools, although the association between the epoch and specific 
societies is not certain.   
 
Olsen and Payen (1968) developed a chronology of four temporally distinct complexes for sites found 
within the southern San Joaquin Valley.  The first complex, the Positas Complex, ranges from 3300 to 2600 
B.C. and is characterized by small shaped mortars, short cylindrical pestles, milling stones, perforated flat 
cobbles, and sea snail shell beads.  The second complex is the Pacheco Complex which ranges from 
approximately 2600 B.C. to 300 A.D.  This complex is divided into Phase B and Phase A.  Phase B ranges 
from 2600 B.C. to 1600 B.C. and is characterized by biface arrow points, abalone shell ornaments, and sea 
snail shell beads.  Phase A ranges from 1600 B.C. to 300 A.D. and is represented by more variation in shell 
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bead types, perforated canine teeth, bone awl, whistles, grass saws, large stemmed and side-notched 
points, and an abundance of milling stones, mortars, and pestles.  The Gonzaga Complex is the third 
complex; it ranges from 300 to 1000 A.D. and is characterized by extended burials, bowl mortars, shaped 
pestles, squared and tapered stem projectile points, bone awls, grass saws, and a shell industry composed 
of distinctive shell ornaments and beads.  Lastly, the Panoche Complex ranges from 1500 A.D. to European 
contact (mid to late 1700 A.D.) and is characterized by the presence of fewer milling stones, varied mortars 
and pestles, small side-notched arrow points, clamshell disc beads, bone awls, whistles, saws, and tubes. 
 
Ethnographic Setting 
 
The Project site is located within the southernmost portion of the Northern Valley Yokuts territory.  The 
Northern Valley Yokuts territory extended from the Mokelumne River to the north, well into the San 
Joaquin Valley and Sierra Nevada foothills in the south (Wallace 1978). The Northern Valley Yokuts traded 
goods with the Costanoans, Sothern Valley Yokuts, Salinanas, Miwoks, and Foothill Yokuts.  The Northern 
Valley Yokuts traded deer skins, willow bark for baskets, and acorns in exchange for obsidian, bows, 
arrows, and shell beads.  In this area, there was no pottery; however, basketry was highly developed, and 
spears were skillfully made.  The diet of the Northern Valley Yokuts consisted mostly of acorn meal that 
had been leached of tannin, combined with such delicacies as dried grasshopper and caterpillars, plant 
bulbs, berries, fish, and small game animals (Farquhar 1965). 
 
Most Northern Valley Yokuts groups had their first contact with Europeans in the early 1800s, when the 
Spanish began exploring the Delta.  The gradual erosion of the Yokuts culture began during the mission 
period (1764 to 1834 A.D.). Epidemics of European diseases played a large role in the decimation of the 
native population. The final blow to the native population came with the Gold Rush, where, in the rush to 
access the southern mines, Yokut populations were displaced from their existing territories. Ex-miners 
settling in the fertile valley applied further pressure to the Yokuts, and altered the landforms and 
waterways of the valley.  Many Yokuts resorted to wage labor on farms and ranches. Others were settled 
on land set aside for them on the Fresno and Tule River Reserves. 
 
Historical Setting 
 
In 1826, Euro-American trappers began to enter the region to hunt fur-bearing animals of the Central 
Valley.  Land grants issued by Spanish, and later Mexican governors, aided in the settlement of the valley, 
providing settlers with large sections of land for farming and ranching.  Prior to the Gold Rush, the San 
Joaquin Valley was devoted to grazing and hunting, as immense herds of cattle and some horses roamed 
the valley floor. As a result of the influx from the Gold Rush population, an increase in food production 
became necessary, which changed the San Joaquin Valley to a center for agriculture.  Some of the less-
successful miners turned to farming the fertile swamp lands of the San Joaquin Valley (Hoover, 2002). 
 
5. Area of Potential Effect 
 
The Project will affect the entire 4.5-acre Project site, as illustrated in Appendix A.  The Area of Potential 
Effect (APE) studied as part of this cultural resources assessment can be characterized as heavily 
disturbed, unpaved, and is characterized by sandy silt with gravel and clay deposits.  The horizontal APE 
includes 4.5 acres of land affected by construction activities.  The vertical APE is undetermined. 
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6. Research Design 
 
This work was completed pursuant to CEQA Section 15064.5 and AB 52. The purpose of this archaeological 
survey is to locate and document any previously recorded and/or new cultural resources, including 
archaeological sites, features, and isolates that have exceeded 45 years in age within the Project 
boundaries. The Project site was examined using 3-meter transect intervals where accessible. 

 
This archaeological survey is intended to determine whether cultural resources are located within the 
boundaries of the Project site, whether any cultural resources therein are significantly eligible pursuant 
to the above-referenced regulations and standards, and to develop specific mitigation measures that will 
address any potential impacts to existing or potential resources.  The archaeological survey consists of the 
following tasks: 

 
1. Cultural resources records search to review studies and documentation, specifically for 

archaeological resources recorded within a one-mile radius of the Project site. 
2. Systematic pedestrian survey of the Project site. 

 
7. Methods 
 
Records Search 
 
On October 16th, 2017, Mrs. Sauls, RPA conducted research at SSJVIC and reviewed the status of all 
recorded historic and prehistoric cultural resources survey and excavation reports completed within one 
mile of the Project site. In her research, she reviewed additional resources including the National Register, 
the California Historical Landmarks and Listing of National Register Properties, the California Register, and 
documents and inventories published by the California Office of Historic Preservation.  
 
According to the records on file at the SSJVIC, three previous cultural resources surveys were conducted 
within a radius of one-half (1/2)-mile of the Project site.  The previous surveys included FR2250 (Bonner 
2005), FR2501 (Binning 2008), and FR2722 (Anderson 2015).  No archaeological resources were recorded 
within one-half mile of the Project site or within the APE. 
 
On October 13th, 2017, Mrs. Sauls contacted the NAHC to request a search of its Sacred Lands File to 
determine if any Native American cultural resources have been recorded in the Project area.  On October 
23rd, 2017, the NAHC responded stating that no Native American cultural resources were reported from 
the Sacred Lands File records search within the APE.  The NAHC recommends contacting the Native 
American tribes to determine if any sacred lands are in the Project area. Outreach to Native American 
tribes is already being conducted by the County under AB 52.  
 
Pedestrian Survey 
 
On October 20th, 2017, Cultural Resources Specialist, Courtney Montgomery, conducted a pedestrian 
survey on the entire 4.5-acre Project site.  Ms. Montgomery surveyed for any above-ground evidence of 
cultural resources that would be consistent with the prehistoric period (rock shelters, earthworks, 
foundation remnants, petroglyphs, and pictographs, etc.), or remnants of human activities dating to the 
historic period within the Project site. Ms. Montgomery took digital photographs of the survey area using 
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an 8-megapixel mobile camera and documented observations on a survey record form. Soar 
Environmental will retain copies of photographs and field notes at the main office located at 1401 Fulton 
Street, Suite 918 in Fresno, California. 
 
The Project site had been extensively graded and is currently being used to store agricultural vehicles and 
construction equipment.  The sparse amount of vegetation on the Project site consists of dried grass on 
the northern part of the site.  During the survey, Ms. Montgomery noted approximately 70% ground 
visibility, due to the presence of the construction equipment occluding the ground visibility on the Project 
site.  No culturally significant resources were found on the Project site. 
 
A sampling strategy of shovel testing was not performed as part of the Phase I survey, due to the Project 
site being heavily disturbed. 
 
8. Report of Findings 
 
The October 20th, 2017 survey results were negative.  No historic or prehistoric materials were identified 
within the APE. No further archaeological studies are recommended. 
 
9. Evaluation 
 
Should future ground disturbance activities result in the detection of subsurface cultural deposits not 
addressed in this report, Soar Environmental makes the following recommendations: 
 
Potential Archaeological Sites 
 
There is a possibility that subsurface archaeological deposits exist in the study area, as archaeological sites 
may be buried with no surface manifestation.  If concentrations of prehistoric or historic-period materials 
are encountered during ground disturbing activities, Soar Environmental recommends that all work in the 
immediate vicinity halt until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the finds and make specific 
recommendations.  Examples of prehistoric materials include obsidian and chert flake stone tools (e.g. 
projectile points, knives, scrapers) or toolmaking debitage, cultural darkened soil (midden) containing 
heat-affected rocks, artifacts, or shellfish remains, and stone milling equipment (e.g. mortars, pestles, 
handstones).  Examples of historical materials include stone, concrete, or adobe footings and walls, filled 
wells or privies, and deposits of metal, glass, and/or ceramic refuse. 
 
Encountering Human Remains  
 
The possibility of encountering human remains cannot be entirely discounted.  If human graves are 
encountered, work should halt, and the County Coroner should be notified.  The California Health and 
Safety Code Section 7050.5 states it is a misdemeanor to knowingly disturb a human grave.  Upon 
discovery, the Project owner should contact a qualified archaeologist to evaluate the historical 
significance of the remains.  If human remains are of Native American origin, the Coroner must notify the 
NAHC within 24 hours of the identification.    
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Area of Potential Effect (APE) Map 



Appendix B 
Native American Heritage Commission Correspondence 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA               Edmund G. Brown, Jr., Go v e r n or  
 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
Environmental and Cultural Department 
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100 
West Sacramento, CA 95691 
(916) 373-3710 

 
 

October 23, 2017 
 
 
Consuelo Sauls 
Soar Environmental Consulting  
 
Sent by Email: csauls@soarhere.com 
Number of Pages: 2 
 
RE: Fresno CPA APN 449-110- 23, Fresno North, Fresno County  
 
Dear Ms. Sauls:  
 

A record search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands 
File was completed for the area of potential project effect (APE) referenced above with negative 
results. Please note that the absence of specific site information in the Sacred Lands File 
does not indicate the absence of Native American cultural resources in any APE. 

 
I suggest you contact all of those listed, if they cannot supply information, they might 

recommend others with specific knowledge.  The list should provide a starting place to locate 
areas of potential adverse impact within the APE. By contacting all those on the list, your 
organization will be better able to respond to claims of failure to consult.  If a response 
has not been received within two weeks of notification, the NAHC requests that you follow-up 
with a telephone call to ensure that the project information has been received. 
   

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from any of these 
individuals or groups, please notify me.  With your assistance we are able to assure that our 
lists contain current information.  If you have any questions or need additional information, 
please contact via email: Sharaya.souza@nahc.ca.gov. 

 
  
Sincerely, 
  
 
 
 
Sharaya Souza 
Staff Services Analyst 
(916) 573-0168 



Native American Heritage Commission
Native American Contacts

10/23/2017

Elizabeth  D. Kipp, Chairperson
P.O. Box 337 / 37387 Auberry

Auberry 93602

(559) 374-0066

Western Mono
CA,

lkipp@bsrnation.com

(559) 374-0055

Big Sandy Rancheria of Western Mono Indians

Carol Bill, Chairperson
P.O. Box  209
Tollhouse 93667
(559) 855-5043

Mono
CA,

(559) 855-4445 Fax

Cold Springs Rancheria

Robert Ledger SR., Tribal Chairperson
2216 East Hammond Street
Fresno 93703

(559) 519-1742 Office

Dumna/Foothill
MonoCA,

ledgerrobert@ymail.com

Dumna Wo-Wah Tribal Goverment

Chairperson
Box 44
Dunlap 93621
(559) 338-2545

Mono
CA,

Dunlap Band of Mono Indians

Stan Alec
3515 East Fedora Avenue
Fresno 93726
(559) 647-3227 Cell

Foothill Yokuts
ChoinumniCA,

Kings River Choinumni Farm Tribe

Ron Goode, Chairperson
13396 Tollhouse Road
Clovis 93619

(559) 299-3729 Home

Mono
CA,

rwgoode911@hotmail.com

(559) 355-1774 - cell

North Fork Mono Tribe

Claudia Gonzalez, Chairperson
8080 Palm Ave, Suite 207
Fresno 93711

Chukchansi / Yokut
CA,

Picayune Rancheria of Chukchansi Indians

Rueben Barrios Sr., Chairperson
P.O. Box 8
Lemoore 93245
(559) 924-1278

Tache
Tachi
Yokut

CA,

(559) 924-3583 Fax

Santa Rosa Indian Community of the Santa Rosa Rancheria

Leanne Walker-Grant, Chairperson
P.O. Box 410
Friant 93626
(559) 822-2587

Yokuts
CA,

(559) 822-2693 Fax

Table Mountain Rancheria of California

Bob Pennell, Cultural  Resources Director
P.O. Box 410
Friant 93626

(559) 325-0351
(559) 217-9718 - cell

Yokuts
CA,

rpennell@tmr.org

(559) 325-0394 Fax

Table Mountain Rancheria of California

This list is current only as of the date of this document and is based on the information available to the Commission on the date it
was produced.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resource Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources assessments for the
Fresno CPA APN-190-29S, Chounet Ranch, Fresno County.



Native American Heritage Commission
Native American Contacts

10/23/2017

David Alvarez, Chairperson
2415 E. Houston Avenue
Fresno 93720

(559) 323-6231
(559) 217-0396  Cell

Choinumni
CA,

davealvarez@sbcglobal.net

(559) 292-5057 Fax

Traditional Choinumni Tribe

Kenneth Woodrow, Chairperson
1179 Rock Haven Ct.
Salinas 93906

(831) 443-9702

Foothill Yokuts
Mono
Wuksache

CA,
kwood8934@aol.com

Wuksache Indian Tribe/Eshom Valley Band

This list is current only as of the date of this document and is based on the information available to the Commission on the date it
was produced.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resource Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources assessments for the
Fresno CPA APN-190-29S, Chounet Ranch, Fresno County.
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