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remains, and follow the procedures and protocols set forth in CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.4 (e)(1). If the County Sheriff-Coroner determines that the remains 
are Native American in origin, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) 
will be notified, in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(c) and 
Public Resources Code Section 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641). The NAHC 
shall designate a Most Likely Descendent (MLD) for the remains per Public 
Resources Code Section 5097.98, and the landowner shall ensure that the 
immediate vicinity, according to generally accepted cultural or archaeological 
standards or practices, where the Native American human remains are located, is 
not damaged or disturbed by further development activity until the landowner has 
discussed and conferred, as prescribed in Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, 
with the MLD regarding their recommendations for the disposition of the remains, 
taking into account the possibility of multiple human remains. 
 

VI.  ENERGY 
 
 Would the project: 
 
A. Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 

unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation; 
or 

 
B. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency? 

 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
Development of the project site involves the use of non-renewable materials during 
construction due to the use of diesel and gasoline during construction of the project. 
After construction (during operation), the project will use energy power required to light, 
heat, and cool the various proposed buildings. All new development will be subject to 
the most recent building code, which implements the most recent (2016) California 
Energy Code, which is also known as the California Energy Efficiency Standards. 
Further, existing regulation requires an increasing percentage of utility-provided power 
to be generated with renewable technology, such as solar power. With the 
implementation of these codes, the buildings will not present a wasteful or inefficient 
consumption of energy. Vehicular travel on the site is prohibited – parking for events will 
occur on the front portion of the parcel, further reducing fuel usage.  
 

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 
 
  Would the project: 
 

A. Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving:  
 
1. 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? 
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2. Strong seismic ground shaking? 

 
3. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

 
4. Landslides? 
 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The Department of Conservation’s Geological Survey provides information regarding 
California’s geology, seismology, and mineral resources. According to this database, 
the project site is not located in an area where a fault is at risk of rupture, strong seismic 
ground shaking will occur, or where landslides are a risk. The nearest fault is located 
more than 50 miles west (the Ortigalita Fault Zone).  

 
B. Result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil; or 
 
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? 
 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The project site is not located in an area where steep slopes make loss of topsoil or 
landslides likely. While the removal of orchard trees can leave the parcel more 
susceptible to the loss of topsoil, County regulations require that runoff is maintained 
onsite. Developers are required to prepare a grading plan which will show how runoff 
shall be handling during and after construction. With compliance to this regulation, 
impacts due to run-off of soil or landslides would be less than significant.  
 
The project will not use groundwater, precluding significant impacts due to subsidence. 
Many projects in this area are served by the City of Fresno for water service. The site is 
also not located in an area at risk of severe ground shaking, precluding risks due to 
seismically-induced liquefaction and lateral spreading. 

 
D. Be located on expansive soil as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code 

(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property? 
 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
Soil at the project site is composed of Atwater sandy loam (75.4%) and Hesperia fine 
sandy loam (24.3%), with a small (0.3%) section of Ramona sandy loam. In general, 
soils which are classified as “sandy loam” have 20% or less clay content. Clay has a 
high shrink-swell potential; however its limited presence on the project site precludes 
significant risk. Figure 7-1 of the Fresno County General Plan Background Report 
(FCGPBR) shows that the project is outside the areas designated as containing soil 
with moderately high to high expansion potential.  
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ii. Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would 
result in flooding on- or offsite? 
 

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

iv. Impede or redirect flood flows? 
 
D. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project 

inundation; or 
 
E. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable 

groundwater management plan? 
 

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The project will connect to the City of Fresno for water services before occupancy 
permits are released. Therefore, the project will not interfere with groundwater recharge 
and will not interfere with a groundwater sustainability plan. There are no streams or 
rivers in the vicinity of the project site, precluding impacts to such resources. While 
development of the site will change the existing drainage patterns by adding pavement 
and removing existing orchard trees, compliance to regulations which restrict erosion 
through grading plans will prevent such impacts from becoming significant. Further, the 
site is not located in a flood hazard area; is too distant from the ocean to be at risk of 
tsunami; and is not located near enough to a large, still body of water to be at risk of 
inundation due to seiche.  

 
XI.  LAND USE AND PLANNING 

 
 Would the project: 
 
A. Physically divide an established community? 

 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The scope of this project is restricted by the property lines of the subject parcel. There 
are no existing communities in the vicinity and therefore, development on this parcel 
could not separate them.  

 
B. Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, 

policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect? 

 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The Fresno County General Plan contains several policies regarding the establishment 
of urban uses in areas which are designated for agriculture. These policies tend to 
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direct such development away from important farmlands and closer to incorporated 
cities and unincorporated communities. As discussed in more detail in Section II. 
Agriculture, this project is consistent with those policies, despite its designation as 
Prime Farmland, due to its location adjacent to the limits of the City of Fresno and within 
the City’s Sphere of Influence: urban development was contemplated in this area by the 
City’s General Plan.  
 
While the City’s General Plan does not specifically identify this location for a religious 
facility, compatible zoning with the residential designation includes RS-5 (medium-
density residential) and RM-2 (Urban Neighborhood). Religious facilities of this size are 
allowed subject to approval of a use permit in RS-5 districts and are considered to be a 
by-right use in RM-2 Districts. The use would not be compatible with the designation for 
the proposed park; however that area of the parcel is currently used for residential 
purposes for the monk and caretakers of the facility, with no changes proposed as part 
of this application. The proposed use would be allowed within the existing AE-20 
(Exclusive Agricultural, 20-acre minimum parcel size) Zone District with approval of a 
Director Review and Approval application (this project).  
 

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES 
 
  Would the project: 
 

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; or 

 
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? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The project site is not located in an area where valuable mineral resources have been 
identified. Figure 7-7 (FCGPBR) shows that the location is outside of mapped mineral 
resource locations. 
 

XIII.  NOISE 
 
  Would the project result in: 
 

A. Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in 
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or 
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies? 
 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
This project proposes to use outdoor noise amplification during the four proposed 
events each year. The operational statement indicates that small speakers will be 
placed near the center of the parcel, where the surrounding orchard trees help to diffuse 
the sound. Such amplification for speeches and music will occur between 10:00 A.M. 
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and 4:00 P.M. on the weekends, which is when the County’s noise ordinance has the 
lightest standards for noise control. The applicant will be restricted by a condition of 
approval to comply with the operational statement, which indicates that “portable 
speakers less than 60 decibels wills be used and set up north of the Assembly Building 
at the center of the site.” With operation in compliance with said statement, the limited 
use of portable speakers will not cause a substantial impact on the ambient noise levels 
in the vicinity of the project site.  

 
B. Generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels? 

 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
As discussed above, outdoor sound amplification will be achieved through the use of 
portable speakers which will not exceed 60 decibels. No repetitious machinery which 
would cause ground concussions or vibration are proposed as part of this application. 
The use of this site as a church facility will not generate ground-borne vibration or 
ground-borne noise levels.  

 
C. For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, 

where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public 
use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to 
excessive noise levels? 
 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The project site is located within two miles of the Fresno Chandler Executive Airport; 
however, review of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for that airport shows that 
the site is outside of its noise contours. Therefore, while passing airplanes may be 
observed and heard by residents and visitors to the site, such noise will not exceed the 
Fresno County Noise Ordinance standards.  
 

XIV.  POPULATION AND HOUSING 
 
  Would the project: 
 

A. Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, 
by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension 
of roads or other infrastructure)? 
 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
The project is not proposing to build new residences or businesses, and it does not 
propose to pave or improve local roads. However, the City’s General Plan does 
designate this area for residential development (along with some supporting uses, as 
previously discussed) and therefore the potential to attract new population growth in this 
area is not unplanned and therefore would not result in significant impacts.  
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B. Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
This project does not propose to demolish or otherwise harm existing residences. 
Development will be limited to the property lines of the subject parcel and both homes 
on that parcel will be retained: one will serve as a home for the Buddhist monk who 
owns the property and the other will serve as a caretaker’s residence. 

 
XV.  PUBLIC SERVICES  
 
  Would the project: 
 

A. 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? 

 
1. Fire protection; 
 
2. Police protection; 
 
3. Schools; 
 
4. Parks; or 
 
5. Other public facilities? 

 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The nearest fire station to the project site is Station 7, located within the City of Fresno, 
approximately 2.77 miles east of the project site. Review of this application by the Fire 
Department identified design features, such as sprinklers, which would be required, but 
did not identify any concerns regarding response time.  
 
The nearest police station to the project site is located at Tuolumne and B Street; which 
is approximately 3.13 miles by road (2.45 miles direct). The Fresno County Sheriff’s 
department divides Fresno County into four basic patrol areas. The project site is within 
Area 2, which includes the unincorporated portions of metropolitan Fresno County. 
There are four patrol training officers assigned to this area and all entry-level field 
deputies complete their training. Additional officers include five detectives which operate 
between areas 2 and 4 (eastern Fresno County) to handle armed robberies and 
property crime investigation. In addition, there is one detective assigned to the Indian 
Gaming Grant position who assists with patrols and investigations in or near Table 
Mountain Rancheria and Big Sandy Rancheria. As discussed in Section XIV. 
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Population, the project will not result in new residential development and therefore will 
not interfere with desired staffing ratios. 
 
The project will not result in an increase in permanent population and therefore will have 
no impact in the need to improve schools, parks, or other public facilities. 
 

XVI. RECREATION 
 
  Would the project: 
 

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; or 

 
B. Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational 

facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The nearest park to the project site is Hyde Park, located approximately 0.87 miles 
northeast of the site. This park consists of approximately 16 acres of open space with 
no improvements. All local parks in the area are within the City of Fresno. 
 
The project relates to the operation of a worship facility two times each month with one 
large event every three months. It is expected that visitors to the project site will drive 
directly to the project site without detouring to use neighborhood or regional parks.  
 

XVI.  TRANSPORTATION 
 
  Would the project: 
 

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

  FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 
 

The worship center proposes to have its major events biweekly on Sundays and one 
event on the first weekends of February, May, July, and August. Up to 200 visitors 
during biweekly services and up to 300 visitors will be present during the large events. 
This traffic will occur on the weekend, when there is no rush hour peak traffic; however, 
impacts to the circulation system could occur if cars are not moved through the parking 
area into parking spots with efficiency, leading to a back-up of traffic along Jensen 
Avenue. This could lead to a violation of General Plan Policy TRA.A-2 which requires 
the County “to plan and design its roadway system in a manner that strives to meet 
Level of Service (LOS) D on urban roadways, within the sphere of influence of the cities 
of Fresno and Clovis and LOS C on all other roadways in the County.  
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The applicant will be required to implement the approved Traffic Management Plan as a 
mitigation measure. The Plan describes methods by which cars will flow through the 
project site and requires the use of flaggers to ensure guest compliance. By ensuring an 
adequate flow of traffic on the project site, impacts to the roadway due to vehicular 
back-up can be reduced to less than significant. 
 
* Mitigation Measures 
 
1. Operation of the proposed worship facility shall be in conformance with the 

Traffic Management Plan approved by the County and dated May 1, 2018. 
 
B. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, 

subdivision (b)? 
 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
Due to the project’s location outside the City of Fresno, it is not located within or near a 
high quality transit corridor or a major transit hub. The nearest bus stop is approximately 
2.5 miles east of the site, where Route 38 loops through the neighborhood at Jensen 
and Walnut Avenues before it turns northeast towards downtown. Therefore, it is likely 
that visitors to the project site will use personal vehicles rather than public 
transportation, resulting in a possible increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT). As 
discussed previously, a temple with new philosophies could attract new attendees 
(increase in VMT) or could attract attendees from other temples (change in VMT). In 
general, the applicant’s operational statement indicates that the temple is intended to 
serve persons in the community and it is therefore unlikely to attract visitors from distant 
locations.  
 
The City’s General Plan for this area contemplates a neighborhood with dense 
residential housing, a park, and a school. The City of Fresno’s bus system (the Fresno 
Area Express, or FAX), includes routes throughout the City and generally located on 
major roads. When the project site and surrounding properties are annexed by the City, 
such bus service is likely to be extended. The project is within the Edison Community 
Plan, which includes discussion regarding the need for bus service within its 
boundaries. 

 
C. Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or 

dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?; or 
 

D. Result in inadequate emergency access? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
This project proposes to add a left turn lane onto Jensen Avenue to accommodate 
vehicles which need to turn left into the project site. With this design feature 
incorporated, the project will result in no hazards from the geometric design of the 
roadway. In addition, the project will be required to develop in compliance with 
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regulations of the North Central Fire Protection District, which include specifics for road 
width and padlock type to ensure that adequate emergency access is maintained.  
 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 
 
  Would the project: 
 

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

 
1. Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or 

in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code 
section 5020.1(k), or 

 
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 Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall 
consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe? 

 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 
 
The County began consultation under the provisions of Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) by 
sending notice that the project was complete to the four tribes who requested such 
notification: Table Mountain Rancheria, Picayune Rancheria of Chukchansi Indians, 
Tachi Yokut Tribe, and the Dumna Wo Wah. Of these Tribal Governments, only the 
Dumna Wo Wah responded to the notice and requested consultation on September 7, 
2017. County staff provided copies of the Records Search and Sacred Lands Files to 
the Dumna Wo Wah representative and requested an in-person meeting to discuss the 
results and the tribe’s personal knowledge of resources which could be present on the 
site. Staff did not receive a response from the Tribe. After several attempts were made 
to schedule the meeting or receive written comments, staff concluded consultation on 
May 15, 2018.  
 
While no resources were identified on the project site, the County recognizes that 
previously-unknown resources may be present below the surface. If such artifacts are 
uncovered during ground-disturbing activities, then significant impacts may occur. To 
prevent such impacts, the mitigation measures detailed in Section V. Cultural 
Resources must be implemented.  

 
* Mitigation Measures 
 

1. See Section V. Cultural Resources 
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XIX.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 
 
  Would the project: 
 

A. Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater 
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications 
facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 
 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 
 
The project site is located within the Sphere of Influence of the City of Fresno. City 
policy requires that development in an area where sewer and water facilities are 
available will be required to connect with those facilities. In the case of this application, 
there is a 12-inch water main stub near the eastern corner of the project site. Sewer 
services are present in the area; however the project was prohibited by the City of 
Fresno from making a connection. 
 
The City of Fresno requires that the applicant install new water mains across the front of 
the property. It is anticipated that this work can be completed prior to or as part of the 
installation of curb and sidewalk, reducing potential impacts. Further, development from 
this project is required to comply with the mitigation measures which require pre-
construction surveys prior to ground-disturbance if construction is proposed during the 
bird nesting season and the mitigation measure which describes the halting of work in 
the area if a significant tribal or cultural resource, or human remains, are unearthed. 
 
Therefore, with compliance to these mitigation measures, which apply to the whole of 
the project, impacts from the installation of the new water main across the frontage of 
the parcel will not result in significant impacts.  
 
* Mitigation Measures 
 

1. See Section IV. Biological Resources 
2. See Section V. Cultural Resources 

 
B. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable 

future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 
 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The project will connect to the City of Fresno for their water supply. The City of Fresno 
draws water from the underground aquifer and also treats surface water to supplement 
the groundwater withdrawal. According to the City of Fresno Department of Public 
Utilities Website, the City runs an aggressive recharge program to supplement natural 
replenishment of the aquifer. Therefore, this project will have sufficient water supplies 
available through the City of Fresno. 
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C. 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? 
 
FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The project site will be served by existing and proposed septic systems. Therefore, no 
impacts to the capacity of a wastewater treatment plant will occur. 

 
D. Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity 

of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals; 
or 

 
E. Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste? 
 

FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
Solid waste generation at the project site will be minimal. Up to six persons may live on 
site with up to 200 people present biweekly and up to 300 people present once every 
three months. Worship ceremonies are not high-volume waste generators. The project 
site is already served by Republic Waste, which is contracted to collect and dispose of 
typical solid waste in and around the City of Fresno. Therefore, due to the limited 
amount of waste generation that will occur, the project will have no impacts on the 
generation of waste in excess of local capacity or in violation of federal, state, and local 
management statutes. It is anticipated that all solid waste can be collected as part of the 
existing haul service agreement.  
 

XX.  WILDFIRE 
 
  If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard 

severity zones, would the project: 
 

A. Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could 
cause significant environmental effects; or 

 
B. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby 

expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 
spread of a wildfire; or 

 
C. Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel 

breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate 
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment; or 

 
D. Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream 

flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes? 
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FINDING: NO IMPACT: 
 
The project is not located in an area designated as high or very high fire hazard severity 
zone. The nearest such area is located approximately 18 miles northeast of the project 
site (direct measure), on the east side of the City of Fresno.  
 

XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 
 
  Would the project: 
 

A. Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 
 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED: 
 
Direct impacts to special-status species is not anticipated as a result of this project due 
to the disturbed nature of the ground and general lack of habitat. Similarly, direct 
impacts to important examples of history or pre-history are not known to be present on 
the parcel and thus, no impacts are anticipated. 
 
However, it cannot be determined with certainty that special-status species and 
subsurface resources are not present on the site and therefore, mitigation measures are 
required to ensure that these impacts are reduced to less than significant.  
 
* Mitigation Measures 
 

1. See Section IV. Biological Resources 
2. See Section V. Cultural Resources 

 
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)? 
 
FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
As discussed in Section II. Agriculture, the project proposes to remove up to 5 acres of 
Prime farmland from agricultural production. This does not contribute to a cumulative 
impact because the City of Fresno’s General Plan anticipates residential development in 
this area and the eventual conversion of all farmland in this area is expected as 
development occurs. The project’s location proximate to the City is the preferred 
location for this type of development. Therefore, this project does not contribute to a 
cumulative impact relating to the loss or conversion of farmland. 



Evaluation of Environmental Impacts – Page 27 

 
As discussed in Section VIII. Hazards, the project site is located within one half mile of 
two toxic releases sites and one Superfund site. The Superfund site is the retired 
Fresno Sanitary Landfill, which has been undergoing remediation since the late 1980’s. 
Excessive use of groundwater in this area could cause adverse impacts on the 
remediation efforts; however, since this project proposes to connect to the City for water 
services, such impacts will not occur. The two toxic release sites are auto-dismantling 
facilities. Neither facility has any recorded violations and it is anticipated that they will 
continue to operate within existing regulations. This will reduce the possibility of release 
of toxic substances to less than significant and the project’s distance from both sites 
(approximately .28 miles northeast), will result in no impacts at the project site. 

 
C. Have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on human 

beings, either directly or indirectly? 
 

FINDING: LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT: 
 
No adverse impacts on human beings were identified as a result of this project. The 
proposed use of the site is as a worship facility where Buddhists can gather to pray and 
meditate. While the project will cause minor changes in the aesthetics of the area, 
weekend traffic patterns, and daytime noise levels, there will be no substantial adverse 
impacts.  
 

CONCLUSION/SUMMARY 
 
Based upon the Initial Study prepared for Director Review and Approval Application No. 4461, 
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 Land Use and Planning; Mineral 
Resources; Public Services; Recreation; and Wildfire. 
 
Potential impacts related to Agricultural and Forestry Resources; Air Quality; Energy; 
Greenhouse Gases; Hazards and Hazardous Materials; Hydrology and Water Quality; Noise; 
and Population and Housing have been determined to be less than significant.   
 
Potential impacts relating to Aesthetics; Biological Resources; Cultural Resources; Geology 
and Soils; Transportation; Tribal Cultural Resources; Utilities and Service Systems; and the 
Mandatory Findings of Significance have determined to be less than significant with 
compliance with the listed 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 southwest corner of Tulare and “M” Street, Fresno, California. 
 
CMM: 
G:\4360Devs&Pln\PROJSEC\PROJDOCS\DRA\4400-4499\4461\IS-CEQA\DRA 4461 IS wu.docx 
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