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Project Information 

Project Name: 30.20.5 - Community Action Partnership of Kern (CAPK) Food Bank Expansion 
Project 

Responsible Entity: Kern County Planning and Natural Resources Department, Community 
Development Division 

Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity): Community Action Partnership of Kern 
(CAPK) 

State/Local Identifier: 

Preparer: Kathleen Barker, Planner I 

Certifying Officer Name and Title: Lorelei Oviatt, Director 

Consultant (if applicable): NIA 

Direct Comments to: Kathleen Barker, Planner 

Project Location: The project consists of the expansion of an existing building located at 1807 
Feliz Drive Bakersfield, Ca. , the property is accessed from the corner of East Belle Terrace and 
Cottonwood Road, approximately 0.40 miles Northeast on Belle Terrace in Bakersfield, 
California. The Kern County Assessor's Parcel Number for the project site is APN 167-060-03. 
The existing parcel is 1.67 acres and currently owned by Community Action Partners of Kern 
(CAPK). Please see attached site map for more information . 

Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 50.12 & 58.32 ; 40 CFR 1508.25]: The CAPK Food 
Bank, located at 1807 Feliz Drive, Bakersfield, 93307, is the largest emergency food distributor 
in Kem County, serving the nutritional needs of the most vulnerable Bakersfield residents-low­
income and poor children, families, single-parent households, vulnerable and disabled persons, 
seniors, the homeless and others . Phase 1 of the proposed project will expand the CAPK Food 
Bank warehouse from 20 ,000 ft2 to 60,000 ft2 and included required site improvements, Phase II 
buildout of three loading docks and installation of a pallet rack system, Phase III install 18 ,000 
ft3 refrigeration and 18,000 ft3 freezer , and Phase IV installation of solar panels and fire alarms. 
This expansion will increase the Food Bank's capacity and efficiency to store and distribute 



millions of pounds of food each year to Bakersfield and Kern County low-income and vulnerable 
residents. 

Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR I 508.9(b)]: Despite California' s 
economic and agricultural prosperity , over one in four are hungry or at serious risk of hunger­
significantly worse than the entire nation. Hunger is a symptom of poverty; far too many families 
experience devastating health consequences when their low wages or modest public benefits 
can ' t cover the cost of housing, utilities, and food. 

In Kern County, Bakersfield is known as "The Hungriest City in America", according to the 
Food Research and Action Center, 2018 report. In Kern County, 76,287 (27%) of children are 
food insecure, lacking consistent access to enough food for an active, healthy life (USDA). 

CAPK' s Food Bank is operating at capacity for warehousing and processing food donations that 
supply the Food Bank' s over one hundred commodity pantries and food distribution sites located 
throughout Kern County, to eliminate hunger and poverty. The existing 20,000 ft2

. warehouse 
and 3,000 ft2

. of office space, lack adequate storage, receiving, sorting, packaging, and shipping 
areas for staff and volunteers to support daily operations. The Food Bank is renting additional 
space off-site for its Senior Food program supplies, supporting 39 distribution sites, and 
inefficiency adding staff and transportation costs. The space limitations at the Food Bank have 
resulted in diverting truckloads of incoming food donations to out-of-county food banks or 
distribution partners at the time of availability due to the lack of available space. This expansion 
is vital in meeting the current and future needs for processing food donations. 

The Food Bank is also a source of jobs in the community , with eighteen paid staff and five work 
development programs where people can volunteer to gain work experience that can be used to 
gain employment. This expansion will allow and require CAPK to hire additional staff and 
volunteers to operate the expanded facility. 

Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)] : The project area consists of an existing 
20,000 ft2

. warehouse building with an additional 3,000 ft2 section of general office space. The 
topography of the site is flat and is located in a rural setting with urbanization surrounding vacant 
properties . The project site is zoned Light Manufacturing (M-1), which permits land uses 
consistent with CAPK' s Food Bank Warehouse activities and are in line with the Light Industry 
(LI) land use element of the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan. The site is surrounded by the 
following land uses: 

Proposed project site location is North 660 ft. of the South half of the No11hwest quai1er of 
Section 4, Township 30 South, Range 28 East, Mount Diablo Baseline Meridian, as displayed on 
the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Lamont 7.5-minute quadrangle map. 

Funding Information 

Grant Number HUD Program Funding Amount 
B-20-UC-06-0502 CDBG $916,586 



Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount: $916,586 

Estimated Total Project Cost (HUD and non-HUD funds) [24 CFR 58.32(d)]: $3,900,000 
In addition to the County provided CDBG funding li sted above, the City of Bakersfield, 
California Water Service, and CAPK Foundation has committed funding to the project. 

Compliance with 24 CFR 50.4, 58.5, and 58.6 Laws and Authorities 
Record below the compliance or confonnance determinations for each statute, executive order, or 

regulation . Provide credible, traceable, and support ive sou rce documentation for each authority . Where 

app licable, complete the necessa,y reviews or consu ltations and obtain or note applicable permits of 

approvals. C learly note citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references. Attach additional 

documentation as appropriate. 

Compliance Factors: 
Statutes, Executive Orders, 
and Regulations listed at 24 
CFR §58.5 and §58.6 

Are forma l 
compliance 

steps or 
mitigation 
required? 

Compliance determinations 

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 
and 58.6 

Airport Hazards 

24 CFR Patt 51 Subpatt D 

Coastal Barrier Resources 

Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as 

amended by the Coastal Barrier 

Improvement Act of 1990 [ 16 

USC350I] 

Flood Insurance 

Flood Disaster Protection Act of 
1973 and National F lood 

Insurance Reform Act of 1994 

Yes No 

Yes No 

□ ~ 

Yes No 

□ ~ 

No significant impact. The project site is not located 
within 2,500 feet ofa civilian airport nor is it within 
15 ,000 feet of a military airport. The project site is 
located approximately 7.17 air miles from the closest 
point of Meadows Field (BFL), and 1.63 miles from 
the Bakersfield Airpark, the nearest civil airport 
(Source: Google Earth , measured March I I, 2021 ). 

In addition , the project site is not in an Accident 
Potential Zone (APZ) because (I) there are no APZs 
at civi l airports (24 CFR 51 .30 I (a)) , (2) such 
designations apply only to military airfields , and (3) 
there are no military airfields in the Bakersfield area 
(Public Use Airpo11s and Military Airfields, 2007, 
California Department of Transportation , Division of 
Aeronautics). 

No significant impact. There are no Coastal Barrier 
Resource Systems or any of its units within the 
project area or surrounding neighborhoods. 

No significant impact. A review of National Flood 
Insurance Maps on March I I, 202 I shows the project 
site is located in Zone X (unshaded), which 1s a 
minimal risk area outside the I-percent and .2-percent­
annual-chance floodplain (See attached Firmette). 



[42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC 
5154a l 

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 
& 58.5 

Clean Air 

Clean Air Act, as amended, 
particularly section I 76(c) & (d); 
40 CFR Parts 6, 51, 93 

Coastal Zone Management 

Coastal Zone Management Act, 
sections 307(c) & (d) 

Contamination and Toxic 
Substances 

24 CFR Patt 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2) 

Endangered Species 

Endangered Species Act of 1973, 
pa1ticularly section 7; 50 CFR 
Part 402 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

No significant impact. The project site is located in an 
area designated by the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency as one which has not attained National 
Ambient Air Quality standards for ozone and 
particulates (Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan, p. 
V-24). The project conforms to the implementation 
plan, the Nonattainment Area Plan/State Attainment 
Plan , as set fo11h by the Kern County Air Pollution 
Control District. Project will also be required to follow 
all San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
rules. Project, as applicable, including but not limited 
to dust control regulations resulting 111 less than 
significant impacts. Air quality standards and Non­
Attainment information can be found at 
http:/ /va I leya i r. org/qq info/attainment. htm . 

The proposed project is not required to submit a Dust 
Control Plan to the SJV APCD, because the footprint is 
less than 5-acres and does not involve handling more 
than 2,500 cubic yards of material per day on at least 
three days of the project. 

No significant impact. The project site is located 
approximately 73 .2 air miles north east from the 
Pacific shoreline. Because the effects of this project 
will not extend 73.2 miles 111 any direction , the 
proposal will have no effect on any coastal zone. 

No significant impact. A search of the Depa11ment of 
Toxic Substance Control 's "Envirostor" showed no 
inactive or active sites within a 0.5 mile radius of the 
project. Please see attached map for more 
in formation . 

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was 
performed by Krazan & Associates on May 4, 2021. 
During the course of th is assessment, Krazan 
identified no evidence of Recognized Environmental 
Conditions (RECs), Controlled RECs (CRECs) or 
Historical RECs (HRECs) in conjunction with the 
subject site as defined by ASTM E 1527-13. 

No significant impact. The project is subject to the 
terms of the Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat 
Conservation Plan (MBHCP) and associated Section 
IO (a) (I) (b) and Section 2081 pennits issued to the 
City of Bakersfield by the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife , respectively, and Incidental Take Permit 
PRT-786634 and associated 
Implementation/Management Agreement by and 
among the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, 



Explosive and Flammable 
Hazards 

24 CFR Pa11 51 Subpa11 C 

Yes No 

□ lZl 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife , City of 
Bakersfield and County of Kern (said documents 
hereby incorporated by reference). The MBHCP has 
been adopted as policy and is implemented by City 
ordinance. Additionally, this project is not located 
within or adjacent to the Kern River riparian habitat 
area, nor within the Kern River flood plain (noted as a 
wildlife corridor in the MBHCP), or along a canal 
which has been identified by the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service as a corridor for native resident 
wildlife species, but is within the MBHCP area and is 
designated as open space. This plan , in agreement with 
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, includes 
ordinance requirements for all development projects in 
the MBHCP area. With implementation of the 
MBHCP, impacts are considered to be less than 
significant. A copy of the incidental take permit is 
attached. 

In review of this area, staff used the Endangered 
Species Act CEST and EA form compiled by HUD to 
assess this project. 

According to the MBHCP incidental take permit, this 
project will be required to perform a biological survey 
prior to ground disturbance. MBHCP considers this 
project a public project with a footprint of less than I 0-
acres and therefore is not subject to payment of fees. 

No significant impact. A site visit was conducted on 
March I I, 2021 by the City of Bakersfield ' s 
Economic & Community Development Department. 
During this visit, no explosive or flammable 
operations were observed on or immediately 
surrounding the site. A review of California 
Environmental Reporting System (CERS) showed 21-
facilities within a mile of the project site, which are 
concerns for potentially housing above ground 
storage tanks with explosive materials. In consultation 
with the Bakersfield Fire Depat1ment, and using 
CERS data, staff determined the sites potential reach 
in the event of an explosion from the largest onsite 
container. 

21-properties contained tanks , which hold between 7 
and 36,000 Gallons of an explosive/flammable 
substance. As such, the explosive potential and 
location of these 21-sites were evaluated. 

As shown on the attached map for the largest closest 
assessed tank, explosion radius is not within range of 
the project site. No existing above ground storage 
tanks pose an explosive threat to future Food Bank 
employees or volunteers. No comments were received 
from the Bakersfield Fire Depat1ment regarding 
explosive and flammable substances near the project 
site. 



Farmlands Protection 

Farmland Protection Policy Act 
of 1981, particularly sections 
I 504(b) and 1541 ; 7 CFR Part 
658 

Floodplain Management 

Executive Order I 1988, 
pa11icularly section 2(a); 24 CFR 
Pa11 55 

Historic Preservation 

National Historic Preservation 
Act of 1966, pa11icularly sections 
I 06 and 11 O; 36 CFR Pa11 800 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

As such , the site is not significantly impacted by the 
presence or potential hazard of any explosive or 
flammable operations. Please see the attached map, 
contact correspondence, and site information for more 
details. 

The project area is protected using Kern County Fire 
Fighting assets including 2-engines, I -truck, I-Rescue 
squad, and 13 dedicated personnel. If an incident 
would occur within this area, Additional County/City 
resources would be added as necessary. 

No significant impact. The proposed project does not 
involve the conversion of agriculture land to non­
agriculture land. The proposed project site is zoned for 
Light Manufacturing (M- l) and exists in a rural setting 
with vacant properties near the facility with an urban 
environment surrounding the rural area. Please see 
attached soils map . 

No significant impact. A review of National Flood 
Insurance Maps shows that the project site is located in 
Zone X, which is a minimal risk area outside the !­
percent and .2-percent-annual-chance floodplain. In 
review of this area, staff used the Floodplain 
Management CEST and EA form compiled by HUD to 
assess th is project. The proposed warehouse expansion 
project would not result in a loss of life, injury to 
persons, or damage to property with respect to 
flooding. Therefore, compliance steps are not invoked 
with the project (Source: National Flood Hazard Layer 
FIRMette 06029C2325E, effective September, 26 
2008) . See attached map and compliance form. 

No significant impact. The Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) was consulted on April 12, 2021 
by the City of Bakersfield ' s Economic & Community 
Development Department, to run a sacred lands search 
for the project site. No sacred lands were identified on 
the proposed project site . Twentynine federally 
recognized tribes who associate significance with the 
area, as identified by the NAHC, were contacted and 
provided 30-days to request consultation. Further, staff 
contacted all tribes listed on HUD's tribal directory 
assessment tool (TDAT) to ensure all tribes who 
associate significance to Kern County were notified 
about the undertaking. Responses from the San Manuel 
Band of Mission Indians (SMBMI), and Ft. Yuma 
Quechan Indians stated they were not requesting to 
provide consultation on the project. However, if any 
artifacts are uncovered during construction activities, 
NAHC will be contacted immediately. 

Additionally, City of Bakersfield Staff visited the 
proposed project site and documented the existing land 
uses , structure, and potential impacts due to the 
proposed project (See Attached Pictures). City Staff 
identified the project would use similar construction 



Noise Abatement and Control 

Noise Control Act of 1972, as 
amended by the Quiet 
Communities Act of 1978; 24 
CFR Part 51 Subpart B 
Sole Source Aquifers 

Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, 
as amended, particularly section 
1424( e ); 40 CFR Pa1i 149 
Wetlands Protection 

Executive Order I 1990, 
paiiicularly sections 2 and 5 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 
1968, patiicularly section 7(b) 
and (c) 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

Yes No 

□ [8J 

materials and design to accomplish the expansion of 
the existing warehouse. 

The existing building was constructed in 2003 , which 
shows this building to be 18-years old. The California 
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) was 
notified on June 15 , 2021 by County staff, of the site 
being found to be not appropriate for consideration as 
a historical si te and for no other historic site being 
impacted by the project. There has been no response to 
the request. 

A records request was sent to the California Historical 
Resource Information System. The report returned that 
there were no recorded cultural resources within the 
project area. There are seven recorded resources within 
the one-half mile radius of the project site including 
historic era buildings, historic era railroad, and a 
historic era highway. There are no recorded cultural 
resources within the project area or radius that are 
listed in the National Register of Historic Places, the 
California Register of Historical Resources, the 
California Points of Historical Interest, California 
Inventory of Historic Resources , or the California State 
Historic Landmarks. 

No significant impact. Using the measuring tool within 
the NEPAssist site , the project location was 
determined to be more than 1,000 feet from a major 
roadway. The project location is zoned manufacturing 
within a mixed industrial/residential area. HUD Noise 
Abatement and Control EA Worksheet is attached . 

No significant impact. There are no sole source 
aquifers within the boundaries of Kern County. This 
has been confirmed with a review of N EPAssist report 
provided. 

No significant impact A site visit conducted by City of 
Bakersfield staff and showed that no wetlands exist on 
or adjacent to the project site. In addition , a website 
review conducted on shows the project site is not listed 
as a wetland on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service ' s 
National Wetlands Inventory, but does show a 
manmade infiltration basin with a wetland designation 
of PUSAx located approximately 655 ft. North East of 
the project site: 
https ://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.htm I. 
Proposed expansion does not pose a significant effect 
to this man made wetland. 
No significant impact. A review of NEPAssist shows 
there are no wild and scenic rivers within the project 
area of influence. NEPAssist Report attached. 



ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

Environmental Justice Yes No No significant impact. Project is located in an existing 

□ ~ 
developed area and is suitable to the current 

Executive Order 12898 environment. The project will benefit many low 
income Kern County residents by providing a safe and 
sustainable food source for people in need. There are 
no significant environmental impacts from the 
proposed project that adversely affect low-income and 
minority residents disproportionately . 

Environmental Assessment Factors [24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 & 1508.27] Recorded below 
is the qualitative and quantitative significance effects of the proposa l on the character, features and 
resources of the project area. Each factor has been eva luated and documented, as appropriate and in 
propo1iion to its relevance to the proposed action. Verifiable source documentation has been provided and 
described in support of each determination , as appropriate. Credible, traceable and suppo1iive source 
documentation for each authority has been provided. Where applicable, the necessary reviews or 
consultations have been completed and applicable permits of approvals have been obtained or noted . 
Citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references are clear. Additional documentation is 
attached , as appropriate. All conditions, attenuation or mitigation measures have been clearly 
identified. 

Impact Codes: Use an impact code from the following list to make the determination of impact 
for each factor. 
(1) Minor beneficial impact 
(2) No impact anticipated 
(3) Minor Adverse Impact - May require mitigation 
( 4) Significant or potentially significant impact requiring avoidance or modification which may 
require an Environmental Impact Statement 

Environmental Impact 
Assessment Factor Code Impact Evaluation 

LAND DEVELOPMENT 
Conformance with 2 tfhe project site current land use is zoned M-1. Within this zone, the 
Plans/ Compatible k:urrent facility uses are allowed. The project is located in an area 
Land Use and Zoning where a variety of uses, density, and designs are present. The proposed 
/ Scale and Urban warehouse expansion project use will maintain the existing activity for 
Design ~he area. 

Soil Suitability/ Soil located on this site is not considered prime farmland due to 
Slope/ Erosion/ 2 existing and developed land uses. The project area and su1Tounding 

Drainage/ Storm areas were developed as residential and light industrial land uses. The 

Water Runoff ~ntire project area is flat with native soils having a high infiltration 
rate, deep, and well drained . These soils are resistant to erosion and 
excessive water runoff. 

Hazards and tfhe project area is not impacted by any natural hazards. The California 
Nuisances Department of Conservations mapping system was reviewed by City of 

including Site Safety 2 Bakersfield staff to identify if the project site is located within or near 

and Noise ~n earthquake fault zone (accessed on March 19, 2021 ). Per this review 



no zones exist within or near the site and no further studies are 
h·equ ired . 

Proposed project site is not significantly impacted by the presence or 
!Potential hazard of any explosive or flammable operations. 

Energy Consumption 2 Energy consumption will increase given the expansion of the 
M1arehouse. However, a grid to grid solar project is proposed as one of 
he future phases. This will augment or replace the existing so lar grid 
o grid power system . Existing utilities will be upgraded as needed to 

service the larger facility. All improvements will be built using energy 
efficiency standards as enforced by the City of Bakersfield' s Building 
Department, which has adopted the International Building Code (!BC), 
~nsuring energy efficiency measures are incorporated into the 
construct ion of the expanded facility. 

Environmental Impact 

I I Assessment Factor Code Im 12act Eva! uation 

SOCIOECONOMIC 
Employment and Project Construction will provide sho11 term employment opportunities 

Income Patterns in the construction trades . Long term emp loyment and volunteers will be 
needed to suppo11 the larger fac ili ty and increased food di stribution 

1 
programs currently managed by CAPK's staff. 

In addition to providing temporary emp loyment opportunities, any 
construction contract requ iring bidding for the proposed project will be 
·equired to meet HUD protocol for bidding and contracts. As such , 
contracts awarded, which require subcontracting will be required to 
meet minority-owned business enterprise and women-owned business 
enterprise (MB E/WB E) outreach efforts before being awarded. In 
add ition, any contracts, which meet the app licable Section 3 threshold 
wi ll require bidders to make a good-fa ith effo11 to hire Section 3 
qualified residents and subcontract to Section 3 businesses for th e work 
giving preference to Section 3 contractors. 

rThe project wi ll provide temporary employment for the construction 
component of the project. Furthermore, those construction contracts will 
provide MB E/WB E and Sect ion 3 opportunities for qualified contractors 
and residents in the area. 

Demographic 2 rThe project involves the expansion of an existing fac ility and will not 

Character Changes, displace residents. No changes in demographics are anticipated. A 

Displacement 
!Priority need exists to increase the supply of safe nutritious foods for the 
low income populat ion within the City of Bakersfield and the 
surround in_g areas . 

Environmenta l Impact 

I I Assessment Factor Code Im12act Eva luation 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES 
Educational and 2 rThe proposed project area is served by the Bakersfield City School 

Cultural Facilities District as well as the Kern High School District. Given the project 
IProposes to expand an existing warehouse fac ili ty , staff has determined 



~hat there is no effect to the existing Educational and Cultural Facilities 
rwithin the area. 

Commercial 2 rrhe project is adjacent to mu ltiple commercial and industrial services. It 

Facilities is not anticipated that the expansion of the CAPK Food Bank wou ld 
have an adverse effect to the adjacent businesses, residents, and land 
uses within the area. 

Health Care and 2 Given the nature of the project, emergency services from Kern Medical 

Social Services rwould be the primary use of Health Care Facilities for the CAPK Food 
Bank. Kern Medical is located approximately 2.4 Miles to the North 
East of the project site. 
!Also, given the nature of the deve lopment as well as the applicant, social 
services, and similar services will be an integral part of the projects 
design and function . 

Staff has determined that there is no significant impact or need for 
fu1ther analysis for the warehouse expansion project on existing 
services. 

Solid Waste 2 Solid waste will increase slightly due to the addition of the larger facility 

Disposal / Recyc ling being able to process the additional food orders. Trash service in the 
area is currently being provided by the City of Bakersfield (Southside). 
No significant impact is expected to stem from the expansion, but will 
be reviewed further by City of Bakersfield staff as part of the proj ect 
development process. 

Waste Water / 2 Existing sewer which serves the surrounding area are deemed adequate 

Sanitary Sewers ~o incorporate the increase in sewage from the proposed Food Bank 
Expansion . No significant impact is expected. Any increases in sewer 
capacity required for the project wi ll be assessed as a part of the project 
development process. 

Water Supply 2 Water to the area is currently being provided by Cal Water. The 
expansion will rely on the existing service lines being provided by Cal-
Water to the area. Given the relatively low increase in daily water usage 
due to the project, no significant impact is expected. 

Public Safety - 2 rrhis area is served by the Bakersfield Police Department and 

Police, Fire and Bakersfi eld Fire Depa1tment. Fire Station No. 42 (Virginia Co lony 

Emergency Medical 
Station) is approximately 1.14-miles no1theast of the project site, while 
~he surrounding area is cun-ently served by the Bakersfield Police 
Department. The project area falls within the East Police Command 
!Zone, specifical ly Beat Val ley, Grid No . BP350, of the Bakersfield 
Police Department coverage areas. There are currently 111 officers 
assigned to the East side, which includes the Valley Beat zone. 

Parks, Open Space 2 rrhe project site is approximately 0.50 miles northeast of Belle Te1Tace 

and Recreation Park. Given the use of the facility and size, the expansion will not 
impact the park ' s capacity. Additionally, the project will not impact 
ppen space areas in the nearby community. 

Transportation and 2 City of Bakersfield staff contacted Kern Council of Governments for an 

Accessibility ~valuation of transportation impacts the proposed project may have on 
~he existing infrastructure. Results showed Kern COG saw no conflict 
rwith the ex isting Regional Transportation Plan of Projects. 

Environmental II Impact II 

Assessment Factor II Code II Impact Evaluation 

NATURAL FEATURES 



Unique Natural 2 INo impact is anticipated. The Kern Island Canal East Branch is located 

Features, approximately 0.78 miles southwest of the project site. The proposed 

Water Resources 
!Project will not have an impact to the Kern Island Canal East Branch. 

Vegetation, Wildlife 2 All undertakings within the project will be subject to the City of 
Bakersfield ' s Metropolitan Habitat Conservation Plan and covered by 
~he incidental take permit PRT-786634. A copy of this permit is 
!attached. 
!According to the MBI-ICP incidental take permit, this project will be 
!required to perform a biological survey prior to ground disturbance. 
MBI-ICP considers this project a public project with a footprint of less 
h-han l 0-acres and therefore is not subject to payment of fees. 

Other Factors INo additiona l environmental factors are being considered for the 
project area. 

Additional Studies Performed: Phase I ESA: Krazan ' s & Associates 

Field Inspection (Date and completed by): A site inspection was conducted by Chris Hinds , 
Associate Planner for the City of Bakersfield, on Friday, March 12, 2021. During the review 
staff observed typical traffic for the area on East Belle Terrace. The area is comprised of multiple 
uses, including commercial , light industrial , and public and private schools. 

List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)J: 

1. NEPAssist: Project site search and measurements. 
2. FEMA Federal Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) 
3. USFWS ECOS - IpaC website tool 
4. State of California ENVIROSTOR and GEO TRACKER websites 
5. Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration website 
State of California 
Ca!Trans District 6; California Department of Conservation - DOGG ER (Bakersfield) ; 
California Reg. Water Quality Control Board - Central Valley; California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife ; California Department of Conservation; State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO); Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVIC) 
Other 
AT&T California; Native American Heritage Preservation Council ; Kern County Center on 
Race, Poverty, and the Environment (Oakland) ; Kern County Center on Race, Poverty, and the 
Environment (Delano) ; Pacific Gas & Electric (Bakersfield); Tulare Basin Wetlands Association; 
Defenders of Wildlife; Sierra Club; Adams, Broadwell , Joseph & Cardozo; Lozeau Drury , LLP; 
Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability 
Local 
Kern Mosquito and Vector Control District; Northwest Kern Resource Conservation District 
County 
Kern County Superintendent of Schools; Kern County Water Agency 
Federal 
US Postal Service; Bureau of Land Management - Bakersfield Office; US Fish and Wildlife -
Sacramento Office; US Department of Agriculture ; Environmental Protection Agency 
Tribal Contacts 



Kern Valley Indian Council ; Tejon Indian Tribe; Chumash Council of Bakersfield; Santa Rosa 
Rancheria Tachi Yakut Tribe; Tule River Indian Tribe; Tubatulabals of Kern County; Kitanemuk 
& Yowlumne Tejon Indians ; Kern Valley Indian Council 

List of Permits Obtained: 
No permits have been obtained 

Public Outreach [24 CFR 50.23 & 58.43]: 
A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONS I) was published in the Bakersfield Californian and 
El Popular on Friday, June 11 , 2021 by the City of Bakersfield staff. Both newspapers are papers 
of general circulation, which serve the Bakersfield area. 

Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]: 
Staff reviewed the applicable laws based on the general aggregate of the project ' s development. 
In summary, the project ' s impact is considered to be less than significant as defined by the laws 
under 58.6, 58.5 , and the impact factors. The project will result in a less than significant 
environmental impact while conforming to existing services, zoning, and other administrative 
serv ices in the area. As a result, the projects cumulative impacts are deemed to be less than 
significant. All recommended mitigation fell within administrative policies and procedures for 
Kern County Planning and Natural Resources . 

Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9] 
No alternative sites were evaluated for the proposed project. 

No impacts were identified during the environmental review, which would require the site design 
to be modified. The only other alternative to the project, which was considered is to deny Federal 
assistance to the project. This option is discussed more in depth below. 

No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)]: 
The project site was selected because the project applicant has site control of the property. The 
projects general plan land use and zoning are already approved for the project site, meaning 
CEQA compliance has already been obtained. Additionally , Kern County's ConPlan 2020-2025 
identified a goal to enhance services for the non-homeless special needs population. Without this 
project, the Food Bank would be limiting the opportunities to help low-income residents with 
food insecurities within the area. 

Summary of Findings and Conclusions: 

The proposed proj ect will not have an adverse impact on the environment. Within the confines of 
the City of Bakersfield ' s zoning laws, building codes , the Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat 
Conservation Plan (MBHCP), and regulations set forth by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Control District (SJV APCD) the project impacts will be mitigated if required and result in a less 
than significant impact. Additionally, the impact of not proceeding with this project is that the 
opportunities within the community for low-income residents to have access to safe and 
nutritious foods would be reduced. This expansion project is well-suited for the proposed 
improvements given the existing services, including transportation, commercial , and public 
safety in the area. 



Mitigation Measures and Conditions !40 CFR 1505.2(c)l 
Summarize below all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid , or 
eliminate adverse environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with 
the above-listed authorities and factors. These measures/conditions must be incorporated into 
project contracts, development agreements, and other relevant documents. The staff responsible 
for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures should be clearly identified in the mitigation 
plan. 

Determination: 

Law, Authority, or Factor Mitigation Measure 

NA NA 

lZJ Finding of No Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)( 1 ); 40 CFR 1508.27] 
The project will not result in a significant impact on the quality of the human environment. 

D Finding of Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(2) ; 40 CFR 1508.27] 
The project may significantly feet the qual'ty of the human environment. 

Name/Title/Organizat Kath een Barker, Planner I, Kern County Planning and Natural 
Resources - Commun nt Divisi 

Name/Title: _ Lorelei H. Oviatt, AICP, Director of Planning and Natural Resources 

This original, signed document and related supporting material must be retained on file by the 
Responsible Entity in an Environmental Review Record (ERR) for the activity/project (ref: 24 
CFR Part 58.38) and in accordance with recordkeeping requirements for the HUD program(s) . 



A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Project/Activity Title : Community Action Partnership of Kern Food Bank Expansion 

Project/Activity Number: CD Activity #03 .20.5 

Date Environmental Review Commenced: May 12, 2021 

Project/Activity Address/Location : 1807 Fe liz Drive , Bakersfield , 93307 

E. Comprehensive Project/Activity Description (General Nature I Purpose of Project, 
Physical Extent of Project, Environmental Setting, HUD National Objective Compliance, 
and Phasing/Estimated Project Cost) . 

GENERAL NATURE/ PURPOSE OF PROJECT: 

CAPK's Food Bank is operating at capacity for warehousing and processing food donations that 
supply the Food Bank's over one hundred commodity pantries and food distribution sites located 
throughout Kern County , to eliminate hunger and poverty. The existing 20,000 ft2 . warehouse and 
3,000 ft2

. of office space , lack adequate storage, receiving , sorting , packaging , and shipping areas 
for staff and volunteers to support daily operations. The Food Bank is renting additional space off­
site for its Senior Food program supplies , supporting 39 distribution sites, and inefficiency adding 
staff and transportation costs . The space limitations at the Food Bank have resulted in diverting 
truckloads of incoming food donations to out-of-county food banks or distribution partners at the 
time of availability due to the lack of available space . This expansion is vital in meeting the current 
and future needs for processing food donations. 

PHYSICAL EXTENT OF PROJECT: 

CD Project #30.20 .5 - Phase 1 of the proposed project will expand the CAPK Food Bank 
warehouse from 20 ,000 ft2 to 60 ,000 ft 2 and included required site improvements , Phase II 
buildout of three loading docks and installation of a pallet rack system , Phase Ill install 18,000 ft3 

refrigeration and 18,000 ft3 freezer, and Phase IV installation of solar panels and fire alarms . 

Historical/Current use of the site and area of project effect (APE): According to NEPAssist, 
there no identified candidates or listed properties on the National Register of Historic Places in 
the area of the project. 

Hazardous Materials: According to NEPAssist, there are no RCRA "hazardous waste" 
operations located within the project area . 

Airport: The nearest civil airport , Bakersfield Airpark , is located 1.63 miles away from the project. 
The nearest municipal airport , Kern County Meadows Field , is located more than 7.17 air miles 
from the project site . Both of these are outside of the impact areas. 

Floodplain and Flood Insurance: According to NEPAssist and FEMA's Flood Map Service 
Flood Insurance Rate (FIRM) Map No. 06029C2325E , no portion of the site is located within a 
Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) . The site is classified as Zone X per FIRM , dated September 
26 , 2008. Consequently , no flood insurance is requ ired . 



Biological Resources: There are no critical habitats within the project area, though there are 
identified threatened or endangered species within the project area on the species list (see 
attached document). 

Air Related Impacts: The project is located within the administrative boundaries of the San 
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has 
designated the area as one which has not attained National Ambient Air Quality standards for 
ozone and particulates. 

Project Utilities: If there is the potential for conflict with any utilities or other obstructions in 
rights-of-way, please notify us if you have resources in the area of the project that must be 
considered prior to undertaking the activity. 

Tribal Consultation: As a resource , the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has 
been included in the consultation regarding the appropriate authorities to identify any cultural 
resources in the area of the project. 

HUD National Objective Compliance: The project meets a HUD National Objective pursuant to 
24 CFR, Part 570 , Subpart C, Section 570.208(a)(1) - Low and Moderate Income Area Benefit ; 
Acquisition , and 570.201 (c) - Public Facilities and Improvements. 

Phasing/Estimated Project Cost: The contemplated project has a projected cost of $916 ,586. 

l:\CEDD\PLANNING\Barker\3. 20.5 - CAPK Food Bank expans ion\Project Description - 3.20.5 CAPK Food Bank Expansion .docx 
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Figure 1: COMMUNITY ACTION PARTNERS {CAPK) FOOD BANK EXPANSION 

Prepared By: Christopher Hinds, Associate Planner 

Source: Google Earth 

Date: May 26, 2021 
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Lorelei H. Oviatt, AICP, Director 
2700 "M" Street, Suite 250 
Bakersfield, CA 93301-2323 
Phone: (661) 862-5050 
Fax: (661) 862-5052 TTY Relay 1-800-735-2929 

Email: kerncd@co.kern.ca .us 
Web Address : http ://pcd .kerndsa .com/ 

PLANNING AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 

Planning 
Community Development 

Administrative Operations 

June 15, 2021 File: Environmental Review Record (ERR) 

State Historic Preservation Officer, Office of Historic Preservation 
Department of Parks and Recreation 
1416 9th Street, Room 1442 
P 0 . Box 942896 
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001 
Attn : Ms. Lucinda Woodward 

Re: CD Activity #03 .20.5 - CAPK - Community Action Partnership of Kern Food Bank Expansion 
Project 

Dear Ms. Woodward : 

This letter is a request pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Specifically , we 
ask for you r views and concurrence with regard to identification of historic resources (36 CFR 800.4) and 
assessment of adverse effects (36 CFR 800 .5) . The Area of Potential Effects (APE), as defined at 36 
CFR 800 16 (d) - is the area of the project and with in one half mile of the project site . The project consists 
of the expansion of an existing building located at 1807 Feliz Drive Bakersfield , Ca , the property is 
accessed from the corner of East Belle Terrace and Cottonwood Road , approxi mately 0.40 miles 
Northeast on Belle Terrace in Bakersfie ld, Californ ia. The Kern County Assessor's Parcel Number for the 
project site is APN 167-060-035. 

The existing parcel is 1.67 acres and currently owned by Community Action Partners of Kern (CAPK) . 
The site holds the existing Commun ity Action Partnersh ip of Kern Food Bank. The surrounding area is a 
mix of residential and commercial properties. The project site parcel is zoned M-1 , Light Manufacturing . 
In Kern County , Bakersfield is known as "The Hungriest City in America", according to the Food Research 
and Action Center, 2018 report. In Kern County , 76,287 (27%) of chi ldren are food insecure, lacking 
cons istent access to enough food for an active , healthy life (USDA) 

Based on the forego ing eva luation , we have made the following finding(s) regarding the proposed 
undertaking and its impact on Historic Properties w ithin the Area of Potential Effects for the project: 

[X] No Historic Properties , as defined at 36 CFR 800.16 (I) , will be affected by the undertakings 

[ ] The undertaking will not have an adverse effect, as defined at 36 CFR 800 .5, on Historic Properties. 

[ ) The undertaking will have an adverse effect on Historic Properties , as defined at 36 CFR 800.5 (a), 
and requ ires further consultation and resolution between this Agency , SHPO and the Advisory Counci l 
on Historic Preservation , in accordance with 36 CFR 800 .6. 

If you have questions or requ ire fu rther documentation , please contact me at (66 1) 862-5144 or email me 
at barkerk@kerncounty .com. 



Sincerely , 

Kathleen Barker, Planner 
Planning and Natural Resources Department 
Enclosure: Site Map and Photo 
I:\CEDD\PLANN ING\Barker\3.20.5 - CAPK Food Bank expansion\CAPK_SHPO_Itr l.docx 



California Historical Resources Information System 

ACCESS AGREEMENT SHORT FORM 

Number: __________ _ 

I, the undersigned, have been granted access to historical resources information on file at the 
Southern San Joaauin Vallev Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information System. 

I understand that any CHRIS Confidential Information I receive shall not be disclosed to individuals who do not 
qualify for access to such information, as specified in Section lll(A-E) of the CHRIS Information Center Rules of 
Operation Manual, or in publicly distributed documents without written consent of the Information Center 
Coordinator. 

I agree to submit historical Resource Records and Reports based in part on the CHRIS information released 
under this Access Agreement to the Information Center within sixty (60) calendar days of completion. 

I agree to pay for CHRIS services provided under this Access Agreement within sixty (60) calendar days of 
receipt of billing . 

I understand that failure to comply with this Access Agreement shall be grounds for denial of access to CHRIS 
Information. 

Print Name: Kathleen Barker Date : 08/10/2021 

Signature:---------------------------------­

Affiliation : Kern County Planning and Natural Resources - Community Development Division 

Address: 2700 M Street, Suite 250 City/State/Zip: Bakersfield, CA 93304 

Billing Address (if different from above): _________________________ _ 

Telephone: (661) 862-5144 Fax: (661) 862-8601 Email : barkerk@kerncounty.com 

Purpose of Access: Project Review 

Reference (project name or number, title of study, and street address if applicable): CD Activity - 3o.2o.5 CAPK Food ----------------
Bank Expansion 

County: Kern County Township/Range/Section or UTMs: _T_3_0_S_,_R_2_8_E ________ _ 

usGs 7_5, Quad: Lamont Quadrangle 

1-10-13 version 
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To: Kathleen Barker 

Fresno 

K er n 

Kings 
~f~ d e r ,1. 

Tu l are 

Kern County Planning & Natural Resources Dept. 

2700 M Street, Suite 250 

Bakersfield, CA 93301 

Date: August 18, 2021 

Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center 
California State Univers ity, Bakersfield 
Mail Stop 72 DOB 
9001 Stockdale Highway 
Bakersfield , California 93311 -1 022 
(66 1) 654-2289 
E-mail: ssjvic@csub .edu 
Website: www.csub.edu/ssjvic 

Record Search 21-300 

Re: Consultation for CD Project No. 30.20.5 - Community Action Partnership of Kern (CAPK) Food 
Bank Expansion Project 

County: Kern 

Map(s): Lamont 7.5' 

CULTURAL RESOURCES RECORDS SEARCH 

The Cal ifornia Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) contracts with the California Historical Resources 
Information System's (CHRIS) regional Information Centers (ICs) to maintain information in the CHRIS inventory 

and make it available to local, state, and federal agencies, cultural resource professionals, Native American 

tribes, researchers, and the public . Recommendations made by IC coordinators or thei r staff regarding the 

interpretation and application of this information are advisory only. Such recommendations do not necessarily 

represent the evaluation or opinion of the State Historic Preservation Officer in carrying out the OHP's 
regulatory authority under federal and state law. 

The following are the results of a search of the cultural resource files at the Southern San Joaquin Valley 

Information Center . These files include known and recorded cultural resources sites, inventory and excavation 

reports filed with this office, and resources listed on the National Register of Historic Places, the OHP Bu ilt 

Environment Resources Directory, California State Historical Landmarks, California Register of Historical 

Resources, California Inventory of Historic Resources, and California Po ints of Historical Interest . Due to 
processing delays and other factors, not all of the historica l resource reports and resource records that have 

been submitted to the OHP are available via this records search. Additional information may be available 

through the federal , state, and local agencies that produced or paid for historica l resource management work 

in the search area. 

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

According to the information in our files, there has been one previous cultural resou rce study 
conducted within a very small portion of the project area, KE-02708. There have been six additional studies 

conducted within a one-half mi le radius, KE-02211, 02278, 03100, 03208, 03444, and 03528. 



Record Search 21-300 

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

There are no recorded resources within the project area, and it is not known if any exist there. There 
are seven recorded resources within the one-half mile radius, P-15-002050, 008025, 008079, 008080, 008171, 
008233, and 017304. These resources primarily include historic era buildings. They also include an historic era 
railroad and an historic era highway. 

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

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

We understand this project consists of expansion of the CAPK Food Bank warehouse from 20,000 sq. ft. 
to 60,000 sq. ft. No information was given as to the current condition of the project area . Because a cultural 
resources study has not been completed on most of this property, it is unknown if any cultural resources are 
present. Therefore, if the project area is vacant, prior to any ground disturbance activities, we recommend a 
qualified, professional consultant conduct a field survey prior to any ground disturbance activities to determine 
if any cultural resources are present. If any structures more than 45 years old currently exist on the property, 
we recommend they be recorded and evaluated for historical significance prior to any alteration or demolition . 
If the project area is currently developed and no structures more than 45 years old will be affected by project 
activities, than no further cultural resource investigation is recommended at this time. However if cultural 
resources are unearthed during ground disturbance act ivities, all work must halt in the area of the find and a 
qualified, professional consultant should be called out to assess the findings and make the appropriate 
mitigation recommendations. A list of qualified consultants can be found at www.chrisinfo.org. 

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

By: 

)MJµ Digitally signed by Celeste M. 
' Thomson 

· Date: 2021 .08.18 09:43 :57 -07'00 ' 

Celeste M . Thomson, Coordinator Date: August 18, 2021 

Please note that invoices for Information Center services will be sent under separate cover from the California 
State University, Bakersfield Accounting Office . 
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& ASSOC I A T ES , IN C . 

GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING• ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING 
CONSTRUCTION TESTING & INSPECTION 

May 4, 2021 

Mr. Emilio Wagner 
Director of Operations 
Community Action Partnership of Kem 
5005 Business Park North 
Bakersfield, California 93309 
ewagner@capk.org 

RE: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Proposed Food Bank 
1913 Feliz Drive 
Bakersfield, California 93307 

Dear Mr. Wagner: 

Project No. 024-2 IO I 8 

Krazan & Associates, Inc., (Krazan) completed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment at the referenced 

site summarized in a report dated May 4, 202 l . We appreciate the opportunity to serve your environmental 

due diligence needs. During the course of this assessment. Krazan identified no evidence of recogniz.ed 

environmental conditions (RECs), controlled RECs (CRECs) or historical RECs (HRECs) in conjunction 

with the subject site as defined by ASTM E 1527-13. If you have any questions regarding the information 

presented in this report, please call me at (661) 837-9200. 

WRC/mlt 

Respectfully Submitted, 
KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

wl-J\G 
William R. Coope~ 
Environmental Manager 

2205 Coy Avenue• Bakersfield, California 93307 • (661) 837-9200 • FAX (661) 837-9201 
With Offices St!rving the Western United States 

024-2I018 Proposed Food Bank Phase I Rcpon Final.don 



PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL 
SITE ASSESSMENT 

PROPOSED FOOD BANK 
1913 FELIZ DRIVE 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 

PutsuanttoASTME 1527-13 

ProjectNo. d24~21018 . 
.. May 4,2021 

Prepared for: 
Mr. Emilio Wagner 

Community Action Partnership ofKem 
5005 B.usiness Pa,k North 

J3akersfield, California.93309 
(661) 3~$-5236 

Prepared by: 
Krazan & Ass·ociates, Inc, 

2205 Coy A venue 
Bakersfield, Califmnia93 l07 
. . (661) 837-9200 . 

·Gal I<razari & ASSOCIATES. INC. 

SITE DEVELOPMENJ ENGIN~ERS 



1.0 

2.0 

3.1 

4.0 
4.1 
4.2 
4.3 
4.4 

5 •. 0 

5.1 
S.2 

6!0 

6.1 
6.2 
6:3 
6.4 
6.5 

7.0 

7.1 

8.0 

9.0 

10.0 

11.0 

TABLEOF CONTENTS 
Project No. 024•21018 

EXECUTIVE·:SU,MMARY ..... ; .. , .................................................................................................. 1. 

·PURP·osE AND: SCOPE OF ASSESSMENT ............•...•..... ;.; .......................................... ~· ......... ·2 

Purpos.e ··.•······ .... · ..... , ......... , .... , ............... , ........ , ............ , ................................................................ 2, 
Scope ·of Work. .......................................... ;, .............................................................................. , . .2 

:SITE .. ;DESCRIPTIO.N .... ., ........... , .................. , ................................................. ~······••.• .. ······ .. ,,! .. ,., .......... .2-
Geolo.gy arid::Hy.drogeology ........ ; ................. ; ....................... ; .••... ; .... , .................... ; ................. ; .... J 

·s1TE .MtoNNA1ssAN.cE .......................... , ............................................. ~ .................................. 3 

g~i~::~~~.~.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::'.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::1 
.Adjacent. S.treets ·and.Prqperty Us.age ................ ,., ........ , ............. , ......................................................... 5. 
ASTM N.on~S.cope. Considerations .................................................. ............................................... 6 

USER:.PR:OVIDED INFO:a,MATION~ ......•........ , ..................... , ........................................... , ......... 8 

Enviromnental Liens/Activity and Use Liniit~ticms Repqit ................. ; ........ i ••• ,:, ••• ; ................ , ... 8 
Phase I Environm~ntal Site Assessment 'user Questionnaire, .......... : .......... , ..... , ..................... :, .. 9 . . . . . . . . 

SITE usAGE·· suR·VEY .... ;. ........... , •. ~ •. · ....................... , ...... ; ....... h •.••••.••••••••. ; •• · ••.• ; ............... · ........... 10 

Site.Hfstory .................................................................... c ............................ ; ............................. 10 
lntetviews and Q.uestionnaires ........ '. ....... '. ................ ; ...... , .. , .... ,. .... ,,.; ......... ; ........... , .. ;-.................. 1.3 
Agrictiltµral c·hemicaJs, ............... , ............. , ................. : .... · ................ :·.···················,·····,·· ................ 13 
Regulatory Agency Interface ......................... , .................. , ....................................................... 13· 

.Jlegulatqry ,Agen.cy Lists Revjew .................................. , ............................................................. 1.s· 

DISCUSSION OF FIN·l}.INGS ..•.•. , .. · .. ;, ......... ; ......... , ........... , ..... ; .•....... ; ..................................... ~, ...... 2.1 

Evaluation of Data Ga,ps/Data Failure ............................................ , .......................................... 21 

·coNCLUSIO.NS/OPiNIONS ....................................................................................................... 22. 

·RE·LIANCE .................................................... ~ .......... , ............. ~ ............ · .......•..••••.......•... · .............. ,·22· 

LIMITATIONS ... , ........ ;., ... , ... !·· .. '.'. ..... ; , •••.•• ,., •• ; ••• ; .. ; •• ;· ••• , .. , .... , ............. : •••.• ., ........ , .................. ,., ... , .. .. 23 

REFERENCES ....... _ ............. ~ ............... , ......... !l••··-~••'!'••··········· ...... ~ .....•.. ~ .......... ~ ......................................................... :25 

GLOSSARY OF TERMS ......................... , ..... , ................ ,i ................................................................................. ~ •••••• -••••••• , 26 

Maps 
Figure No; l; Vicinity Map ................... , ........................................... ; ............ following;Glossary of Terms 
Figure No. 2: Topographic Map ............... .... ; .................. ; ....................................... following Figure No~ 1 
Figure No, 3: Site Map .................. , .................. ,., ..... , .. , .................................. '. ... : .... followingFigur~ No. 2 
figure No; 4:Parcel Map., ............... , ........ , ........................................... , ....... ,, .... , ... following FigureNo.3 

Color Photographs 
Photographs ......... : ......................... · .................................. .. , ........................... , .......... following Figure,No •. 4 



Appendices 

TABLJ.i', OF CONTENTS(continued) 
Project No. 024-21018 

EnviTO!lITICJ:l.tal. Lien s·earc~ Repol't .................. ~ .......... ,.~···; ............ '. .... ; .................. , ..... ;.,.'. .................. ; ............. ·A 
Owner/lJser Q·uesti.onnaire ............. , ................... , ... , ............ , ........... , ................................................ , .. , ... , ....... B 
.Histpric;~I Aerial Photograpi1s.·, ......................... , ............................................................................ , .......... ,. c· 
EDR, R:eguh1tocy· Data~ase:Report ................................... ;.; ..................................... ; ............................ :••···· D 
Professional ResU111es ............. : ............................................................................................ ; ..................... E·. 



& A S S OC IATES , IN C . 

GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING • ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING 
CONSTRUCTION TESTING & INSPECTION 

May 4, 2021 

PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT 
PROPOSED FOOD BANK 

1913 FELIZ DRIVE 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Project No. 024-21018 

Kraz.an & Associates, Inc. (Krazan) has conducted a Phase l Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of the 

Proposed Food Bank Property located at 1913 Feliz Drive, Bakersfield, California (subject site). It is 

incumbent upon the user to read this Phase I ESA report in its entirety. lfnot otherwise defined within the 

text of this report, please refer to the Glossary of Terms Section following the References Section for 

definitions of tenns and acronyms utilized within this Phase I ESA report. Krazan conducted the Phase I 

ESA of the subject site in conformance with the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) E 

1527-13 Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 

Process. This Phase l ESA constitutes all appropriate inquiry (AAI) designed to identify recognized 

environmental conditions (RECs) in connection with the previous ownership and uses of the subject site as 

defined by ASTM E 1527-13 Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I 

Environmental Site Assessment Process. 

ASTM E I 527-13 Section l. l. I Recognized Environmental Conditions - In defining a standard of good 
commercial and customary practice for conducting an environmental site assessment of a parcel of property, 
the goal of the processes established by this practice is to identify recognized environmental conditions. 
The term recognized environmental conditions means the presence or likely presence of any hazardous 
substances or petroleum products in, on, or at a property: (1) due to any release to the environment; (2) 
under conditions indicative of a release to the environment; or (3) under conditions that pose a material 
threat of a future release to the environment. De minimis conditions are not recognized environmental 
conditions. 

During the course of this assessment, Krazan identified no evidence of recognized environmental conditions 

(RECs), controlled RECs (CRECs) or historical RECs (HRECs) in conjunction with the subject site as 

defined by E 1527-13. 

2205 Coy Avenue• Bakersfield, California 93312 • (661) 837-9200 • FAX (661) 837-9201 
With Offices Serving the Western United States 

02◄-2!018 Propo~ Food Bank Pha,e I Repon Final.docx 



2.0 PURPOSE AND SCOPE OFASSESSMENT 

2.1 Purpo~e 

Project No. 024--21018 
PageNo,2 

According to ASTM E 1527-13, the purpose of this practice is to define goqd commercial ~n4 cusiomary 

practice in the United States of America for conducting an enviton,iientalsite .assessment ofa parcel of 

comme,·cictl teai esta.te w,ith respect to the range of contamin1:JJ1t.s withi.n the scope of the Comprehensive 

Envfn:mmental Response, Cor:npens.ation and .Lia\?ility Act.(t.t:RCLA) (42 O:S.¢; '§9601) ~dpetroleum 

products. As such, 1his practice is intended :to pel'Jllit a user t.o satisfy one of the reqtiirer:nepts lC> qualify 

for the innocent landowner, contiguous property owner, or boncifide prospectiv.epurchtiser limitation oh 

CERCLA liability (hereinafter, the landowner liability protections; .or LLi's): that is, the practice that 

constitutes "aii(;lppropriate inquiry into the. previous ownership .and uses .. of the property consistent with 

goo4 commercial or customary practice•> as defined i,,t42 U.S,C. §9qQ1(35)(B). This report was also 

conducted in ·confonnance with the ASJM . f:. l.527 • 13 Siandard f.raGtice for Eny.ironinental Site . 

.Assessmen(s: Phase 1 Enyironmentql SiteA.ssessmerit Process. 

2.2 Scope of Work 

The Phase l ESA includes the following scope of work: a) .a site reconnaissance of existing on-sfte 

conditions an.d c;,bservations ofadjacent prcnx:rty uses, b) a review ·of user-provided documents, c)a review 

of historical aerial photogral)hs, a review of availaple building permit records, .city dfrectories, ·hi~torical 

Sanborh.Firelnsurance Maps (SFIMs),. arid interview(s) with per.son(s) knowled~eable of the previous and 

current ownernhip and, uses of the subject site, ~) a review oflocal regulatory agency records; and .e)· a. 

review of local, state, and federal regulatory agency lists compiie!f by Envirol)I11ental .Data Resources, Inc. 

(EDR). The scope of work for this Phase l ESA confonns to ASTM E 1527~ 13. Krazan, was provided 

written authorization to conduct the Phas¢ I ESA by Mr. Emilio Wagner with Community Ac:ticin 

Partnership ofKem(CAPK)o:n April 141 2021 in Krazah's Proposal contract number PB2l~0t L 

:to SITE DESCRIPTION. 

The subject site is located oh the south side ·of Feliz Drive within a mixed residentiaUcommercial use area 

of the city of Baketsfield, Caiifotnia. The subjec.t site comprises approximatejy 7 .acres and is current]y 

va~ant Jan,d (detailecJ..observations r:egar<iing the. s~bject site.ar:e.in~lud~d in Section 4.L) 

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES.JNC. 
Wftl, Offices Servi11g tl,e ,Y¢,tern United Stat.es 
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General property information and property use are summ:arized in the following Table l Refer to Figures 

No.1 -4 folloWingthe. Refer~nce Section. 

TABLEl 
Sub.iect Site Information Summ~ry 

. Currertt Owner: 
Assessor'.s. Parcel Number (APN): 
Address: 
Historical Address: 
Gi;;neral Loq1tion: 

Acreage: 
Existing Use/Zoning 
Original Coristhlction Date: 
Proposed Use: 
Topographic Map: 

Topograp~fo. Map Location: 

Latitude/Longitude: 
Toooe:raphy: 
ApproxirnateDepth to Groundwater: 

Community Action Partnership ofkem 
APN: 167-,060-34 (6.85 acres) a_nd a portion ofAPN-167-:-0()0-33 
1913 Feliz Drive 
None 
South side .of Feliz Drive with and approximateJy 400 feet west 
of Washington, Street. A narrow strip along the southern 
bouildarv extends to Washington Street -
AnQroxii:natelv ?acres 
Vacant 1and/M-1 Commercfal 
None 
Expansion of Existing Child Deyelopment Center 
U.S. Geologfoal Survey, 7.5 minute Lamont, California 
tooo11:raphic quadrangle map, dated 1992. 
A portion qf _Northwest Quartet of Section 4:, Township 30 -
South; Range 28 East ofMount Diablo Baseline and Meridian 
35.3496/-118. 9786 
Relatively fiat, aporo:idmately 383 feet .above ,nean.sea )eve} 
200 feet below ground surface (bgs) *Kem County Water 
Ageilcv (KCWA) . . . 

Resri.onafGrounciwater .Flow b.irection: Southwes:terlv >t<I(CWA 

*KCW A Depth toWater in Wells (Spring 2016) 

3.1 Geology and Hydrogeology 

The subject site is located within the San Joaquin Valley, a broad structural trough bound by the Sierra 

Nevada and Coast Ranges of California. the Sal) Joaquin Valley, which comprises the southern portion of 

the Great Valley of California, has been filled witl1 ~~veral tho.usand feet of sedimentary cleposits. 

_Sediments in the eastern valley, deriv¢d from the erosion of the Sierrl,l Nevada, have been c,leposhed by 

nuijor to minor west~flowihg drainages and their tributaries. Near-surface sediments are dominated by 

sands and silty sarids with lesser silts, minor clays; and-gravel. The sedimentary deposits in the region form 

large coalescing alluvial Jans with gentle slopes, The groundwater 1n the arec1 was reported as first 

.encquntered at a depth of approximately 200 fe~t bgs. The groundwater flow di~ection in the area of the 

subject site is generally towards the southwest. 

4.0 SiTE RECONNAISSANCE · 

A site reconnaissance; which included a visual observation of the subject site and surrounding properties, 

was conducted by Mr. Wi11iam Cooper, Krazan's Environmental Professional, on April 15, 2021. .Krazan's 

_ KMZAN & ASSOCIATES,JNC. 
With Offices_ Servingtli;z We"s.tern UnitedStates __ 
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Environmental Professional Was. unaccompanied during-the site re.connaissance. The objective of the site 

reconnaissance is to. obtain. informatjon indicating the likelihood of)dentifying recognized environmental 

conditions, incll,1dihg hazardous substances and peti:o.leum prodJJcts, in connection with the property 

(including .soils, surface waters; and groundwater). 

4.1 •Obsen.-ations 

The following Table II summarizes conditions encountered during our site reconnaissance. A discussion 

of visual observations in the table below. Refer to the Site Map (Figure No: 3) and color photographs 

fQllowingthe_text for the l~cations of item~ discuss.ed il'l this section of the .report. 

TABLEII 
Summary of SiteJieconnaissance 

Feature Observed Not Obsenred 
• Structures.{ ex.isti.!!W; ___ X 

Evidence ·or Past Uses. X 
_ Hazardous S ubsU!-nce.s and/or Pep-o!.eum Produ~( incl udin_g containers) X ___ ....._ ___ 
Aboveground Stor~e l)nks (ASTs) · · · · X 
Underground .Storage Tanks,(USTsl orEvid_ence ofUSts X 
Evidence. of Qndergtound Pieeiines Qrrigation wat_er er2eHne only) X 
Strong, Pl!_hgent, or Noxious Odor.s ·· · · · · X 
Pools of Liquid Likeb~ .. -to be Hazardous Materials QrPetro)eum Products X 

. t. . . ,. 

X Drums -----Unidentified Substance Containers x. 
Potent1al Polichlorinated ~iQheniI {PCB.l::Containing Eaufoment X 
Subsurface Hydrauli~ E.~2!!1-ent X 
Heating/Ventilation/Air conditionlng (8:VAC) · .x. 
Stains ot Corrosion on floors, Walls, or Ceilfogs X -. Floor; Drains, Sumos, or O"il/Water Cladfiers X 
Storm brajns/Stonnwater Ba.sin X 
Pits, .Ponds, or Lagoons ·- X 
Stained· Soil and/or Pavement . X 
$ojl piles and refuse:coiic.rete rubble x · .. ,_., ____ 

. . 
Stressed Ve~etation X 
Railroacj tracks/sours X 
Waste.or Wast¢water bischarges to Surface/ Surface Waters X ----· W¢lls X 
Septic Systems :x 

The subject site comprises approximately Tacres of land within the associatecfKem County APN ofl67-

060-34 and portion of 167w060-33; Refer to Figure No. 3, Site Map, foi' locatfons of the following 

~ferenced on~site features: 

• The sutiject site was observed to be vacant ground with sparse fo moderate weed and grass cover. 
Feliz Prive is adjacent to the. :north of the northwest portion of the subject i;;ite and a stormwatet 
basin i~ _adJ,a~en.t to th~ east ~d north: the western p9rti9n ofthe. subject site appears, to be mugh~ 
graded level and a sma:11 storm water b~in_ is apjacent to the, southwestern: comer of the property. 

. . l(RAZAN'. & ASSOCIA TES,INC. . . 
J,Jl_il/1 Off,cesServ/ngtl,e Westem U11#ed,S(ates 

· · 02~21018 Propo~.J,ood !Jank J'li.a,;e J R~p~it;Final:c!oC:X: 
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Vegetation within the ha:s in does not appear to 1;,e stressed. A <,try $tl:eam-Hke. depression feat.ure is 
present within the central part of the subject site, The sµbject sit~ incluc:les a n.arroy., strip ofland 
(portion ofAPN 167•960·33} which is an unpaved roaq that extends from the southem boun4ary 
to Washington Street. · 

• Soil mounds were observed within the area of the subject site that is .adjacent to. the southwest of 
the stormwater basin located along Feliz Drive. No staining; unusual odors or stressed vegetation 
was noted in association with the,soil mqllllds. 

• Concrete•mbble piles were ob$erved within various lo.cations at the subject site. Several large piles 
of c.oncrete rubple we~ observed· adjacent to .the south ofthe southern-central part of the adjacent 
stormwater basin. 

• l:xposed surface soils did not exhibit obvio.us signs of d.iscoJoration. No obvious evidence (vent 
pipes~ fill pipes, dispensers, etc,) oftJSTs was noted within the areas observed. No standing water 
or t1m1sual depressions were observed on the subject site; No pole- or pad-mounted transformers 
were noted on the subject site; 

4,2 Uti.ities 

Bas.ed on Krazim' s .historical research during this Phase. I ESA,. no pertnanent struchires were identi:6ed cirt 
the subject Site and no utilities appear to have been provided to the subject site. 

P.qtableWat~r/Water Wellii 

No potaWe water is cimently supplied to the subject sit.e. The future water pµrveyor fc;ir the sut>ject sjte 

would be Ca:liforniaWater Service .(CWS). CWS's water quality monitoring is an on-going program with 

water samples obtained on a regular basis. It is the responsibility ofCWS to provide customers with potable 

water jn ~ompliance-wi~h the Cfj.lifornia. Statdv.1)1ximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) for primary drinking 

water. c:onstituents in water supplieq to the public. 

Sewer Service 

During:Krazan 's April 15,,2021 site reconnaissance; no indications of former septic or sewer systems were 

.observed on the subject site. The City of Bakersfield provides sewer service for the area of the subject site. 

4.3 Adjacent Streets .and Property Usa.g~ 

The. following Table Hlsurrimarizes the current adjacent roads and adjacent property uses observed during 

the site reconnaissance: 

KRAZAN& ASSOCIATES,.INC. 
With Offices Serviiigthe Westen, 011ited States . . 

024•21018 Proposed Fo-Od .Bank Phase I Rcp.on.Final.doc,c 
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North. 
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TABLEIH 
AdjacentStreets and Property Use. 

Adjacent Street Adjacent Property Use 
Feliz Driv:e, Residential 

None 
Washington Street 

None 

Vacant/ Agricultural 
Vacant and Commercial. 

Commercial Warehouse and Commercial Child 
Development Center 

Based on the observed uses ofthe properties locateq immediately adjacent td the subject site, it.is unlikely 

that si~ificant quantities•ofhazardous materials are currently stored at the adjacent properties; 

4.4 ASTM No.n-Scope Considerations 

According to ASTM E 1527-13; there may :be env.irorimental iss4es or conditi.o.ns at the ~1,1bject site that ~e 

outside the scope ofthe• Phaser ESA ~ra:ctice {non-'scope <;ortsiderations). Sortie substances may be present 

at the ·subjectsite in quantities aiid under conditions that inay lead to contamination of the subject site or of 

nearby .Properties but are not included :in CERCLA ;s defiT1ition of hazardous substances ( 42 U.S.C. 

§9601 [14]), ASTMnon-scope con~ideratiom; are discussed belQw. 

ASbestos-ContamJng Materials 

Asbestos. is a ·group of rtaturaily occurring m.ineral fibers that have been used commonly in a variety of 

building construction rnaterials for insulation and as a fire-reWd1¼nt. B~cause ofits fib~r strength and h~t 

resistant properties, asbestos has been l,lS~ for a wide range of manufaqtured g<><>ds, mostly in b.uilding 

materials, ·vehicle brakes; ano heat'."resistant fabrics, packaging, gaskets; and ¢Qiitings. When asbes,tos­

containiag materials (ACMs) are damaged or 'disturbed by repair; remodelinf:l;, or demolition activities, 

microscopic asbestos fibers may ·become airborne and can be inhaled into the iungs, where.they can cause 

sig11ificanthealth pr~,:blems. No .structures are Io.cated on the subject site; therefore, ACMs are not an 

envfronmen.ial concern. 

Lead-Based Paint 

AltI:iough lead-based paint (LBP) was banneciin 1978, many building constructed prior.to 1978 have paint 

.that contains lead. Lead from P'1int, chips, and dµst C/in pose serioqs heal~ tiazards if not addres$ed 

properly. No structures arelocateq on the subject$ite; merefor.e, LBP is not an environmental concern. 

Mold and Moisture Intrusion 

A class of fungi, molds h~ve beenJound fo cause a variety .of health problems.in hurna_n$, including allergic, 

toxicological, 1tnd infectio\ls:responses. Building materials including dry\Vall~ wallp~per,.baseboards, wood 
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framing, insulation and carpeting often play host to such growth. No structures are located ori the s\ibj ect 

site; therefore, mold and moisture intrusion is not an environmental concern. 

R.lcldOJi 

Radon is a radioactive gas that is found in certain geologic environments and is formed by the natural 

breakdown of ta:dium, which is foµnq in the earth's crust. A radon survey was not included within the 

scope of this investigation;, however, the State of C:alif<>r-nia Department of Health Services (CDHS). 

inaintairts a statewide database of radon results in designated geographic areas. Radon deteC.tion devices 

are placed in homes throughout the. study region to determine geographic regions With elevated radon 

concerttratiqns. The U$. EPA has set the safety standard for ra!:lon gas in homes t.o pe 4.0 pico Curies per 

liter (pCi/L). 

The. US EPA has prepared a map to assist National, State and focal otganizatioils to target their resources 

and to implementradon-tesistant building codes. The map divides the. country into three Radon Zones, 

Zone 1 being those _areas with the average predicted indoor radon concentration in residential dweJlings 

exceeding the EPAActio,n Limit of 4.0 pCi/L. It is important fo note that the ePA has found homes with 

elevated levels of radon in ·. lilt three ZQlies, ang the EPA recomiriends site-specific testing in . c;>rder to 

determine radon levels at a specific locatiori. However, the map does give a valuable indication of the 

prop.ensity of radon gas actumul~.tion in structures. Review of the EPA Map ofRa,dc,n Zones places the 

Property in Zone .2, where average predicted radort levels are bet~een 2:0 and 4.0 pC.i/L. Therefore~ the 

avail~ble data suggests;that the potential for ra<lon to ,adversely imp!lctthe subject site appears to b(;! low. 

Wetlands 

As defined by the U.S. EPA and the Oepartment of Anny, Corps of Engineers, wetlands are ''those areas, 

that are inundated. pr s11,turated by sµrface or grol)ndw.ater at a frequency and duration sufficient to supp.art, 

an.cl .that unqer nonnal iirct1mstances do. .$upport, a prevalence of vegetati,on typically adapted for life in 

~tµrated soil conditions." Jurisdictional wetlands are regulaJ~d under Section 404 of the CleanWater Act 

(I 972, 1977, ahd 1987, and also the 1985 and.1990 Farm Bills); and ate 1mportat1tfor protectfon ofaquatic 

waterfowl and species, wa:ter purification, and flood c;ontroi. According to current Corps of Engineers 

information, three.b~ic: criteria are currently used to define wetlands: 

• W etlanci hydrology -· areas exhibiting surface or neaMi.1rfacesattiration or inundation at some point 
in time (greater than 12.5 percent ofgrowing season defined on basis of frost-free days) during.an 
averag,e rainfall year. . 

• Hyd]'.ophilic vegetation - frequency of occ;uirence of wetlancl indi cafor plants (plant Ii fe growing in 
water, soil, or substrate that is periodically dt.fidem in oxygen as a result of excessive water 
content). 
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• Hydric soil - landscape patterns identifieq by saturation, floqding, <>r ponding long enough during 
~he grov.'ing season (g~nerally s.even days) w)Jich <ievelop .characteristic co.I or chang~ in the upper 
part of the. soil as a .result of ~naeroqic conditions, 

Based on Krazan's reconnaissance . of the subject site, evidence Was not 0,pparent to · suggest that the site. 

contained .;: wetland. Furthermore::, according to the U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) National 

Wetlan~s Inventory avail.able v1a..the USFWS lnt~met website, the subject site, does not contain& designate~:i 

· wetland, Therefore; at this timei regulations pertaining to wetlands do i:i:ot appear to iinpactthe subject sik 

Envir<mment,al Non-Compliance I~sue 

No materia1 non-compliance issue w~s identified in cohnecti<>ri with the subject $ite in the process of 

preparing this report. 

Activity ~nd Use Limit~tions 

Noactivity and use limitations we~ identified in.c01~nection. withthe subjectsite inthe.proce:!>s ofprepe,ring 

this report. 

5.0 USER-PROVIDED INFORMATION 

A review of user-provided information was conducted in order tci help identify perti11erit information 

regarding potential environmental impacts associated withthe subject site. 

5.1 Environmental Liens/Ac.tivity and Use Limitations ~eport 

As. part ofa previol,ls Phase I ESA conduqed, by K:razan in . .2019, on May 2, 2019, an Envkonmemal . 

Lieil/Activity. and Use Limitations (EL/AUL) Report was prepared by AFX Research~ L.LC (AFX) fot the 

subject site. The AFX Rel)brt provides results from a search ofavailable land title recordsfor envirorunental 

cieatmp liens and other activit}' and use limitations, such as engineering controls andinstitutional corttrois. 

The subject site I;:L/AUL Report w~ reviewed to identify potentiai environmental Jiens, i.nstitutiona1 

controls (]Cs), land use controls {LUCs),, ac;tivhy and use. liinitation,s (AULs), .or .declaration of 

environmental use .restrictions (DEULs)which may have. been filed against the subject site ot exist in 

connection with the subject site ilS indicated by the subjecnite EL/AOL Reports. Krazan' s review of the 

EL/AUL. Report indic.ated no lien$, jµdgments; ICs, LUCs, AUL,s, or DEVL,s were.Joung for the subject 

site a~cording to the scope of w.ork and limitatioµs. Due to the lack of ~cfrvities atthe subjeci site since 

2019, an addiiional EL/AUL Report does not appear to be warranted. ,Please refer to Appendix A for a . 

copy of ihe EDR, EL/ A UL report. 
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5;2 Pha~e I Environmental Site Assessment User Questionnaire 

In order to qualify for one ofthe.Lanclowher Liability Pro.tections (LLPs) offered by the Sniall B.usiness. 

Liability Relief and 1;3rownfields RevitaiizationAct of.2001 (the ErownfieldsAn:,ent:/ments), the user must 

provide the following inforrriatfon (if~vaila:ble) to the environm~ntal professional, Failure to provitje this 
. . 

information could result in a determination that all appropriate tn9uiry is not complete. The user is asked 

to provide inf onnatic;>n or knowl~ge of the fo!Jowing: 

I. Enviro~numta.l cleanup liens that are filed or recorqed against tne site. 

2. Activity and land u:se limitations that are in place on the site or that have been filed or recorded in 
a registry. 

3, Specialized knowledge or experience ofthe person seeking to qualify for the LLPs. 

4. Relationship of the purchase price to the fair market vaiue. of the proJ)(!.rty if it were not' 
coii.talilinated. 

5. Commonly known or reasona.blyasceriainable information al}out the prqperty. 

6. The degree of obviousness of the presence or likely presence of contamination at the property, and 
the abilitytb detect the contamination. by appropriate investigation. 

7. The reason for prepara,tion of this Phase J ESA. 

.As part of Krazan's 2019 Phase I ESA. on April 28; 2019~ a completed Phase I ESA owner anct user 

questionnaire was received from Mr. Emilio Wagner, the Phase I ESA user and representative of the owner 

of the subject site. Please refer to Appendix B for a copy of the completed questionnaire. 

According to the questjonna:ire responses, Mr. Wagner indic!lted .that CAPK has .owned the subject site 

since 2001 .and th.at the property is c:uriently va.cant: Mr. Wagner; to the best of his knowledge as the liser 

of this Phase I ESA, was not aware ofany envirorunental cleanup Hens and activity or land use limitations 

which have been filed or recorded against the .subjectsite; and Mr. Wagner has no specialized knowledge. 

or ex.perience of the prior nature of the btisiness or c.hemicaJ utnizatiqn. on the subject site. Mt Wagn¢r 

indici:,.ted that, to the best .of his knowledge, no previous bµil~ings . occQpied the subject .site; •lwwever., 

earthwork took place in 2007 for a pad for a proposed I0,000-square-foor tra.:ining center: According to 

Mr; Wagner, the proposed facility was not furided and no buildings· were constructed. Mr. Wagner did not 

have knowledge of the past or current presence of specific chemicals or hazardous mciterials, .unciuthorized 

spills or chemical. refo!:}Ses or of any .environmental cleanups in con.nect.i9n with .the subject site. Mr. 
Wagner indicated that he did not ]lave knowledge of any obvious indicator$ that point to the presence .or. 

likely presence of contamination at .the subject site .. Mr; Wagner indicated that the purchase price ofthe 

subject site reasonably reflects .fair markef value; Additionally, Mr, Wagner indicated that the reason for 
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preparation of this Phase I ESAis relateci to a. proposed expansion of the Child Devdopmerit .C¢nter located 

at 1825. FelizDrive. 

1'razan additionalJy ,discussed the property witl:i Mr~ Wagner via email onM&y 6, 2019. According to Mr. 

Wagner; portable buildings were temporarily stored 6ri the subject site during 2009, The buildings were 

not used on the subject site b1,1twere to be used as classrooms at anothetfaci Iity .. According to Mr: Wagner, 
the lluildings were stolen from the subject site. According ~o Mr. Wagner, soil moµnds 9bserved atthe 

subject site ate a result of the earthwork previously referenced in the owner questionnaire. Adqitionally, 

Mr. Wagner indicated that concrete. rubble has been dumped onihe·subject site. 

dn April 28, 2021, Krazan re~ive.d an updated user/owner questionnaire from Mr. Wagner. According to 

J(razan's review of the 2021 qi.lestionnair~, .n.o n¢w significant enviionmentaJ concerns. were identified. 

Please refer to Appendix B for a copy of the completed 2021 questforinaire. 

SiTE USAGE SURVEY 

The prqperty usage survey included assessing property history; ahd review.int local~ statt:, an~ federal 

regulatory agenct records. 

6.1 Site H;i~tory 

A review of a previous Phase I ESAs, historical. aerial photqg~aphs, City of Bakersfield Building 

Department (CBBD) records, reasonably ascertainable Haines Crfss~Cfoss Directories (HCCDs),. Sanborn 

Fire Ins1.1rance Maps (~FIMs), and ii. .Phase J ESA user questionnaire was utilized to assess the history of 

the subject site. 

~revi.ous E.nvironmental Assessments 

Two previous Phase J ESAs wefe identified during the perfoiniance of this 2021 Phase I BSA for the 

Proposed Food Bank Property at 1913 Feliz Drive. These reports c1re summarized below: 

A Phase I ESA was conducted in 2016 by Sierra Delta Consuha,nts, LL(; (SDC). This report was provjded 

to Krazari for review by CAPK duririg Krazan~s 2019 Phase I BSA. The previous Phase I was conducted 

for a lru-ger prope~ ihat included the subjec~ site 7-acre;portion of this current Phas.el ESA, The SDC 

report .refers to the subject site as the central and eastempa,rce[s, Due tc;i reliance and proprietary issues,.•~ 

copy of the SDC Phase I BSA is not indudeq in this report. T.he foll~wing summarizes the SOC 2016 
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Pha:se IESA Report: 

• The property c_onsists of four adjacent pa1wls totaling appr.oibnately FS.9 acres in southeastern 
Bakersfield. The two parcels along.the wes(ern bourir,lary of the property. pred~velopedwith a child 
care facility, a watehouse~o.ffice structure, and a warehoU$e ut;Jized as 4 food storage and 
distribution o.enter. The food dlstribution warehouse was. constructed in 2004 on previously 
zindevetoped land and the child care facility I office-warehouse was constructed in 2008 on 
previously undeveloped land. The cen.tral and easier11. parcel are undeveloped and.appear to have 
nev.er ha1 any developm.ent ln the.pas{. 

• SDC furtner stat~d that they did not jdentify evi.dence. of recogriized environmental conditions 
(REC:s), controlled RECs (CRECs) or historical RECs (HRECs) in conjunction with the subject 
site as defined by E l527-J3. · 

Krazan conducted a Phase I ESA of the Proposed Food Bank properly in 20l9. In $Ummary, Kr~an. 

identified no evidence •.of REC:s, CRECs or HRECs. in conjunction with the subjectsite as defined by E, 

1527-13. All pertinent,infomiation frorrt<Ktazan's 2019Phase I ESA has been included in this report. 

AerfalPhotQgraph Interpre~tlon 

Hist<>rica:l aerial photographs dated 1937~ 1956, 1975, 1985, 1992, ,2002, 2006, 2009, 2Ql l, and 2017 were 

reviewed to as.sess the history of the subject site, These photographs were. obtaineqfrom EDR and GoC>gle 

Earth Pro™. Aerial photograph coverage forthe years between 1937 and 1956 and 1956 to 1975 was not 

reascmably available. The aerial photograph (AP) summary is provided in the following Table IV. Please· 

refer to AppendixC for.a copy of Historic.al A~r:ial Photographs. 

Yor/Scale 
1937 
l" = I ,200' 
l.956 
i" =l,500' 

197~ 
l" = 1,500' 
1985 
I"= 1,000' 

f992 
I"::=: 500' 
2002 
lt' = 500' 

TABLE IV 
Summary o(AerialPhot1>graph Map Revie.w 

Site Use Site a:nd Adja~rit Property Observation 
Undeveloped 

Undevelopeii 

Undeveloped 

Undeveloped 

Undeveloped 

V~cant 

The subject site and adjacent properties ate vacant and undeveloped land. 

Conditions on the subje"tsite and the adjacent properties appear relatively 
.similar to those noted 1n the 193.7 aerial photcigi;~ph (AP) ext.ept Feliz Dr. 
is present along the 1toi1h and the rtorthern-adjacent properties are 
developed with single-familyhonies. · 
Cond.ii:ions on the subject site and the. adj a.cent properties ;ippear relatively 
similar to those nO:ted in the i956 AP. · 
Conditions ori: the subjectsit¢arid the adjacent properties appear relatively 
:S imi]artothose:nqted in the 1975 AP excep~ a stormwater basin is present 
to. the east and north oftl1e L-shaped subject site. 
Conditions.on the subject site and the .adjacent properties appear.relatively 
similar to those noted in the 1985 AP. 
Conditions .on the subject,siteand the adJacentproperti~s appear relatively 
similar to thQse noted jn the. 19.85 AP. 

KRAZ.-\N .& ASSOCIATES, INC. 
Wifl, Offices S<J.ryi,,g (lie W11$tern un,ted States 

024-210·18' Proposed Food Sank P.h:15C.lllcport.Final.doc,c: 



Year/Scale Site Use 
2006 Vacant 
l'' =500' 

2009 V&eant 
l" = 500' 

201 l Vacant 
l" == S0O' 

2017 Va~ant_ 
1" =5().0' 

TABLE IV (¢ontinued) 
Summa,ry of Aerial Photograph Map Review 

Site and Adjacent Property Observation 
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The $llbjecl site _has been ro:ugh-graded level throughout the_ western 
portion. A - relatively small storinwater basin is present within the 
southwest comer and a commercial warehouse-like building has been 
constructed adjacent to the west of the southwest comer. 
Conditions .on the subject she appear rell;\tively _similar except there 
appe'1T$. to _be numerous portable 1:>uildings within t11e northwestern portion 
of the subject site. The adjacent properties. to the west have been 
commercially developed and the: northern adjacent properties remain in 
residenfial use. The so_uthern- and eastern-adjacent properties reniairi 
vacant and the stoimwater basin is_ stiil present adjacent to Feliz Dr. 
Conditions on the subject site and the adjacent properties appear relatively 
similartothosenoted in the 2009APexceptthe portable bwldings are no 
longer present oh the subject site. · 
.Conditions on the subject site_ and_ the adJacent properties appear relativ~ly 
simil~ to those noted in the 2011 AP. 

USGS Topogr~pbic Quadrangle Map 

Kraz:art's revtew ofthe USGS, 7.5 minute, Lamont, California topographic quadtangle in<\P dated 1992, 

indicates that the Subject site do.es not inclode structures (Refer to Figure No. 4, Topo~raphic Map, for 

reference). 

City of Bakersfield Building Department Records. 

As part ofKtazah's 2019 Phase I .ESA, on May 6, 2019 the City of Bakersfield Building_ Department 

(C1;3BD) was contacted for information reg~din~ the. subject site. According to a representative with 

CBBD, no pennits were on file with OBBD. fort.he subject site address of 1913 Feliz Drive; .:Ou.e to the 

lack of construction 9.r lJuild{ng activities 111 the. s~bject sJte since 29i9, and ,~o absence .9f permits prior to 

2019, CBBD records were not searched~ part ofthis Ph_ase I ESA. 

Hajnes-Criss-Cross and folk Guide Directories 

Haines Criss-Cr_oss Oireqtories (HCCDs) and Polle Guiii_e Directories (PGDs) were not searc_h due to the 

~urrent and_ l1_istoric!!-l absence of structures OJl the subject site, 

_ Sail.born Fire Insl.lrance Maps 

l(razan revi_ews SFIMs to eva1uate prior land use of the subject site and_ the adjacent properties . . SFIMs 
typically exist f9r Clities wiih p<;>pulations of 2,()00 or morej the coverage depenq.etit on the location of .the 

subject site within the city limits. Krazan' s research and knowledge of the area. indicates rio SFJM coverage 

for the subject site area. 
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6.2 Interviews and Questionnaires 
Tnterv1ews and Questionnaires ~re designe4 ~o provide pertinent information regarding potential 

env/ri;mmental iinpacts associated. with the suQject site, 

Suf:)ject Site Owner ·- As part of Krazan;s 2019 Phase J ESA, on April 26, 2019, Krazan receiv.ed a 

cornpleteq owner/user que,stioimaire fro.m Mr. Wagner, a representative qf CAPK, the owner of the subject 

site. Mr. Wagneradditfonally completed a qµestionnaire forthis 2021 Phase lESA. Please refer toSedicin 

5.2 for a discussion of-the owner/user questionnaire responses. Please refer to Appendix B for a copy of 

the 20 {9 and 202 .I owi;ieriuser questionnaires. 

Previous Subject Site Owners/Occtipatits ~ An interview with a previous owner/occupant of the si1bJect 

site was not reasonably ascertainable. Consequently, information regarding the. history and historical uses 

of the subject site obtained from an intervie'N of a previous dwnet and/or occupant.constitutes El clata.gap. 

6,,3 A,gricultural Chemi¢a~ 

Review of historical aerial .Photographs · indicates the subject · site was not sjgnificaritly utilized for 

agricultural purposes from at least '1937 tcrpresent. Consequently; the use, storage and application of 

agricultural chemi~~ls atthe subJect site are not considered an environmental com:em. 

6.4 •Regulatory Agency Interface 

A review of regulatol)' agency records. was conducted to help determine ifhazardcius materials have been. 

handled~ stored, or generated on the subject Site, and/or the adJacent properties and businesses. Regulatory 

records are. reviewed. based on the following criteria: l) properties with known sons and/or groundwater 

releas~s con.sidered t9 repres~nt the potential fpr impact .to the subject .site that are located within 1;760 feet 

of the subject site for volatile organic compound (VOC) constituents, .and 528 feet of the subject .site for 

petroleum hydrocarbon (PHC) constituent; 2) properties that are ·adjacent or in proximitY to the subject site 

included within the '.EDR regulatory database report or 'noted during the site reconnaissance to possibly 

handle, sto~~ or generateJ1azardous materials. Applicable property records are discussed below, 

City of Bakersfield Fire Department - :Prevention Services Divis.Ion 

The Cit)' ofBaketsfield Fire Department ~ Prevention Services Division (BFDPSD) is the lead regulatory 

agency or Certified l.Jnified Progr.µu Agem;y (CUP A) for hazardous m.ateti als handlin.g facilities in the City 

of aakersfidd: On April J<S; 2021, Krij.Zan reviewed available recqrds via the internet at 

www:bakersfieldcity .ris for potential 1'ecords associated with USTs; hazardous materials business plans 

(HMi3Ps), or haz.ardous materials incidentl'eport$ for the subject site and adjacent properties. B.ased on 
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Krazari 's;tevlew of BFDPSD files; no records were found on file with the BFDPSD for the subject :Site or 

adj~cent properties: A vicinity property was identified and is disc;usseci below; however, no facilities Were 

identified ~at have a.reasonable potential-to impact the subject site. 

Baker.sfi¢ld City Schools Bus Bllrn 1,692 feet west 
1501 F~lizDrive · 
Bak.ersfield, California 
Tti.is facility is .a Crule~closedLeaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) site. Soil orily 
was impacted with waste oil as a resuit ofarelease from a UST. The telease was discovered 
dur'ingtank removal activities during 1997. Upon removal ofthe UST and corripletfon of 
successful remediation activities, including the excavation and disposal ofimpacted soil, 
the facility was granted closure by Kem County En_virorunental Health (KCEB) on 
OJ/29/1998. Based <;>n the impacttq soil only for waste oii, the distance from the subject 
site and the cl9sure grante4 by the jocai regulatory ag~ncy, there is no_ evidence that this 
facility represen~ a significant environmental concern to the subject site, 

State.: o.( California Regional Water QualifY. Control Bo.a:rd. - Geotracker. 

I<.razari 's A p.ril 16, 202 l review.of the State ofCatifomia Regional Water Qu~lity Control Board (RWQCB) 

deotracker database available via the RWQCB Internet Wel>site ind_i_cai:ed that no LUST sites, land disposal 

sites, or military sites are listed for tlle subjectsite/otadjacenfproperties'. Additionally; no permitted UST 

sites were _determined to be located on oi-adja~ent .to the subject site . 

. Stat~ of CaUfornia D~partment ofTo;rlc Substances Control - Envirostor 

Kraz_an's April 16_, 2021 review of the State·ofC,aliforniaDepartment of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC,) 

Erivirostor _databas~ available via the DTSC's Internet Website indicated thatthe subject site and adjacent 

properties are not listed. Further revtew ofErMrostor did ncitrevealState response sites_, voluntary cleanup 

sites, or military evaiuation sites that are iisteli for the subject site, the adjacent properties; or properties 

located within 500 feet of the subject site; anq, no Pederal Superfund,-:Na.tionai Priorities List (NPL) sites 

were deterinin~. to be located within a one-mHe radi~s of tµe subject site. 

State of California Department of.Conservation.., California -Geologic Energy Management Division 

Krazan'sApril t6, 2021 review of the State ofCalifornia~partment ofConservadon, California Geologic 

Energy Management Division (C(llGEM) Online WellFinder GiS datal_lase indicated that no pluggec;l- an.d 

abandoned or prQducing oil wells are located on qr adjacent to the subject site, 

Local Area. Trib1d Records 

No lndian reservatifms, VS'.I), on lndl.an land~ or LVSTs on Indian land were reported on the subject site, 

adjacent prop.erties, or vicinity prop~rties iri the EDR-provi~ed database report. 
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6.5 Regulatory Agency Lists Review 

Several agencies have published docµments that list businesses or proper.ties which have handled hazardous 

materials or wa~e or may have experienced site contwnin!!tion: The lists .c9risulted. in t):le cm,irse of m1r 

assessment were compiled by EDR and Krazan and represent reasonably ascertairtablecurrent listings. 

Krazan did not venfy the .locations and distances o(every property listed by EDR. Krazan verified the 

l~cati<m and di~tances of the properties i<raz~n deemed as having fhe pqtentjal to adversely impact the 

subject site. The actual location 6fthe listed properties may differ from the EOit .Hsting. Refer to the 

foilowitig Table V for a summary of the listed properties located within the specified ASTM Search Radii. 

The. acti,uil distanc;:es of ·the listed pr<>perties (which are summarized in the table below) are based on 

observation.s during Krazan's site . reconnaissance. No Et>R-:listed unmapped {n~m geocoded) sites were 

determined to be located on or adjacent to the subject site. Plea.se refer to .Appendix D for a copy ofth~ 

EDR, Radius Map report. 
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TABLEV 
Listed Pro rties 

MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY 

>atabase 

Search 
D. tance 
Miles! 

Target 
Propert) < 1i 11..i- 1' 

STANDARD EflV ONMEfnAl RECORDS 

Federal NPL Site lis t 

NPL 
Proposed NPL 
NPL LIENS 

I 000 
I 000 
I 000 

Fedenl Delfsred NPL sfre lfsr 

Delisted N L I 000 

Feder.JI CERCLIS list 

r EDCRAL r ACILITY 
SEMS 

0 f,00 
500 

Federal CERCLfS NFRAP s,re tisr 

SEMS-ARC IVE 500 

Federal RCRA CORRACTS '3cl/ir es 1/sr 

CORRACTS I 000 

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSO f.JCllities 11s t 

RCRA-TSDF 500 

Federal RCRA genitrarors 1/sr 

RCRA-LOG 250 
RCRA SQG O 250 
RC:RA-CES :, 0 2!i0 

Feder.ti mstltut1onal conrrofs t 
enginitermg controls ,.,,srrtes 

LU IS ftOO 
US E G ON OLS 500 
US INST CONTROL 0 .500 

Feder.ti ERNS fist 

ERNS TP 
Stare• ilnd t ribal • eqUI a/enr NPL 

AESPON~E I 000 

State- and trfl>al • equ(ViJ/ent CERC&.1$ 

E IROSTOR I 000 

Stare and rr11>al landfill :,ndtor 
so/Id waste disposal sire fists 

SWF F 500 

Stare and rnDat IHlftng storage tanl< 1,srs 

UST 500 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

R 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

D 

0 
0 

0 
0 

NR 

0 

0 

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

NR 
NR 
N 

0 
0 
0 

R 

0 

0 
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0 
D 

NR 
R 

R 

0 

NR 

N 
NR 

R 

NR 
~R 

R 

0 

NR 

NR 
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NR 
NR 
NR 

R 

NR 
NR 

NR 

R 

NR 

NR 
NR 
NR 

NR 
NR 
NR 

NR 

NR 

NR 

NR 

NR 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

12 

0 
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TABLE V (continued) 
Listed Pro erties 

MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY 

Search 
Distance Target Total 

Database 1t, ues1 Prope •. 116 I - ,,~. 1 ~ - 1/2 1/2 - I > 1 P tt d --- --- -
IND UST 0 500 0 0 0 NR NR 0 

PS-S I ~ 0 500 0 0 0 NR NR 0 

sure and tnbt1I registered srort1ge rt1nk 1,srs 

FEMA LIST 0250 0 0 NR N NR 0 
U T 0 50 0 0 NR R R 0 
AST 0250 0 NR NR R 0 
I DIAN UST 0250 NR NR NR 0 

srare and tribal voluntary cleanup sires 

VCP 0 500 0 0 0 R NR 0 
I DIAN VCP 0500 0 0 NR NR 0 

State- and tribal Brownfields sires 

BROW FIELDS 0 500 0 0 NR NR 0 

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENT AL RECORDS 

Local Browntteld fists 

U, BROWNFIE OS 0 500 0 0 0 NR R 0 

Local Lists of L1tndf1IJ I Solid 
Waste D1spos.1I SltH 

WMUD 'SWA 0 ~-00 0 0 NR R 
SWRC 0500 0 0 0 NR NR 0 
HAULERS TP R N NR R 0 
INDIAN ODI 0 f.00 0 0 NR R 0 
( 0 1 0500 0 0 0 N NR 0 
DEBRIS REb lON 9 0 500 0 0 0 NR R 0 
IHS OPE DUMPS 050 0 0 NR NR 0 

Local Lists of H:,zaraous waste t 
conramtnarect s,res 

LIS HIST CDL TP R R NR NR R 0 
HIST al-S es I 000 0 0 0 0 R 0 

CH 0 250 0 0 N NR R 0 
CDL TP R NR NR NR R 0 
CERS HAZ WASTE 0.250 0 0 NR NR R 0 
TOXIC Pits 1000 0 0 0 0 R 0 
LIS CDL TP R R NR NR R 0 
PFA, 0500 0 0 0 NR NR 0 

Local Lists of Ro91stered Storage Tanks 

SWEEPS UST 0 250 0 0 NR NR R 0 
HIST UST 02:>0 0 0 NR NR R 0 
CERS TAN S 0250 0 NR NR R 0 
CA FID UST 0250 0 0 NR NR R 0 

Local L..tnd Records 

LIENS TP R NR N R 0 

KRAZAN & ASSOCIATES, INC. 
With Offices Serving the Western United States 
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TABLE V (continued) 
Listed Pro erties 

MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY 

search 
Dtst3nce Target Toal 

Dat.:it>ase ( u1es1 Proi,e . • 11 If • 11-l 1/-l • I •2 12 • 1 > P tted ---
LIENS 2 TP NR R NR R R 
DEED 0 500 0 0 NR NR 
Records of Emo,genc:y Release Ropom 

HMIRS TP NR R R R NR 0 
H. IRS TP R R NR NR NR 

LOS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 
MCS TP NR R NR NR NR 0 
SPILLS 90 p NR NR NR NR NR 0 

Other Asc:ertt1m.Jl>fe Records 

RCAA NonGen • 0 R NR NR 0 
FUOS 1000 0 0 0 0 NR 0 
DOD 1 00 0 0 0 NR 0 
S RD ORYCLEANERS f,O 0 0 NR NR 0 
US flN ASSUR TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 
EPA WAT H LI T TP NR N NR NR NR 0 
2020 COR AC ION 2. 0 NR N NR 0 
TSCA TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 
TRIS TP NR R NR NR NR 0 
SSTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 
ROD 1000 0 0 0 0 NR 0 
RMP TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 
RAATS TP NR NR NR R NR 0 
PAP TP NR NR NR NA NR 0 
PADS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 
ICIS TP NR NR R NR NR 0 
FTTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 
MLTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 

OALA H DOE TP N NR NR NR NR 
COAL A HEPA 0500 0 0 0 NR NR 
PCB TRANSFOR 1ER TP NR NR NR NR NR 
RADINF TP NR NR NA NR NR 
HIST FTTS TP NR NR NR NA NR 0 
DOT OP TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 
CONSENT I 000 0 0 0 NR 
IND! RESER 1 000 0 0 0 0 NR 
FU:sRAP 1 000 0 0 0 NR 
U TRA 0 500 a 0 0 NR NR 0 
LEA SMELTER, TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 
US AIRS TP NR NR R NR NR 0 
US M! ES 0 250 0 D NR NR NR 0 
ABANDONED MINES 02 a 0 0 NA NR NR 0 
FINDS TP NR NR NR NR NR 
DOCl<E we TP NR R NR NR NR 
uxo 1 00 0 0 0 0 NR 
ECHO TP NA NR NR NR NR 
FUELS PROGRAM 02r,o 0 NR NR NR 0 
CA BOND EXP PLAN I 00 0 0 0 0 NR 0 
Cortese D 500 0 0 0 NR NR 
CUPA LJSt ings 0 2SO 0 0 NR NR NR 0 
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TABLE V (continued) 
Listed Pro rties 

MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY 

Search 
Distance Target Total 

Database (MffesJ Property < 1/8 1 • 1/.J 1 . I - 1 • l > I Plotted 

DR CLEANER2 250 0 NR NR NR 0 
EMI TP R N. NR NR NR 0 
ENF TP ~R NR NR NR NR 0 
Fmanclal Assurance TP R R NR NR NR 0 
HAZ ET TP R NR NR NR R 0 
ICE TP NR R NR NR 
HIST CORTE E 0 500 0 4 NR NR .J 
HW P l 000 0 0 0 l NR I 
H rvT 250 0 0 NR NR NR 0 
MINES 0 250 0 0 NR NR NR 0 
MWMP 0 250 0 NR NR NR 0 
NPOE TP I{ N R 0 
PEST UC TP NR NR R NR NR 0 
PROC 0 500 0 0 NR R 0 
Noli 6 l 000 0 0 1 R 
UIC TP R NR NR NR R 
UI GEO TP NR R NR NR NR 0 
WAS EW A ER PITS 0 500 0 0 0 NR NR 0 
WDS TP R N R NR NR 0 
M l ITAR PRI ITE TP R NR R NR R 0 
PROJECT TP R N NR N NR 0 
WOR TP NR NR R NR NR 0 
CIW S TP NR NR NR NR NR 0 
CERS TP R N NR N NR 0 
NON- ASE I FO TP R NR R NR NR 
WIP 0 250 0 0 NR NR NR 
OTHER OIL GAS TP R NR NR NR NR 
PROD WATER PONDS TP N NR NR NR NR 0 
SAMPLING POIN TP R N NR NR NR 0 
W ELL STI~ PROJ TP R R R NR R 

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORI AL RECORDS 

EDR Exclusive Records 

EDR MGP l 000 0 0 0 0 NR 0 
EDR HSI Auto . 125 0 NR NR NR R 0 
EDR H I Cleaner 0 125 0 R NR NR NR 0 

EOO RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES 

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives 

RGA F TP R R R N R 0 
RGA UST TP R R NR N R 

. iot.:ils- 0 0 0 10 13 0 23 
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The subject site artd adjacent properties are not listed in the EDR regulatory database report; The 

following viciriityproperty is listed .and.discussed .. 

BakersfieJd City $chool Bus B~ . l,694feetwest 
l~Ol Feliz Drive 
Bakersfield, Califomia 
According to EDR this facility is a case-closed Leaking Underground. Storage Tank 
(LUST) site. This. facility was discussed in detail in Sectioh 6.4. In suminafy, soil only 
was impacted with waste oil and, upon th.e completion of successful rem.ajial activities, 
the fiicility was granted closure by KG~I-l on 01/29/1999. B~ed on tl)e impact to soil only 
f.or waste oil, t)le .distance ftom the s,ubject site. and thti clQSµre granted by the local 
regul;itory ag~ncy, there is no evidence that this facility represents a significant 
environmental concern: to the subJectsite. · 

The remaining properties within the specified sear.ch radius of the subject site which appeared on local~ 

.state, or xederally pu blishe,q lists of .sites thaihave haq releases of hai.ardous materials are of sufficient 

distance and/or.situat~ hydraulically cross~ or downgradient frQm.the, subje,ct site such that impact to the 

subject site is not likely, No engineering contr<il sjtes1 sites with institutional .coQttols, or sitep with d~.ed 

restrictions· were listed for the subject site, adjacent sites or vicinity properties in the EDR databa,se :report. 

Hazardous M.aterialsl\1'.igrjltion i._ Soib and/or Gro'1ndwater 

No sites with reported releases. of h<12ardous mate.dais to the ~ubsurfc1ce were. reported w.ithin the subject 

site vicinity under the criteria established in Section 6.4. 1n general, potentially hazardoµs materi~ls or 

petroleum products released from .facilities iocated approximately hydraulically upgradieht within the 

subject .site vicinity, or in a hydraulically cross~gradient direction in proximity to the site, may have a 

reasonable potential of migrating to. the !iUbject si~e via groundwater .flow. This opinion is based on the 

assumption that non-vaporous hazard~µs matetja1s generaJ ly d9 not migr11telarge .distances latera,lly w.ithin 

the soil, but rather tend to migrate with groundwater'in the ge)'ieral di.~ction of greiuodwater flow; However, 

the potential for migration of voiatiie hazardous materials m:ay include movement within soils, groundwater 

flow qr potentially omni-dit1;:ctionally ifpreseht in a vaporous state: 

.Hazardous Materials Migration in. Vapor 

Hazardous materials or petroleum product vapors which may have the potential to migrate int.o the 

subsurface of the subject site may be caused by the release of vapors from contaminated.soil or-groundwater 

e.ither on or in the vicinity of the subjects\ie from current or historical \lSes ofthe su'bjectsite and/or adjacent 

or vicinity· properties, Clln:ent or past land uses .such ·~ gasoline statioru; (using p<;troleum hydrocarbons), 

dry cleaning establishments (using chlorinated volatile or~~i:lic .compounds), fminer manufactured gas plant 

sites (using volatile and semi-Volatile organic compounds), and fonner industrial sites such as. those that 

h~d vapor d~greasing or other parts-cleaning operations (using chlorinated volatHe organic compounds) l:lrC 

J{RAZAN ,& ASSOCIATES, INC. 
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o(patticular concern. Constitu¢nt of concern vapors are capabk of migrating great distances onini­

direct1pnally along subsurface concj~it!i such as pipelines, utility line.s, .sewer and. $tonnwater lines, and 

building foundations. 

Based on Krazan' s. observations, review of BFDPSD records, and review of the EDR regulatory database 

report, no listings of concern were determined to be associated with the subject site, adjacent prope.rties, .or 

properties located .within the subject site vicinity. However, the screening process for vapor migration in 

connection with the subject site. is described in the ASTM E 2600-10 Standard .Quide for Vapor 

Encrot;ichment Screen(ng on Property Involv~cl in Real Estqte Tf.ansar::(ions, an in4ustry cpns.ensus 

methodology to assess vapor migration which is not included iri the scope of work ofthi~ Phase I ESA. 

7.0 DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS 

Historical Uses 

Based. onKrazan 's review of historical aerial photographs; a site recorinaissafice, arid contacts with the local. 

regulatory ,agencies; there is no evidence that RECs existin connecti~n with the historical uses ofthe subject 

site. 

Current .Uses · 

Based on Krazan"s site recomiaissance and contacts witli local regulatory agpncies, there is no evidence. 

that RECs exist.in .co.nnection withthe current use_s of the subjectsit~. 

Adjacent or Vicinity Pr0,perty Uses 

Based on Krazan' s field observations, review of the EDR goverrurierit database report and consultation with 

local teg~latory agencies; there' i's no evidence that RECs exist in connection with the subject site from 

adjacent property uses. 

7.1 Evaluation orn:,.ta Gaps/Data Failure 

In accordance with ASTM E 1527-13 guidance, data gaps represent a lack of or inability to obtain 

information required by this practice despite good faith eff'orts b:y the envitonmehtalprofessionai to gathet 

such infonnation. Dala gaps may reslilt from incomplet~ness in any of the activitie.s required !;>y this 

prar;:ticct Data failur.e represent~ the failure to achieve the historiciiJ research obje.ctives oftbts practice even 

after reviewing the. standard historical sources that are available and likely to be useful. Data failure is one· 

typ~. of data gap. Th.e foUowjng is .a summary of data ~aps enco.untered in the process ofpi:eparing this. 

KRAZAN &ASSOQIATES,lNC. 
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report including an observation as to the ptesurried significance of that data gap to the conclusions of this 

assessment: 

• Absence ofinterview with a Previous Property Owner. 

Phase I ESA interview with a previous.owner of1he subject site was not reasonably ~certainable. 

Corl$equentiy, informatjon regardin.g ~he history and historical uses of the subjectsite. obtained 

from, an .interyiew of a previoµs owner constitutes a d.ata gap. taken in cons.ideration with the 

available infomiatlon obtained irt the course of prepatirig thi$ report in conj11nction with 

professional experience, there is no evidence to sti~est that this data .gap might. alter the 

conclusions of this assessment How.ever, the contents of an ii'iterview with a previous property 

owne,r ~e urtJ<ripwn. 

8:Q CONCLUSIONS/OPINIONS 

We h1;1v,e con.ducted a Phasel E$A of the subject site in conformance with the scope and Hmhations ofthe 

ASTJ\11 E 1527-'l 3 Siandard Pt-aciicefor. Environmental Siie Asse.$sme1Jis1 Phas.e I Environmental Site 

Assessment Process :guidance documents. Any· deviations from this practice were previously described in 

this repqrt. During the course of thi.s assei,;sment, Krazan identified ncf evidence of · recognized 

e1wironmentil co11ditions (RECs); controll~d RECs (CRECsJJ>r historicalRECs (HRECs) in conjunction 

with the stibj~t site as defined by ASTM E 1527-13. 

9.0 RELIANCE 

This report wa~ prepared sol~ly for use by Client and should not be provided to any other person or entity 

without Krazan & Associates' prior written consent. No party other ~ Client may rely on this report 

without Krazan & Associates' express prior written consent. Reliance rights for third parties will on!)' be 

jn. effect once requested by Client. and authorized by Krazan &:Associates with authorization granted b1 
way of a Reliance ~eJter. The Reli~nce Letter will require that the ri;:lying party(ies) agr~ to be b9.und to 

the terms and conditions of the agreement between qient and Kr~ & Associates as iforigin~)ly issue4 

to the relying part)r(ies); or as so stipulatedin th:e Reliance Letter; 
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The site,.recoririaissance and research of the. subjectsite has been limited in scope. This type of assessment 

is uni:h,rtakenwith the ci}lct.ifated risk thatthepre$ent:e, full namre,and extent ofcontaminatioh would.not 

be revealed by visual observa~ion .. alone. Althollgh a thorough s.ite reconnaissance. was c~nducted in 

ac.cordarice with ASTM E 1527-13, and employing c1. professional standard of care, no warranty ls given, 

either·expr.essed or impHed, that hazardous material contamination or buried stn.icture~, which would not 

ha:ve been disclosed through this investig,i,tlon, do not exist .a:t the subject site. Tlieref ore, the data obtained 

.are clear and accµrate only t9 the degree implied by the soµrces 9,11d methods .u~d. 

The findings presented in this report were based upon .field dbservations during a single property visit;: 

review of avatlable data. and discussions with local regulatory and advisory agencies. Observations 

describe only the con~iitions present at the Jime of this investiga,tion~ The data reviewed and observations 

made .are limited to accessible areas and currently available records searched. Krazan cruwot guarantee the 

fompleteness or accuracy of the regulatory agency records. reviewed. Add,tionally, in evaluating the 

property1. Krazan has relied in good faith upon representations and information provided by individuals · 

noted in the report ~ith respect to present operations and. existing property conditions, and the historic uses 

· of the property. It. m:us.t also be .un.derstood that changing ◊ircumst1l!lces in the property usage, proposed 

property usage, subject site zoni·ng, and changes in the eriviionmerit!ll status ofthe other ne<\fby propertie~ 

can alter the vaiidity of conclusions andinformation contained in this report. Thereforei the data obtained 

are cleat and accurate only W the <legree implied by the sources and rtrethods used. This report is provided 

for the e?{clusive use ofthe clientnot~d on tbe c.over page and shall be subject to the terms and conditions 

in t~e c!pplic!i,ble contrac~ between the client and Krazan. Any third party µse of 1his report, inclµding use. 

by Client's lender, shall also be subject to ~he terms and conditions gov¢qiing the work in the <:pritract 

between the client andKrazan. The unauthorize-d use of; reliance ori, ot release of the infotinationcontained· 

in this reporlwithout the express written consento:t'Krazan is strfotly prohibited and will be withoutriskor 

liability to Ktazan. 

Conclusions an:d reconunendations contained hi this report are based on the evaluation ofiiiformation made 

available during the course: of this assessment. It is not wartilrited that such data cannot be superseded by . . 

fotltre envfronmental, legal; geotechnical or technical developments, Consequently, given the possibility 

for unanticipated ha,zardous conditions to exist on.a ~ubject .site whi.ch may not have been disco:vered,this 

Phase l BSA is not intended as the basis for a buyer or developer of real property to w~ive their rights of 

r.ecover:y based upon environmental unknowns. 
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Parties. that choose to v..raive rights ofrec:pv1;iry prior to site development do so at .their .own .risk. Parties 

who seek to rely upon Phase I Environmental Sitt:; Assessment reports gated more thap I. 80 days prfor to 

the date ofreiiance do .so attheir own risk. This limitation iri reliance is based on the potential for physical 

ch~ges at the site, changes in. circµm,stances, te~hnologica.l artd professional advances, and guidance 

related to the continqed ·viability of Envjronment~l Site Assessment 1'.epo~, µsefs responsibilities, and 

requirements for updating of components of the inquiry. 

11.0 QUALIFICATIONS 

This Phase I ESA was conducted under the s~pen.iision or responsible charge ofKfazan's undersigned 

envi.ronmi::ntal. profe.ssiomd. TI1e. work was conducted in accordance with ASTM E 1527-13 Phase I 

Enviror,mel'/tal Site Assessmeni Guidat1ce an.d generally accepted industry standards. for environmerita.l (jue 

diligence in place at the time of the pre~ation. ofthis report:, .3.11d Krazan's quality-control policies. We 

dee late that. to the best of our professional knowledge and belief, we meet the definition .of Environmental 

Professio11al as defined in 40 CFR 312.1 O. We have the specific q uali ft cations based on education, training, 

and.experience to ~ssess a property ofthe natw:e, history, and.setting ofthe; subject property; 

If you have atty questions or if we can be ·offorther assistance; please do riot hesitate to cont.act o.\lr office• 

al (661) 837-9200. 

WRCfACF'./inlt 

Respectfully submitted, 
KRAZAN &ASSOCIATES;INC. 

~~~r'L--
Willlain R. coop~r; P.K No. 7427 
En:vitonmental Pr9fe$sional 
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

Su~jec.tSi(e: The real prope.rty being investigated uncier this Phase I ESA. 
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Adjacent Properties: Properties which are contiguous with the subject site, or w.ould b.e contiguous except 
for a street; road, or other public thoroughfare. 

$ubject Site Vicinity:- Pr()perties, loc13ted within a 500~:foot radius of the subject site;:. 

Environmental Professional: A person meetin~ the education, training, and experience requirements as set 
forth in 40CFR §312.JO(b). TheEP mii)'. be an independent contractor or an employee of the user. 

Use,'., The party seeking to use Practice E l 527 tQ complete an environpJental site assessment oqhe subject 
site. A user may include, without limitatiop, a potential pun;haser of the subject site, a potential tenant of 
the sµbjec~ site,.an own~r. Qfthe.s:ubjec;t site, a iender3 or a pmperty·manager. 

Recognized Environmental Condition/REC): In defining a standard of good commercial and customary 
practke for conducting an environmental :site assessment of a parcel of property, the goal of the pro~sses 
establishe(j by this practj~e is to identify recognized e.nvironmental conditions . The tenn recogpized 
environmental c;onditions me~s th~ presence orlik.eiypresence of any hazardous substances or petroleum 
prod1.,1cts iii, on, or at a: property: ( l) due to any release to the environment; (2) tinder conditions indicative 
of a reiease to the environment; or(~) under conditions that pose a imiterial threat ofa future release to the 
environment De minimis conditions are not recognized environmental cond.itio:ns. . 

Controlled. R.ecogniied Envirr,m,mental Condition (CReC): A recogtiiz~ envfronmental condition resulting 
from a.past release of hazardous substances or petroleum products that has been addressed to the satisfaction 
of the applicable regulatory authoritr (for example, as evidenced by the issu·ance of a no further action 1etter 
or equivalent, or n:1eeting risk-based'criteria established by regulatory authority),with haz;1rdous substances 
or petroleum ·product~ allowed to remain. in place subject to the implementation of required conJ:rois. (for 
example, prQpeny use restri~tions, activity and use limitati9ns, institlltionc1l controls, or epgineering 
controls). For example, ifa leaking underground storage tank has been cleaned ~P to a comrrietcial use 
standard, but does not meet unrestricted residential cleanup criteria, this w.ould be considered a CREC: The 
"control'' is represented by the.restriction thatthe prope11y use remain commercial. A conqition considered 
by the environnwntal professiona) to be a CR.EC shc1II .b~ Hsted in the. findings section of the Phase l ESA 
report iu:id .as an REC in the conclusions $e.ction. A condition 1den*led as a CREC does not imply that the 
envir~mmental professionai has evaluated or confirm:e.d the adectuacy, impiementation, or continued 
effectiveness of the required cori:trol that has been, or is intended to be, implemented. 

Historical Recognized E,:ivlro.nmental .Conqition (HR.EC): A. past rele!!Se of any h&2ru:dous substances or 
.petroleum products th,at has o.ccurred in connecticin with the property and has been ad.dressed to the 
.satisfactjon of the applicable .regulatory authority Qr: meeting unrestricted use criteria established by a 
regulatory authority, without subjecting the property to atiy required (:Ontrols (for example, property use 
restrictions, activity arid use limitations; institutional controls, or engineering controls). Before calling the 
past r¢lease ari HREC, the erivii:onmehta1 profossiop.al must dete):'!Tline whether the past i:elease is an REC 
at th~ tim.e t~e Phase l E~A is conducted (for example, if there 11as been change in the regulatocy ~riteria). 
If. the EP ~onsiders the. p!1$ release to be ;m REC at the time the Phase I ESA is conducted, the condition• 
shallbeinclµ~eq in the conclusions section of the report as an REC. 

KRA.ZAN & AS:SOCIAtES, me. 
With Offices Serving ihe Western t/11ited St,ztes 

. 0.24~21018·.Propo'!!d Food ~k.l'hase.J Rep9r1 Fina!,dqo: . 
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Potential A,-ea ofCoitcern (PAOCJ: A tenn adopted to provide ari alternative designation to the REC and 
HREC fcit a range of environmental issues related to current subjectsite u~s. historical subject site uses, 
or from adjacent and/or •viciri.ity property uses. The PAO_C is utilized t9 emphasize full disclosure and 
provide the.· Use:r: with . conclusions .and . recommendaiions related to potential environmental issues in 
connectiqn With the subJect sHe b~ed on Krazwi's professional experience in cases where official 
documentation or other evidence. may.be absent in order to ident1fy an REC or HREC; thereby aidingthe 
User's consJderations of environmental due.diligence risk tolerance. ·· · 

Migrate/migration: For the purposes of this practice, ''migrate" and "migration" refer to the movement of 
haurdpus subs.tances ot petroleum product$ in any foIT11, including, for example, solid .and liquid at the 
stirface. or subsurface_, and vapor in the subsurface. Vapor migratio_n in the subsurface_is described in ASTM 
E ,4-600-10 gµidance; however_; nothing in. the ~ i$4 7 ~ 13 practice should he. construed to require application 
ofthe E 2600~ l O standard to achieve compliance with AAL . 

De minimis condition; A condition ttiat generally does nQi present a thi:'eatto hum~n he~lth or th.e 
erwfronmenfa,nd that generally w9uld not be _th~ subject pf an enforcement action ifbroughtto the:: attention 
o:fappropriate g()vernmental agencies. Condition detennjned tobe de minimis. co_tiditions are not RECS or 
CRECs. 

Data Gap: A lack of or inabi]ity to obtain information required by this practice despite good .faith efforts 
by the Enviromnental Professional to gatq.er such infonnation. Dat·a gaps may result fr:om iJlcompleteness 
in any of the activities required 1:Jy this practice, including, llut not limited to tbe site reconnaissance.and 
i_nterviews. 

Data F ailute: A failure to achieve the historical researcl\ objectives even after: reviewing the stan~ard 
historical sources that are reasonably !!SCertainable and likely to be useful. Data r1,1ilure is one type ofdat/i 
gap. 

KRAZA.N .& AS.SOCIA TES., lNC. 
Will, Offices Ser.vii1g tlte Western. Unit~d Sta.tes. 
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GLOSSARY OF TE~S (contin~ed) 

.AJ\.l 
AC 
ACM 
;4.ot 
APN 
AST 
ASTM 
~ . 
AUL 
b~ 
BTEX 
CERCL~ 

CESQG 
CfR 
CMU 
COCs. 
. D.EULs 
DOCGR 
l>TSC 
EC 
EDR 
EP 
EPA 
ERP 
ESA 
ESL 
F,OIA 
·GPR 
HCCD 
HFIM 
IL\IBP 
HREC 
HV.t\C 
IC 
LBP 
LLP 
LQG 
tuc 
LUST . 
MCL 
,ig/L 
mg/kg , 
mg/L 
MSDS 

AU Appropriate)nqliii'ies 
Asphalt Concrete 
A,sbcstos~Containiiig Materials 
Area.·of CQncern 
Ass·essor's ParaffNwnber 
Abo~egroundStprage•i'ank 
American Society for Testing and Materials 
Air Sparging 
Activity& Use Liniitaiions 
Below <;irou!ld Sµi:face . . 
Benzene, Toluene, Eihylbenzene, Xylenes. 
Comprehensive . Enviionm·entai . Response 
Gompensa~ion and Liability Act . . 
Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator· 
Code of Federal Regulations 
Con~te MMonry Unit 
Constituents cifConceni . 
Declaration of Environmentai Use Re~trictions 
Di~~i~~ofOi~ Oas&Oeothermal)iesourc'<s{Ct\) 
Dep.artinent of Toxic Subsiances Control (CA) 
E.ngineering Cotttrol. 
.Environmcnt11l t)atll Resources 
Environmental Professional. 
United States Environmental Jlrotection Agen1;y 
Emertency Response Plan 
Environmental Site Assessment 
Envir.onmemal Scrccnil)g Levci 
Freedom otinfoimiuion Act 
Ground l'enetrating R~ar 
l-iaincs Criss-Cross Directory 
Hist.orii:al .Fire Insurimce Map 
Hazardou.~ Maierials Business Plan 
1-Ustoncal Recognized Environmental Condition 
He&ting, Ventilation,• Air Conditionitjg 
Institutionnl Control 
Lead-Ba~edPaint . 
LandownerLi11b11ity Protection 
Large Quantity.Generator· 
Land Use Control 
Leaking Undergiound Storage l'arik 
Ma.ximum Coniaminant Level 
Micl'Qgrai,ts Per Liter 
Milligrams Per Kilogram 
Milligrams Nr Litef 
Material Safety Data s.~e~ 

Ml$!!: 
MFR 
ND 
NFA 
NPDES 
NPL 
O&M 
PAQC 
PCB 
PCC 
PCE 
PEC 
?GD 
PG&E 
PHCs 
'prri 
ppb 
ppm 
PRG 
p~ 
.RAP 
RCRA 
REC. 
n.11 
RWQ<:::B 
$BA 
SFR 
SPC:C 
SQG 
SCE 
SV:E 
svoc 
SWRCB 
ftE 
TPH 
TPH-n 
TPH-G 
TPH-MO 
TS 
USGS 
tJSFWS 
UST 
~c 
YES 
voes 

M~thyl Tertiary B"1tylEther 
Multi-Family .Residential 
N1mdetec.fE1ble . 
No Further Action (letter) 
N~tiohalPolhitirin Discharge Elimination System 
National Priorities ·List 
Opct'ations & Maintenance Plan 
Potential A(ea Qf Concern. 
Pol);chlorinated B1phenyi 
,Portland CementC.onci'etc: 
Perchloroethyiene . 
Pcitential.Environmenfal Concern (TS) 
J>olk Ciufde Directory 
Pacific Gas & Electric 
Petroleu.m Hydrocarbcm· Constituents 
·Photoioriization Detector 
Parts Per Billioii 
Pw'ts Per Mill/9n . 
PreliminaryRemediaiion Golil 
Potentially Rcspimsible Party 
Remedial Action Plan 
Reso~eConserv~tion.and Recovery Act 
Recog!}i~d Environnu;ntaJ Con9ition 
Responsible:Pariy 
Regloiial Witter Qualify Control Board (CA) 
Small Business Administration 
Single-Family R~sidential . 
Spilf Ptevention Control end Countermeasure Plan 
Small QuantityGen~tor 
Southern Caiifornia Edison. 
:S;il Vapo{ E?ctr.action 
SemiNohi.tile Orgliriic Compound . 
State Water Resoiirces ·control Board 
Trichlor~ethyl~n~ . 
Total J>etrolcum Hydt:ocetbons . 
TQtal Petroleum Hy~carbons as l)iesel 
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons as Gasoline 
Tot.al Petroleum Hydrocarbons ~ • Motor Oil 
Transaction Screen 
.United Sintes Geoiogical Survey 
United States Fjsh IJi. VJildlifeService 
.Underground Stoi:age Tank 
Vapor Eni:roachmerit Condition 
V 1Jpor Encroachmel'.\I ~creening 
Volatile ·Oi-2aruc ·Comoounds 

KRAZAN•& ASSOCIATES.INC. 
Wli/1 Offices Serving tlt'e Western United .. States . . _ . 
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Photo 1: 

Photo 2: 

Eastern-facing view of the southwest portion of the subject site. This is a narrow portion of APN 
167-060-33 that has been added to the subject site since the previous 2019 Phase I ESA. This is 
an unpaved access road that connects the sub·ect site to Washington Street in the back ound. 

Western-facing view of the southwest portion of the subject site. The unpaved access road that 
connects the sub· ect site to Washin on Street is ictured. 
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Photo 3: 

Photo 4: 

Western-facing view of the northwest portion of the subject site. Feliz Drive is pictured to the 
north 

Southwestern-facing view from the northwest portion of the subject site. A few end-dump soil 
mounds are ictured. 

PROPOSED FOOD BANK PROPERTY 
1913 FELIZ DRIVE 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 

Project No. 024-210 I 8 

Date: April 2021 

Approved by: BC 

CiKrazan 



X 

Photo 5: Southwestern-facing view of the southwestern portion of the subject site. The warehouse 
facility pictured in the back ound is offsite. 

Photo 6: 
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Photo 7: Western-facing view of the stonnwater basin located adjacent to the southwest comer of the 
subject site. A food service warehouse is pictured off-site in the background. 

.. 
.. .. 

··- _..,. -
Photo 8: Eastern-facing view from the southern portion of the subject site that extends to Washington 

Street. 

PROPOSED FOOD BANK PROPERTY 
1913 FELIZ DRIVE 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 

Project No. 024-21018 

Date: April 2021 

A roved b : BC 
&lKrazan 



Photo 9: 

.. 

. .... 
Photo 10: Eastem-facin view from the center of the sub· ect site. 
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Photo 11: 

Photo 12: view from the center of the sub· ect site. 
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Photo 13: 

Photo 14: Northwestem-facin view from the southwestern ortion of the sub·ect site. 
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Photo 15: 

Photo 16: 

. ~ . 
view from the southwestern comer of the subject site. 

.· -
Western-facing view along the northern boundary of the eastern part of the subject site. The 
poles pictured to the right mark the boundary of the subject site with the adjacent stormwater 
basin. 
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Photo 17: 

Photo 18: Southwestern facing of the eastern part of the subject site. Concrete rubble is pictured in the 
back ound. 
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Photo 19: 

Photo 20: 

. . 
Typical view of concrete rubble refuse that has been dumped on the site to the south of the off-
site stormwater basin. 

~~ 
Typical view of concrete rubble refuse that has been dumped on the site to the south of the off­
site stormwater basin. 
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Califomla Department of Fish and WIidiife 
Central Region 

1234 EAST SHAW AVENUE 
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 93710 

California Endangered Species Act 
Incidental Take Permit No. 2081-2013-058-04 

METROPOLITAN BAKERSFIELD URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Authority: This California Endangered Species Act (CESA) incidental take permit (ITP) is 
issued by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) pursuant to Fish and Game 
Code section 2081, subdivisions (b) and (c), and Celifomia Code of Regulations, Title 14, 
section 783.0 et seq. CESA prohibits the take' of any species of wildlife designated by the 
California Fish and Game Commission as an endangered, threatened, or candidate species.2 

CDFW may authorize the take of any such species by permit if the conditions set forth in Fish 
and Game Code section 2081, subdivisions (b) and (c) are met. (See Cal. Code Regs., 
tit. 14, § 783.4). 

Permlttae: 
Principal Officer: 

Perrnittee: 
Principal Officer: 

Contact Person: 

Malling Address: 

City of Bakersfield 
Alan Tandy, City Manager 

County of Kem 
Lorelei Oviatt, Planning and Community Development 
Dtrector 

Martin Ortiz, Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat 
Conservation Plan Implementation Trust Group 
Administrator 
(661) 326-3786; mortlz@bakersfteldclty.ua 

1715 Cheater Avenue 
Bakersfield, Callfomla 93301 

Effective Date and Expiration Date of this ITP: 
This ITP shall be executed in duplicate original form and shall become effective once a 
duplicate original is acknowledged by signature of the Pennittees on the last page of this ITP 
and returned to CDFWs Habitat Conservation Planning Branch at the address listed in the 
Notices section of this ITP. Unless renewed by CDFW, this ITP's authorization to take the 
Covered Species shall expire on September 1, 2019. 

1Pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 86, "'Take' means hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, 
catch, capture, or kill." See also Environmental Prolllclion Information Center v. Ca/ffomfa Department of Fo,estry 811d Fire 
Proteclion (2008) 44 Cal.4th 459, 507 (for purposes of Incidental take permitting under Fish and Game Code section 2.081, 
subdivision (b), "'take' ... means to catch, captu,e or kill"). 
~e definition of an endangered, threatened, and candidate species for purposes of CESA are found In Fish and Game 
Code sections 2062, 2067, and 2068, respeetlvely. 

Rev. 2013.4.25. 



Notwith1;1tandirig ~he expiratio11 date on thi;! ta.ke authorization provided by thi$. ITP. 
Permittee's obligations pursuantto this liP do notend until COFW accepts .as complete the 
PElrmittee's Final Mitigation Report r~quire~ by Condition of Approval 6.5 e>f this ITP. 

Project Location: 
The project Area is the Metropolitan Bak~r$field 2.010 General Plan Area (GPA), which 
encompasses approximately 261,120 acres (408 sq. mi.) in central Kern County, centered on 
the CJty of Bakersfield. The land$Within the ProjectAteaare primarily priv~tely owned afld 
with about 165,120 acre~ under County.jurisdiction and 96;00()acres under the jurisdiction of ; 
the City of Bakersfield. The lands Within the GPA are broken into three categories: 

• !Jr.bim.: Lands that are already developed with uses that required issuance of grading 
permit •. grading plan approvar, building p~rmit, or us~ permit from either Permittee .. 

• Natural: Undeveloped ia.ndswhith nave not been significantly alter~ by hliman 
activity and lnciudes open brushland/woodland, den$e brushland/woodlarid, scrubland, 
riparian areas,_ wetlands, ephemeral flooded land, bare ground. sand dunes, rock 
outcroppings, gri:i~slanQs, g~$Slands subject to grazlng, and non~crop agricultural 
land which have retained natural contours or have reverted back to natural vegetat10n. 
Natural L.an~s do not include former agricultural lands which have been leveled or 
graded to facilitate. irrigation or production activities, and land which has been out of 
productionfor le$s than fiv~ consecutiv~ ye~rs (Na~ural Lands). 

• open; Includes Natural Lands and land Which has been s!gr:ijficantly altered by 
agricultural or industrial uses, but which has not been substantially developed for 
u.rban tJses. These prim~rily consi$t of land$ with intensive agriculture (Open Lands). 

· This ITP does not include the following are~s within the GPA: 

• Tbe primary flood piain of the Kem River, as mapped in the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
Habitat conservation Plan. (M8HCP) · 

• Lands owned by the California Department of Water ResQ.Urces (DWR) or Kern VVater 
Bank Authority 

Project Description: 
The Project includes the Urban. Developmf!nt (r;i~fined below) of up to 14;200 acres of Nati.Ira! 
(.ands and 33,400 acres· of Open Lands within the 261, 120-acre MBHCP area; as defined in 
Figure .2 of the MBHCP dated April 1994. Becali$8 the Project is expected to result in t~ke 
of a species designated as endangered under the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA), 
the Petinittees prepar~d the MBHCP in support .of an application for an ITP pursµant to · 
section 10(a)(1)(8) of the ESA. On August 24, 1994, the United States (U.S.) Fish and 

·Wildllfe Service (Service) l$SUed ITP.No; PRT-786634 (federal ITP); The federal ITP requires 
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full implementation of, and compliance with, all conserv~tion measures listed in. the MBHCP 
for avoidance, minimization, and mitigation for impacts, as well as compliance with the 
ter:ms· and cond,itions in th.e associated lmple.menta:tioniManagement Agreement (dated 
August 15,.1994), all of which are lnee>rporated by reference as co,nditioh~ of the federal ITP.. 
The 14,200 acres of Natural Landsor33,400 acres of Open Lands that can be developed 
includ~s all MBHCPauthori:Zed develpprneritsince 1994;as a result, only 1fportior1 of the 
development acreage contemplated in the 1994 MBHCP remains; as ·of December 31, 2012, 
there were 3, 116.67 acres converted from Natural Lands to .Urban Development, and 
18;40.5.5 acr!9S ~onv~i"ted frqm Open Lan~ to Urban Development,ThbtlTP specifically · 
authorizes development as contemplated in the MBHCP from the time of issuance of this ITP 
to its expiration in 2019; 

0Urban Developmenr for the purpose of this ITP Is defined as: A change in land use from 
open land to any other land. use for which a permitsuch as a.grading permit, grading plan 
approval, building pennit or use permit is required from either Permittee, including but not 
limited to, the cc;:,ristrnction ofbuildhigs bn lots of record and proje~s undertaken directly t>y 
either Permittee; where a Permittee project would require grading plan approval orapproval 
of construction. and maint~nance ~ctivities undertaken by the Pemiittees. · · · 

Urban Development for the purpo~s>of this iTP specifically does not include th~ followit1g 
activities: · 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

.Agricultural .uses; 

Oil production and exploration, except for associated ancillary facilities within the 
Project.Area on which either Permittee e>eerclses discreti6naiy .authority of the 
issuance of permits or approvals pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CECA); 

Water recharge and extraction facilities (not Including wells developed In an urban 
setting) v,,ithin lands own.ed by DWR, Kern Cpunty Water Agency, Kern Water Bank 
Authority, or other water districts; · 

Any flood controi activities requiring notification to CDFW pursuantto .Fish and.Game 
Code section 1600 et seq;; 

Any prQject undertaken by a State ~gency (e.g., R.eclamation Board, Caltrans, Division 
of Oil, Gas, and Geothermic Resources (DOGGR)1 DWR) over which State agencies 
haVe CEQA.lead agency responsibility; and · · 

Other activities not normally consid!;!l'ed "urbar) c;.tevE!lopment." 

·1ncldental Take Permit 
No. 2081-2013;o58-04 
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Urban Development within the Project Area may include, but is not limited to. the 
following activities ~late.d to urban la11ddevel¢pme(lt: grubbing, excavation, and mass 
grading; heavy equipment staging; stockpiling of soils; materials transport, Jaydowrt, 
and storage; trench digging and backfiHing; existing road right-of•Way paving and 
inipl'.'Ovements; construction of new roac:ts; dweUing '-!nits, commercial development, 
public buildings, medical and other office $pace, recreational facifities, and traQs·; 
construction. of water supply distribugon system and wastewater c:;olll:!ciion and 
·treatment facilities; ~ump operation and maintenance; tree and other vegetation 
removal and trimming; fencing installation; landscaping and re-vegetation; and other 
activities related to build out ofth¢ Project (qollectively referred to as Covered 
Activities). · 

Equipmentn~ede~ to petfom:rthe above Covered Activities may include but not be 
limited to bulldozersi backhoes, motor graders, hovel scrapers, water trucks, froot--end 
IC)~de.rs, concrete pumpers, pavers, roll~rs, :and haul trucks. 

In 1994, the California Department of Fish and G~me (nc,w knQwn as CDFW) 
issued a CESA Management Permit (CE:SA 9323) for the Project, which expires 
on August 24, 2014. The Permittees have. not Yet exceeded the acre~ge of impact 
contemplated and analyzed in CESA 9323. However, CESA 9323 canhot be extended 
or renewed, since CESA was amended in 1999toinclµdedifferent requirements for 
authorization of take of State-listed species pursuant to CESA. ThislTP therefore 
analyzes the same Project a$ CESA 9323 but contains different requir~ri'l~nt$, since it 
includes, among otherthlngs, measures to minimize and fully mitigate Project.related. 
take. 

Cover~d Species Subject to Take Authorization Provided by this ITP: 
This iTP covers the folk>wihg species: 

Name 

1. Tipton ·kangaroo rat .(Dipodomys nitratoide.s nitratdides) 

CESAStatu$ 

Eridangerecf3 

Threatened4 

Thre.atened5 

E:ndangered6 

2. San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica) 
3. San Joaquin antelope squirrel (Ammospennophilus n~fsom) 
4. Ba~ersfield cactU$ (Opuntia basilaris var. fre/easei) 

Tt!ese speci~ and pnly th~e species are the "Covered Species" for the purposes of this 
ITP. 

3See Cal. Code Regs: tit. 14 § 670;5, $Ubcl. (a)(f;J(Q); 
4 See Cal. Code Regs. tit 14 § 670;!j, subd. (b)(S)(E) .. 
5See C:al. Code Regs. tit. 14 § 670;5, subd. {b)(6)(B) .. 
'see CaL Code Regs, tit 14 § 670.2, subd. {a)(8)(A). 
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...... ........ , 
Impacts of the Taking Qn Covered. Species, 
Project activities . and their resulting impacts are expected to result in the incidental take of 
ilidivich~a.1s of the Covered Species. The activities describetf atmve eliCpected to resLilt In 
incidental take. of individuals of the Covered Species include: tree removal; ground, 
veg$tation, and h•bitatcle.aring;,grubbing; graqing; cutand.fill (leveling); excav~tion ~nd 
$tockpiling of material; ground compaction; compaction from equipment and materials 
storage; heavy equipmentoperations; trenching; backfilling; paving; utility installation; 
constructiQn of roads, w•stewater and. stonnwater coHection, tre~tment, and storage systems; 
materials and equipment transport and Jaydown; and other activities related to Urban 
Development. 

Covered Activities may resultin incidental take of individuais of the Covered Species in the 
form ofmortality ("kill") frQmvehicle/equip'1'!entstrikes during c:onstn.1ction site preparation 
and hauling of materials and spoils; collc1pse or excavation of occupied dens and burrows 
that results in crushing or suffocation of undergrpund in~fividuals during v~etation renioval, 
grubbing, cut/fill, grading, compaction, and trenching; e.ntombmentof individuals from 
deposition of stockpiled material ot sppils over occupied burrows and during vegetation, top 
soil. crsoil compaction, grading activities, and dev~lopment of roadbeds, structure building 
pads; and other surface infrastructure; $nttapmer:it and burial wi.thin trench~s for Utilities, · 
open pipelines, or uncovered. e~cavati<>~; crushing _by equipment; and vehicle strikes on 
roads doe to increased Project-related traffic,. Incidental take of individuals. of the Covered 
Specie:t$ may al59 qecur from Covered Activities in the form ·of pursue, catch, papture, or 
attempt to do.so through the· capture or entrapment in holes or-trenches, by·uncovertng 
through the excavation of d~ or burrow systems, and when individuals are salvaged and 
relocated out of harm's way as · required by this . ITP. 

Tipton Kangaroo Rat 

Within the Project Area, tipton kangaroo rat (TKR) has been documented in low numbers in 
theTen ~action Oil Field, Kern V'J~ter Bank ~nd in remnant habitat north of Panama L~ne. A 
review of the habitat change map for the MB HCP dated September 301 2012 indicates two 
parcels convertecifrom Natural l,ands to urbrJri land.use. One location near Cottonwood 
Road does,not appear to have been altered to date, and the area near Nord Road and 
Stockdale t(lghway has been converted to residential land use. It Is not known-whether these 
~ites were recently occupied by TKR. Direct Project-related impacts to TKR could occur from 
destruction of burrow systems. entombment; b~ing crushed in shallow burrow systems, and 
from loss of native habitat.or fallowed agricultural fields occupied by the species. Potentiaf 
indir~ct effects include disturbance ofnative habitats from Off-_Highway Vehicle (OHV) 
.cross,,country riding, trash dumping, wildfires, predation from dogs;. ca~. and other urban 
wlldiife, and recreational ~ctivities that resul\ in di$t!Jrbance to soil and vegetation;· The 
Project Area contains approximately 6,000. acres of potentially suitable TKR habitat. 
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San Joaquin Kit Fox 

There are many California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) records of San. Joo.quin ~it 
fox (SJKF) occurrences Within ttie, Projet:t Area, but these reco.rds are incomplete ahQ do not 
contain the thou$ands of SJKF observations recorded during receni studies within the City of 
Bakersfield and elsewhere within the Project Area. The Permittees' MBHCP irriplen,~ntati<>n 
staff also m~iotain a database of known and potential kit foxdens to help implement 
avoidance and take minimization measures in the Project Area, a$ required by t~e MB HCP. 

The Project AreEi is contained within a pqrtion of the Western Kern County San Joaquin kit 
fox core area (approximately 10,500 acres) and the Metropolitan Bakersfield and Northea$t 
Bakersfield Saiemte areas. Thti:e c:ore areas and fro111 . 9 to · 12 satellit~ .area~ were 1dentifred 
in the 1998 U. S. Fash and Wildlife .Service Recovery Plan for Upland $pecfes of the San 
Joaquin Valley, California (hereaft~r. Recovery Pieri) to me~tre¢overy goals .for SJKF. The 
recovery strategy hinges on the enhanced protection and management of the Western Kern 
County, Carrizo Plain and Ciervo-Panoche core populations and th~ management of seyetal 
of the 12 smailer satellite populations. Satellite.areas, such as the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
,and Northeast Bakersfield areas, Will be fostered in remaining .fragmented landscapes 
thrtnJgh hab~t m;:friagement on public land. and conservation agreements with private .land 
.owners. Specific habitat evaluations and population estimates have not b~.n coridu_cted for 
the core and satellite ar~as. Urban arid non~urban habitats ar~ c9ntalned within the Project 
Area. In the non'-urban habitats surrounding the metropolitan Bakersfield atea1 $JKF t)ave 
been recorded in a variety of open undeveloped habitats~ These include the larger grassland 
habitats on the eastern edge ofthe Project Area, small remnants of native habitat in the 
agricultu~I l~ndseape. (e.g., alkali sink,. saltbush scrub, non-ru~tive grassl~od), fallowed crop 
lands, low density o,il flelds, tow density industrial and commercial facilities, landfills; and 
parks. Intensive agricultural row crops, orci'.lards, and vineyards are generally not us~d due to 
a scarcity of small mammal ahd rodent prey items (B. Cypher pers. com). The small 
remnants of natural lands and the rangelands witnin the eastern portiqn of the Project Ar(:?a 
With le>w topographic ruggednes1:1 are cons.idered $Uita~le SJKF ha:J:>itat. A $JKF habitat 
suitability model has been developed by the Endangered Species Recovery Program 
(ESRP), which utilizes ratings factors of topog~phy-ruggedness, lahd usei vegetation type, 
and vegetation biomass. Within the urban landscape of the Project Area; research. conducted 
by ESRP ,i11ce 1997 indic~tes that SJKF living within th~ urban lands~pe .ofthe City of · 
Bakf:'!rsfield are faring well both demographically and ecologically. The current population 
appears robi,lst, wide.:spread, ~nd persistent, and is estimated to be as .large as 200 to 400 
individuals within :the City (Cypher and Van Horn Job, in press) . . Observations of SJKF are 
scattered ·across the urban landsca~ and include undt,veloped. lands (e,g., vacanflots, 
fallow trc,p fields), $torm water sumps, industrial areas(e.g,, manufacturing facilities, shipping 
yards with restricted access)( commercial areas (e;g., office buildings, hotels; medical 
'fadlities, retaHfacilities and their parkjng areas), manicured open.space (e.g., parks, school 
campuses, golf courses), linear rights of way (e:g., canals, railroads, road$, highway; and 
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pQwer line corridor=:;) and residential areas. Favorable attributes of urban environments 
include low abundance of natural kit fox predators; diverse food sources that along with water 
are consisteritly abundant, and plenty of potential denning sites (Cypher-2010). 

Based on 27 radio-coilated SJKF tracked by ESRP within the City' of Bakersfield, urban SJKF 
within th~ City use undeveloped lots and sumps disproportionately l'Tlore, relative to the 
availability of thes.e habitats and use residential areas di$proportionately less. Use of linear 
qorridors, commercial, manicured open, indu$trial, and areas in transition (area~ .in which 
residential, commercial, or industrial construction is in progress or has recently been · 
completed) are in proportion to their availability (Frost.2005). Undeveloped areas and sumps 
experience fewer hurnan activities and disturbances while residential ar~as have high levels 
of disturbance as well as the presence of dogs, fences, and walls thatdiscourage kit fox use 
(~ypher, 2010): Sumps are widely distributed tiiroughout the urban landscape and. repre~ent 
important habitat features for denning. This pattern of SJKF use was ~lso documented with 
additional radi()-collared SJKF (luring a·$tu(fy of urban roads within the City of Bakersfield 
(Bjurlin et at, 2005). The pattern of SJKF habitat use described above is somewhat stable 
within the established urban landscape. However, as, urban and industrial development 

, expands within the PrQject Area. the open and tt~m~Hion areas are changing with the 
perrnitted development. Active agricultural croplandsj orchards, and vineyards are often 
fallowed for some month$ to yElars prior to development..:rel~~d surface disturbing ac;:tivities .. 
During this time, ground squirrels, small rodents, and other kitfox prey items can become 
e$tabli~hed, there is a lack of human actiVities, and new den opportunities attract SJKF to 
occupy these suitable habitats. These open areas receive high SJKF use for denning and 
become "preferred" parts of th~ir home ranges (used in a proportion gr~ter th~m their 
availability) (Frost2005)~ However, the long-term use of these open areas by SJKF depends 
on the suitability ofthe ultimate land use. · 

The Ke.m River corridor has variable utiiity as SJKF habitat. The undevelop~d upland habitats 
adjacent to the nver channel are classified as·open ha~itats CQrnmorily u$ed by SJKF. 
However,. the more dem~e riparian h~bitats along the river channel are rarely used by SJKF, 
and when used they are subject to predation by bQbcats and coyotes in this area (Bijurlin et 
al., 2005). The Kem Rivef may serve as a SJKF movement corridor where there are open 
1Jplands and parks adjacenfto the river channel. Where urban development restricts the river 
corridor to a narrow riparian channel, movements through this area are likely restricted and 
predation may become $factor (B. Cypher, pers. c:om). The recent anf;i cmgoing construction 
of an expressway along the Kem River will eliminate some open iand habitatand will likely 
alter SJKF movemenfpatterns. · · 

SJKF hor:ne ranges within the urban setting are markedly smaller than those in non-urban 
natural lands. Frost (2005) estimated kitfox home ranges to be about 1.2 km2 to 1; 72 km2 

(2913 acres to 425 acres) and a. c~re use area of 0.16 km2 {40 acres). Thes.e $mall home 
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ranges may be di.le to more abundant. and .concentrated food items, potential movement 
barriers, and reduced space use (Cypher, 2010). 

Dens are a critical habitat element for SJKF habitat use. In the Bakersfield urt>an landscape, 
earthen a·nd "atypicl\ll" manMmade structures are u$ed. Man .. n,ade structures include culvert$, 
pipes, cargo con~iners, p<;>rteli>le buildings, junkyard clebris, and dumpsters; AHhough dens 
are found in all .urban habitats, dens are more common in sumps and undeveloped ~rea$ 
compared With ti,.e availability of these h,abitats, and disproportionally less in residential and 
commercial areas (Cypher, 2010; Frost, 2005). 

SJKF wijhin the. City pf Bakersfield consume ground squirrels, pocket gophers; rabbits, birds, 
beetles, grasshoppers, cockroaches, and anthropogenic food items. Ground squirrels arid 
goph~rs are. th¢ prim$ry rQdents coosum~d. Anthropt>geoic foods are widely available and 
c:an become a .substantial part of the diet .of urban SJKF. Such foods include trash, discarded 
food; and pet foods. SJKF will routinely vi~it locations where foods are.cpnsistentiy available. 
(e;g~, dumpsters, feral .cat feeding stations). However, .natural prey items are contained fo 
nearly .all scat samples. SJKF are not likely to depend on anthrqprigenic fopd items {Cypher, 
2010). The combination of natL1ral and anthropogenic foods likely results in .less variation of 
prey availability found in non-urban environments and may contribute to a more stable 
population of kit foxes in the urban environment (Cypher and Van Hqm Job, in press). 

There may be sorrie competition with non-native r¢d foxes, $tripe(,! skunks, feral cats, and 
raccoons. Which commonly occur in urban environments inhabited by SJK:F. Red foxes, 
striped skunks; feral cats, anq SJKF have been observed in close. proximity at dens and 
feeding sites. These interacJions may constitute a potential to transmit diseases, especially 
rabies, which is highly lethal ahd could significantlf imp~ct urban kit fox populations {Cypher 
and. Van Horn Job, in p~ss). 

Direct iJTlpacts from Covered Activities include foraging habitat loss, loss of natural prey 
items, destruction of earthen and man-made dens, and entoml:,rrient in dens, The direct 
inipa~ of greatest CClhcern are those resl.llting from m~intenance ·and operation of sumps 
and canals as a result of heavy equipment used to remove vegetation and to re-contour 
banks ~n.d slopes. Oth~ractivities such as landscaping or we~ contrQI can close or collapse 
dens. Several instances have occurred where kit fox dens have been covered over pr 
destroyed by these activities {B. Cypher: personal communication). The loss of a den in itself 
may not be a significant impact because SJKF typically have multiple dens within their hoh'le 
ranges. Howeve~. significant impacts can occur if a S.)KF den is destroyed while occupit;Jd by 
one or more kit foxes, partic1Jlarly if it is a natal den harboring young that.are notable to 
escape entombment. (Cypher and Van Hom Job, in pre$s). · 

Indirect impacts to, SJKF may occur frc,im Covered Activities from: vehicle strikes o'h roads 
and ~xpressw~ys; toxin exposure and the potential for primary and secondary consumption 
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resulting in mortality or reduced health; predation from dogs; disturbance from OHV and 
recreatk>nal activities on vacant land adjacent to residential development; mortality from 
ent~nglemenfin ~occer and baseball netS.; ~ creatlon of barriers to SJKF movements from 
roads, canals, · fences .. and walls (Cypher and Van Hom Job, in press). There have been · 
iri$tances where SJKF have sale~ted den sites within cl~.$e proximity to oi'.lgoing human 
activities. Suc.h dens .have been constructed unt;t~r school. bµildings, 9ffice ~nd commercial 
buildings, and in landscaped or operi spaces at shopping centers. In these situations, the 
SJKfare habituatectto the human cicth,iti~s that occur in a regular patt~rn. but may be 
subject to harm, harassment, .or direct mortality. Ouring a study of 229 radlcM:ollared SJKF in 
the B~kersfield ~rea between 1997 and 2004, vehiri~ strikes proved to be the single largest 
$ource of mortality (48.1 % of au reported, · 26.~o/o of r11dlo-colla~ foxes) of SJKF In the urban 
environment(Bjurlin et al., 2005). A high proportion of vehicle strikes occurred in arterial 
roads thatt,ave multiple lahes, .gra.aterposted speed limits, .and higher traffic volumes. Most 
vehicle mortalities occurred :at the intersections.of major roads and other linear rights-of-way 
such as 0th.er roads, ~nals, railroads, utility corridor~. goJfcourse crossings, t:ind rip~rian 
areas. 

As of December 31, 2012, during the implementatic,,n ofthe existing MBHCP, there have 
peen 3,116.67 acre~ converted from natural habitats to urban land use,and 18,40S.5 :actes 
converted from open to urban land use. The suitability and use of these areas by SJKF will 
depend on the density and configuration of the development. Approximately 45,000 acres of 
potentially suitable SJKF habitat is present in the Project Area, which includes 1:1gricultural 
lands; · 

San Joaquin Antelope Squirrel 

The only CNODB record of $an Joaquin antelope squirrel (SJA$) occurring within the Project 
Area is dated from 1~11, located at thewe~tern edge of th-, Proje.ct Area. SJAS.has beer, 
recorded near the western edge of tlie Project Area; specificaliy .in the vicinity of Kern Water 
Bank, and west of Interstate 5 an~ Highways 43. and 119. There. is .a potential for the SJAS to 
expand/recolonize into the ProjectArea from existing populations present in the Coles Levee 
Ecosystem Pre$erve and adjacent ~reas~ The Jllc;>$t likely areas to support SJAS.within the. 
Project Area include the 1 O Section Oil . Field and natural lands. and . long-tenn .fallowed fields · 
adjacent to the Kern Water Bank. There are no known direct or ind.irect impacts to SJAS from 
implementation of the MBHCP to date. However, loss ofsuitable SJAS habitatwith1n the 
Project ·Area ha$ occurreµ from MBHCP build-out and these losses will continue with 
implementation oflhe Covered Activities. Habitat Management (HM) land acquisition, 
specifically the continued prqtectiPn of natural land$ occupied by SJAS in the Semltropic and 
Lokem areas will contribute to the long-term conservation of the species. Protection of these 
larid$capes wa~ identified a$ imp9rtarit recovery actions in the Recovery Plan. 
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SJAS may ~ subject to direct arid indirect adverse impacts associated with urban ! 
development. There are approximately 2;000 acres of potenti~lly suita.b.le SJAS habitatwithin l 
the Project Area. Dire¢t ~ke cc:,µld oc¢ur as a result Qf urbJm development on lands occupied 1 
by SJAS, and urban dt3velopment could also result in additionalindirect t$ke fi'oni increased I,.· 

human-related activities (dQg~. cats, off.;road vehicle us~; etc.) on land within the Project Area 
not subject to urbaridevelopment~ · 

Bakersfield Cactus . 

Bakersfield cactus population surveys conducted by Cypher et al. (2011) documented 
17 occurrences of Bakersfield cacti.ls within the Project Area. Severai of these. 2011 
occurrences consolidated previously recorded CNDDB !!lement occurrences, Four 
occurrences included poplllations that a.re now entirely extirpated. At eight locations, 
populations were not detected, but the area remains undeveloped open lands or natural land 
habitat. All Bakersfield cactus popuiations within the Project Area are located within the 
northeastern portion of the Prc;,ject Area. Project implementation will result in impacts to 
Bakersfieid cactus populations and habitat However., Ba~ersfi~ld ~ctus Is a per~nilial am:I 
easily transplants $uccessfu0y, as dpcumented. by stt.Jdies and previous projects, provided 
that certain parameters are followed. This I1"P requires salvage and transplantation to ah 
ttppropiiate recjpieht location ofany Bakersfield c;actos present within the footprint of any 
impending Urban Development. Salvage .and transplantation of Bakersfield cactus as 
required by this ITP Will .limit Proj~ct~related lo~ of Bakersfield c~ctus individuals. 

incidental Take Authori:z:ation of Covered Sp~cies: . 
This ITP at.ithoriz~s incidental take of the Covered Species and only the Covered Species: 
With respect to incidental take of th~ Cov$red Species, CDFW ·aLithori:Zes the Permitte~s. 
their employees, coritractQrs, ahc;i ag~nts to take Covered ,Species· incidentally in carrying out 
the Covered Activities, subject to the limitations described in this section and the Cpnditions 
of Approval idE:mtified b(:!low. This_ lTP does not authorize take. of Covered Species from 
activities outside the.scope of the Covered Aotivitje$, take -.of Covered Speci~ outside of the 
Project Ar~. take of Covered Species. resi,dting from violation ofthis ITP, or intentional take 
of Covered Species, except for capture and relocation of Covered Species a,s auth.orized by 
this ITP. . . . 

Conditions .of Approval: . 
Unles$ specified otherwise, the following measures apply to all covered Activifie, withhi the 
Project Area. CDFWs issuance ofthis ITP .and Permittees' allthqrization to take the Cover~ 
Species are subject to Permittees' compliance with and implementation of the following 
Conditions of Approval: · 

1. Legal Compliance: Permitteesshall complywith atl applicable federal, state, and local 
laws in e~ist~ce oo the effective date of this ITP or adopted .thereafter. 
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2. CEQA Compliance: Permittees shall implement and adhere to the mitigation measures ! 
related to the Covered Species in the Biological Resources section of the Finai 
Environmental lmp~ct Report (SCH No. 1 aaeo202~) ce.rtified by the City' of Bak$rsfield 
on August 17, 1993, as.lead agency for the Project pursuant to CEQA (Pub. Resources. 
Code,§ 21000 et seq()~ · · · 

3. E$A Compliance: Permittees shall implement and adhere to the. terms and conditions 
re.lated to the Coveted Species i.n th.e·MBHCP,d$ted April 1994, and as conditioned. by 
the·associated Implementation/Management Agreement, and federal ITPissued by the 
Service on August 24, 1994 for the Project pursuantto ESA. For purposes of thi$ ITP, 
where the terms and conditions fpr t.he Covered Species in the>federal authorii:ation(s) 
are less protective of the Covered Species or otherwise conflict with this ITP, the 
conditioris,.ofapproval s~tfooh in this. lTP shall c()ntrol. 

4. ITP Time Fram,e 'Compliance: PerrnitteE! $hall fully im.plement and adhere to (he 
conditions of this. lTP within the time frames setforth below ~nd a$ ~Horth in the 
Mltlg~tion Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), which is included as 
Attachment 1 to this ITP. · 

G. General Provisions; 

5.1. Joint and Several UabjHtv. AU terms and conditions oft'1is ITP, inch,1dirig those set 
forth in the attached MMRP; shall be binding upon .both Permittees. 
Notwithstanding California Civil Code section 1431 or any other provision oflaw, 
both Permittees are jointly and .severally liable for performance of all terms, 
conditions, and obligations r;,f this ITP, including, but not tiinlt~d to,Jhose set forth 
in the attached MMRP; Any faiiure by .either or both Permittees to comply with 
any tetm, cqndition, 0r obligation $et forth In thi.s ITP $hall be deemed a failure to 
comply by both Permittees. 

5.2. Perrnittee Authorization. Both Permittees shall require that all proposed Covered 
Activiti~s v,ithih 1he Project Are;J requiring i$suance of a:grading perrnit, building 
permit, urban development permit, or similarauthorization(collectively, Permijtee 
Aut~orlzatlon$) by either Peim1ttee complies with the terms of this ITP. 
Permittees shall not issue or grant such Permittee Authorizations until the project 
proponent seeking a Permittee Authorization (Developer) demonstrates 
compliance with Ci:mditions of Approval of this ITP. · 

5.3. Developer Compliance. If sufficient~vidence is presented tq either Permitt~eto 
demonstrate that a Developer violated the provisiohs of t~e MB HCP or this ITP; 
the appropriate Permittee (e.g., the P~rmittee wttli j1.,1ris~U9lion over the specific .. 
Oeveloper) sh ail notify the Developer of said violation within 48 hours and shall 
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issue an order in accordance with pro~edures in the applicable City orCounty 
Building Code that prohibits development activities which may result in ·ground 
disturbance (e.g., Stop Work Order) until thei alleged violati.on is oorre~ed or 
re~olved. The Permittee withjurisdiclio11 shall also notify the Service and CDFW 
ih writing (email will suffice) of said violation at or before the time the Developer is 
notified. i.Jpon tll.e Developer providing the.~ppropriate Pennittee. with written 
notice from the ~ervice and CDFW that the violation has been corrected, the . 
appropriate Permittee may lift the Stop Work Order and the Develqper may then. 
resume construction. 

Permittee Projects. All City of Ba~ersfield and the.County of Kem projects that do 
not require issuan~ .of a Pem,ittee Autt,Qrization shali follow all Conditions of 
Approval of this ITP, including but not limited to payment i:>f the Habitat Mitigation 
Fee described in Condffion of Approval 5;6, below, as well as C.onditions of 
Approvals 6;1, and 7.1 through 7.16. 

MBHCP lrriplementation Trust Group CMBHCPITG). The MBHCPITG is a body 
established pursuant to a Joint Powers Agreement (City of Bakersfield 
Agreement No. 93-168, Kem County Agreement No; 387.;93; August1993) 
between the Permittees tot the pt,1rpos~ ofcarrying out the MBHCP and the 
associated lmpJem~ritation/Managernent Agreement, federal ITP, and thisJTP. 
The MBHCPITG is comprised of representatives from each Perrnittee as trustees, 
as well as COFW and the Service. as m$ndatory advisory members. In addition; a 
member of the public serves a two~yearterm and is alterriati:,ly appointed by each 
Pemiittee. Ot~er MBHCPITG members may be ~dded as deemed ~ppropriate by 
all MBHCPITG representatives. The MBHCPITG shall assistin the administration 
ofmeasures. necessary for compliance with ~he requirements cfthis ITP. · 

Habitat Mitigation Fee <HM Ft During the ITP term, both Permittees shall collect a 
Habitat Mitigation Fee (HMF), as described in Condition of Approval 8 prior to the 
issuance or .approval of any Permittee Authorization in the PrC>jectArea. lfno 
PermitteeAuthorization is requiredfor a Covered Activity (such asforPermittees' 
projects), the HMF shall be paid prior to initiation of vegetati9n,- or · 
ground-disturbing activities for said project. The current HMF is $2, 145 per acre 
($1,198~25 per acre for HM land acquisition costs, $159.99 per acre for HM land 
fencing and improvemEmt, $477. 72 per acre for HM land endowment, 'and 
$309.81 per acre for Permittee MBHCP implementation costs). 

HMFAnnual Update. The MBHCPltG shali establish and update the HMF, ori a 
gross acre bijsi$~ required to implement the mitigation program. The HMF shall, 
ata minimum, be adjusted annually for inflation. On an annual ba~is, no later 
than December 31, of each year, CDFWwill updatethe MBHCPITG on funding 
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I 

requirements and a gross acre basis for Enhancement and Endowmentfunds.ror 
properties approved during the subsequent calendar year: The Enhancemenlailcf 
E.ndowment fe~s. on a gross acre b~~is, shall be setby the date 9f the 
MBHCPITG meeting at which the MBHCPITG approves the purchase of the 
specific Habitaf Management lands (HM lands). 

HMF Disposition, The Perrnittees shall hold all HMFs collected, and any fines 
collected, in a separate trust for paym~nt of HM fand acquisitkm co~.ts as well as 
the associated enhancement and endowment costs~ in addition to the associated 
admlnlstraHon costs, a~ i~entifi~d in the MBHCP Implementation/Management 
Agreement (hereafter, Implementation Agr~ment), which include, but· are riot 
limited to, the cdst 'of HM lahd acqui$itio", long~term H~ iand managernentfunds 
(endowment), HM land'irrtprovernel'.it, public facilities and administration of the 
MBHCP program by the Permlttees. Funds shall be transferred to the 
MBHCPITG for use in implementation of the MBHCP on a quarterly basis l:>y the 
Permittees. 

Designated Representative. Permittees shall both designate a representative 
(Designated Repre$entative) responsible tor 09n,muriications w.ith CDFW and 
overseeing compliance With this ITP .. At the time. of ITP issuance; both 
Permittees' Designated Representatives are their respective actmini$trators for 
the MBHCPiTG. At any time during the term ofthis ITP, in the event that either 
Permittee proposes to change their Designatec;I Represent~;ltive, thf3 Permittee 
proposing to change its Designated Representative shall notify CDFW ih writing 
wit~ir, five business days ofthe new De$ignated Representative's narne; · 
.business addreS$, and contact·hiforrna,tion. · · 

.Qualified Wffdlife Biologist. PemiitteE:?s shall sut;ni1it to CDFW In writing the 
names, qualifications, business addresses, and contact information of proposed 
Qualified Wildlife Biologists before starting Covered Activities. Perrnittee shall 
ensure that the proposed Qualified Wildlife Biologists are knowledgeable and 
experienced in the biology and natural history of the Covered Species. Permittees 
shall obtain CDFW advance written approval of each proposed Qualified Wildlife 
Biologist before accepting biological surveys conducted by these individuals to 
satisfy tenns of this ITP. Permiftees may at any time propose to add or remove 
names from the Ost of CDFW-approved Qualified Wildlif~ Biologists. CDFW may 
remove individuals from the list.of CDFW~approved Qualified Witdilfe Biologists in 
the event of apparent non-ccrnpliance with the Fish cand Game Code or this ffP. 
TKR Qualified Biologist. Permittees shall submit to CDFW in writing the names, 
qualifications, business addr~sses, arid contact information of proposed TKR 
Qualified Biolc,gist(s) at least 30 calendar days before initiation of any TKR 
Trapping and Salvage required by Condition of Approval 7.9. Permittee shall 
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ensure that the proposed TKR Qualified Biologist(s) is experienced with the live 
trapping and handling of DipQdomys nitratoides ssp;, and that .such previous 
experience Is demonstrated to be from one or more of the following scenarios: 
(1) working under hi$nier own CDFW 2061 (a) permit for TKR or a conspecific 
kangaroo rat; (2) working underanotherlndividuars·2oa1(a) forTKR or a 
con$peClfic kangaroo rat pern1it; the ccmtact information for the lead individ1.1al 
mustbe provided and the .lead individiJ.al must VC>l,lch for the proposed TKR 
Qualified B.iologist's experience and qualifications; ~nd/or (3) the .proposed TKR 
Qualified Biologisl has conducted live trapping and salvage of TKR or a 
conspecific.as a CO.FW-approved Qualified Wildlife Biologist under a 2081(b) 
(e;g., ITP) permit where Dlpodomys sp. is a Covered Species. In. this last 
instance, the lTP number and prQJ!!~ name shall aiso be furnished. Permittees 
shall obtain COFW. advance written approval of each proposed Tt<R Qualified 
Biologist before accepting anyTKR Trapping and Salvage documentation 
prepared by the~e biologists to satisfy Condition of Approval 7 .9. Permittees may 
at any time propose to add .or remove narnes from the list of CDFW;.approved 
TKR Q1,ialified Biologists. CDFW may remove individuals from the list of TKR 
Qualified Biologist in the event of apparent non-compliance with the. Fish and 
Game Cod~ or this ITP, or any apparent failure to practice and apply widely 
practiced· means by which to minimize trap related mortality and injury. . . . 

5~ 12~ Bakersfield Cactus Qualified Botanjst. Permittees shall submit ~o CDFVV In writing 
the names, qualifications, l)usiness addresses, and contact information of 
proposed Baker$field Cactus Qualified Botanist(s) at least30 calendar days 
before i.nitiation of any B~kersfleld ca~tl,Js translocation required by Condition of 
Approval 7.13. Permittees shall ensure thatthe proposed Bakersfield Cactus 
Qualified Botanist(s) is experienced with th.e identification, collebtion, and 
transplantation ofBakera.field ~du$ or other beavertail cacti,. and that such 
:previous experience is demonstrated to be from one or more of th~following 
scenarios: (1) working under his/her own CDFW 208t(a) permit for Bakersfield 
cactus; (2)working .under another individual's 2081(a) for Bakersfield cactus; the 
contact information for the lead individual is provided and the lead individual must 
vouchfor the proposed Sakersfield Cactus· Qualified Botanist(s) exp~ience and 
qualifications; ~nd/or(3) tht:! propo$ed Bakersfield Cactus Qualified 8Qtanist(s) 
has conducted Bakersfield cactus salvage and translocation as a · 
CDFW-apptoved Qualified VVildlife Biolc;,gjst under a 2081 (b) (e.,g., JTP) permit 
whEtre Bakersfield cactus is a Covered Specie$. In this last instance, the· ITP 
number and projeql name shall also be furnished. Pertnittees shall obtain CDFW 
advance written approval ofeach proposed Bakersfield Cactus Qualified 
Botanist(s) before accepting any Bakersfield cactus transplantation 
documentation pre.pared t>.y these biologists to satisfy Condition of Approval 7;1.3. 
Permittees may at.any time propose to add or remove nam~s from the. list of 
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CDFW-apptoved Biikersfield Cactus Qualified Botanlst(s). CDFW may remove 
individuals from the. list.of Bak~rsfield CactU$ Qualifi~d Boianist(s) in the event of 
apparent non-compliance with the Fish and. Game Code or this ITP i or any 
apparent failure to p~ctice a.rid apply wi<Jely accepted means by Whjc;h t◊ 
minimize cactus mortality during salvage and relocation ~fforts. 

5.13. Permittee Authority. To ensure compliance WitfJ the Conditions of Approval .of this 
ITP1 either Permittee shall have authority to immediately stop any activity that 
does hpt comply with thi~ ITP I and/or to order a(ly reasonable me~sure to avoid 
the unauthorized take of an individual of the Covered Species. 

5.14. CDFWAccess. Pemiittees shall provide .CDFW st~ff With reasonable access to 
the .developmentprojects authorized by eitherPermittee, and shall otherwise fully 
cooperate With COFW efforts to verify compliance with or effectiveness of 
r:nitiQationmeasures sefforth in thislTP. 

6. Monitoring, Notification and Repc,rting Provisions: 

6.1. Notification Before Commencement. If a Covered Spetjes i$ identjfi~ In the 
Biological Clearance Survey required by Condition of Approval 7.1; the 
Permittees shall require the Developer to notify CDFW, the Service and the 
applicable Permittee via a "Notice of Grading Start" at least flVe (5) business days 
priorto·ground disturbance in accQrdancewithCondilion of Approva17.3, 

6.2. Notification of Non-.compliance. Th~ Designated .Repres¢ntative(s) shall 
immediately notify CbFW in writing if it determines that either Permittee; or any 
Developer utilizing the MBHCP, as autho.rtzed t;>y a P¢rmltt~ Authorization, Is not 
'in compliance with the MBHCP or any Condition of Approval of this ITP, includ.ing 
but not limited 10 any a~tuaf pr anticipated faUure to .implement measures within · 
the time periods indicated in thls ITP and/or the MMRP. The Designated 
Representative(s) shall report any non-¢ornpliance with this ITP to CDFW within 

·~~~ . 

8.3. .Quarterly Compliance Report. 'The Permittaes eacti and separately shall maintain. 
and provide the MBHCPITG, with a record of the. following on a quarterly basis: 
(1) the cumulative amount ofUrban Oevelopment (in acres) requiring HM land 
acquisition per Condition of Approval 8 for the reporting period and since the start 
,of the MBHCP; (2) the cumulative amount of Natural Land lipproved for Urban 
Development for the reporting period and since the start ofthe MBHCP; (3,) the· 
cumulative/ amount of Open Lrmd approved for Urban Pev~lopmentfor the 
reporting period and since the st~ut of the. MBHCP; (4) the amount .in acres of 
Mitigation Credits.(as defined inConditipnQf ApprovaL8.1) outstanding and 

Page15 

lncidenl.il Take Permit 
.No. 20a1-2013-li58-04 

CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF kERN 
Ml!TROl'O(ITAN BAHERSf'IELD Uftl!IAN DMLOl'MENT 



( 

( 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
CENTRAL REGION 
1234 EAST SHAW AVENUE 
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA 93710 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 
(A Minor Amendment) 

California Endangered Species Act 
Incidental Take Permit No. 2081-2013-058-04 

City of Bakersfield and County of Kem 
Metropolitan Bakersfield Urban Development in Kem County 

INTRODUCTION 

On August 24, 2014, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) issued 
Incidental Take Permit No. 2081-2013-058-04 (ITP) to the City of Bakersfield and 
County of Kem (Permittees) authorizing take of Tipton kangaroo rat (Dipodomys 
nitratoides nitratoides), San Joaquin kit fox (Vu/pes macrotis mutica), San Joaquin 
antelope squirrel (Ammospermophi/us nelsom), and Bakersfield cactus ( Opuntia 
basilaris var. trelease1) (collectively, the Covered Species) associated with and 
incidental to Urban Development (as defined in the ITP) in the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
2010 General Plan Area in Kem County, California (Project). The Project as described 
in the ITP originally issued by CDFW includes the urban development of up to 
14,200 acres of Natural Lands or 33,400 acres of Open Lands within the 261,120-acre 
Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan (MBHCP) area, as defined in 
Figure 2 of the MBHCP, dated April 1994. The Project as defined in the ITP is 
specifically conditioned by the MBHCP, associated Implementation/Management 
Agreement dated August 15, 1994, and a federal incidental take permit pursuant to 
section 1 0(a)(1 )(B) of the Endangered Species Act issued by the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service on August 24, 1994. The 14,200 acres of Natural Lands or 33,400 acres 
of Open· Lands that can be developed includes all MBHCP authorized development 
since 1994; as a result, only a portion of the development acreage contemplated in the 
1994 MBHCP remains; as of December 31, 2012, there were 3,116.67 acres converted 
from Natural Lands to Urban Development, and 18,405.5 acres converted from Open 
Land to Urban Development. The ITP specifically authorizes development as 
contemplated in the MBHCP from the time of issuance of the ITP to ITP expiration in 
2019. 

On April 1, 2015, CDFW issued Major Amendment No. 1 to the ITP to require annual 
San Joaquin kit fox surveys for Covered Activities that will occur over a duration of 
greater than one year and to authorize reductions to San Joaquin kit fox avoidance 
buffers with written approval from CDFW. 
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r On June 2, 2016, CDFW issued Minqr Amendment .No. 2 to the ITP to explicitly state 
that CDFW-approved Qua,lified Biologists, Tipton kangc;3roo rat Qualified Biqlogists, and 
Bakersfield Cactus Qualified Biologists hav~ the authorityfo immediately stop any 
activity that does not comply with this ITP, as amended, and/or to order ariy reasonable 
measure to avoid the ~nauthorized take of ari indMdual oftHe Covered Species. 

'In issuing the JTP, Major Amendment.No. 1 anci Minor Amendment No. 2. (collectively, 
the . lTP; as.amended), CDFW found, among other things, thatPermittee's compliance 
with the Cond.itions of Approval of the ITP would fully mitigate imp?fcts to the Covered 
Species and would notjeopc1rdize the.co.ntinued existence ohhe Covered Species'. 

On December 26, 2018, the Permittees· requested a revision to the ITP, as amended, to 
extend the.expiration date. On July 26, 2019, thePerrnittees also requested to also 
include language that estc;1blishes deadlines for projects seeking a PE)r,nittee 
Authorization and Covered Species take authorization •Under the ITP, as amended. Nevv 
projects will tie required to request Perrnittee Authorization and pay their Habitat 
Mitig~tion Fee .(HMF) no later than August 31, ·2021. For new projects tha.t pay the H MF 
by no later than August 31, 2021, Covered Specie~ take authorization will extend 
180 oays until the expiration date or the ITP, as arr,iended. Therefore; all Covered 
Activities must be c.ompleted by the expiration date of Februaiy28, 2022, and c1ny take 
-that occurs within the Project Area as a result of the continuation of activities past the 
e"piratiot, date will not be covered under the ITF>, as amended. 

This Minor Amendment No. 3 (Amendment) makes the following changes to the ITP. as 
~~~ . . 

First., this Amendment extends the expiratjoq <:i?Jte of.the. lTP, as amended. 

Second, this Amendment adds language to establish a timeiline for paying the HMF and 
for completion of ground-disturbing activities for new projects requesting Covered 
Species take authorization l)nder this ITP, as amended. 

AMENDMENT 

The ITP, a.s amended, is further amended as follows (am<;3hcieci language in bold 
italics; deleted language iri str'ikethi=ough): . . . 

1.. The paragraph .entitled "~ffective Date and Expiration Date of this ITP~' on page 1 
of the ITP, as amended, shall be fµrther amended to read as follows: 

This ITP shall be executed in duplicate original form and shall become effective 
ohce a duplicate original is acknowledged by signature of the Permittees on the 
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last page of.this ITP and returned to. CDFW's Habitat Conservation ,Planning 
Branch at the addre$s listed in tile Notices Sflction.of this ITR Unless renewed 
by CDFW, this ITP's authorization to take the Covered. Species sh~U expire on 
September1, 201~ February 28, 2022~ · · 

2. Condition of Approval 5.6 (Habitat Mitigation Fee,(HMF)) on page 12 of the ITP, 
~.s amended, shall be further amended to react aslollows: . . . . 

5.6 .. Habitat Mitigation Fee (HMFr . D.uring the ITP term, both Permittees shall 
c9llect a Habitat Mitigation Fee (HMF), .as descdbed in Condition of 
Approval 8 prior to the issyan~ or approval of any Permrttee Authorization 
in the· Project Area. To ensqre take of the Coveted Species does not 
. occur after th~ expiration date of this ITP, the HMF must l:,e paid no 
laterthanAugust 31., 2021, arid al/ CoveredActlvlt/es shall be 
.completed by the ITP expiration date (in Febr11.ary 28; 2022. Permittee 
Authoriza,ion. terminates on. the expiration date of this ITP; thetefore~ 
any take that occurs within the Project Area as a result of the 
continuatirJn of activities past the expiration date will not be covered 
under this ITP, lfho PE:innittee Authonzation is required for a Covered 
Activity (such as fot Permittees' projects), the HMF shallbe paid prior to 
initiation of vegetation.- or ground-disturbing activities for said project. The 
current HMF Is $2, 145 per acre ($1"198.25 per acre for HM lahd acquisition 
costs, $159.99 per acre for HM land fehqing and improvement, $477.72 per 
acre for HM land endowment, and $309.81 per acr$ for Permittee MBHCP 
implementation costs.) 

The corresponding measures in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) (Attachment 1 of the ITP, as' amended) shall be further amended to read the 
same as above. All terms and conditions ofthe ITP, as ~menc:tec:i; and MMRP that are 
not.expressiyamended herein remain in effect and rnt,Jst be implemented and adhered 
to by the Permittee. 

FINDINGS 

Issuance of this Amendm~nt Will not increase the amount of take of the Coveted 
Species compared to the Project as originally approved,. nor will thisAmendment · . 
increa$f3 other Project impacts on the Covered Species (Le., "impacts of taking" as used 
In Fish and Game Code Section 2081, subd. (b)(2)}. · 

Discussion: This Amendment makes two specific changes to the ITP, as amended; Jhis 
Amendmentmodjfies the "Effective Date and Expiratioh Date of Permit" by extending 
the existing permit expir~tion date to February 28:, 2022, and establishes deadlines for 
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HMF p~yment ~nd tor completion of Covered Activities for projects ~uthorized by the 
Permitiees. The resulting impacts to the Covered Species, however, including the 
duration of impacts and the number of acres of habitat that will be lqst as a result. of the 
Project, will remain. the same~ 

.CDFW has determined that extending the existing .permit expiration date c1nd 
establishing deadlines for HMF paymenUmd completion of Covered Activities wili not 
increase the atnqunt of take or the severity of other impacts of the laking on the 
Covered Species; Given the circumstances of this Project, CDFW believes that the 
changes ae; de$cribed In this Amendment, will not increase impacts to. the Covered 
Species. 

Issuance of thisArnendment does not affect CDFW's previous determination that 
issuance of the. iTP, as amende.d, meets andis otherwise consistent with the permitting 
criteria set(orth in Fish and Game Code section 2081, subdivisions (b) and (c). · 

.Discussion: CDFW previously determined in AtJgList 2014, April 2015, and June 2016 
thatthe Proj~ct, as approved·; met the standards for issuanc.e of an ITP and amendment 
under CESA. This d.ete.rmination inch.ided: findings that, among other things.the impacts 
ofthe taking would be minimized and fully mitigated and that the Project would not 
jeopardize the cohtinuecf existence of the Covered Species .. Those findings are 
unchanged with respect to this Amendment because this Amendment only extends the 
expiration date and establish$s a deadline for paying HMF fees and completion of 
Covered Activitie.s. No new impacts or activities are authorized by this Amendment, and 
no changes were 1'11ade.to the Take Minimization Measures or the required Habitat 
Mgnagem$nt Land Acquisition. 

Permittee's continued adherence to and implementation of the avoidance and 
minimization measures setforth rn the l1P, as amended, Conditions of Approval and 
MMRP will minimize and fqlly mitigate impaots of the.faking on the Covered SpeQies. 

None ofthe factors that would trigger the ne.ed for subsequent or suppfem.ental 
environmental analysis of the Project under Pqbli~ Resources Code section 21166 or. 
California Code of Regulations, title 14, sections 151q2and 1516.3, ~xistasa.resultof 
this Amendment. 

Discussion: CDFW issued the ITP in August 2014, Amendment No. 1. ir, April 2015, and 
Amendment 2 in June 2016 as a responsible agency under the California Environment~! 
Qu91ity Act (CEQA) (Pub: Resources Code, §21000 et seq.) after, among other things, 
considering the in the MBHQP Section IV Final Environmental Impact Report (State 
Clearinghouse No .. 1989020264) dated July 1993 certified by the City of Bakersfield as 
the lead age-ncy for the Project in August 1993 . .As explained in the findings below, 
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CDFW finc1s for purposes of CESA that this Amendment is a mlnotchange to the ITP, 
as a.mended. CDFW finds fdrthe same reasons under CEQA that approval of this 
Amendment will not result in and does not have the potential to create any new . 
signifi'cant or substantially more severe•envir.onmental effectsthan previously analyzed 
a.nd disclosed by City of Bakersfield during its lead c1gency review of the Project, 
particularly wit.h respect to th~ impac;ts authorized ·by CDFW pursuant to the ITP, as 
amended. As a result; CDFW finds that no additional subsequent or supplemental 
environmental review is required by CEQA as part of CDF\11/'s approv~I of this 
Amendment. 

CDFW finds that lhis Amenr:Jment is a Minor Amenclment, as defined in California Code 
of Regulations; title 14, section 783.6, subdivision (c)(4). · 

Discussion: This Amendment modifies the ".Effective Date. and Expiration Date.of 
Permit" in the ITP, as amended, by extending the existing petmit expiration date; It also 
estahllshe~ a tinte!ine for HMF payment and completion of Covered Activiti.es. These 
changes to the lTP, as amended, Will not (1) increase the level oftake or other Project 
· impacts on Covered Species previously analyzed and authorized by the .ITP, as 
amended, . (2) affect Permittee's substantive mitigation obligations under the ITP, as 
amended, (3) require further environmental review under CEQA, or ( 4 j increase 
tempor~I impacts on .the Covered Species. Therefore., thl$ Ai:n~ndmerit will not 
significantly mpdify the scope or nature of the permitted Project or activity, orth~ 
minimization, mitigation, or monitoring measure$ in the ITP, as amended. CDFW has 
determined that tlie change to the ITP; as amended, constitutes a Minor Amendment as 
defined in California Code pfRegµlatloris, title 14, section 7$3;6, subdivision (c}(4}. 

The.authorization pr.ovjded by this. Amendment is not valid until Permittees sign .and 
date the _acknowledgement below, arid retµrn one ofth~ triplicate originals ofthis 
Aniendm~ht lly registered first class mail to CDFW at: 

California Departmerttqf Fis.h and Wildlife 
HabitatConservation Planning Branch 
Attention: CES/.\ Permitting Program 
Post Office Box 944209 
SacrEimento, California 94244,.2090 

. . . Minor Amendr:nent No. 3, 
lr)f:idental. Ta~e Permit 208~·2Qf3-05S,04 . 

. CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY.OF KERN 
MetropQlitan Bakersfield Urban Devel<;>pment ln Kem County 
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APPROVED BY THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 

on ~ /4c?(.-~ 
Julie A. Vance 
Regional Manager 
Central Region 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

The undersigned: (1) warrants that he or she is acting as a duly authorized 
representative of the Permittee, (2) acknowledges receipt of the original ITP and this 
Amendment, and (3) agrees on behalf of the Permittee to comply with all terms and 
conditions of the ITP as amended. 

City of Bakersfield 

By: 1t\lj \lr;l:iJw ·v V 

Printed Name: 01¼ 0 ~ l~ 
V 

County of~ 

By: Q~ 

Date: fJ. ~/t q 

Date: r/30/t9 
llt"-N lDI.M.~ 

Printed Name: __ Lc __ - _...1_~_-_ o_u_,u-_tt-____ _ Title: D\'ft.~ P\ll'NNi,."'" -t. 

6 
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Minor Amendment No. 3 
Incidental Take Pem,it 2081-2013-058-04 

C ITY OF BAKERSFIELD ANO COUNTY OF KERN 

Metropolitan Bakersfield Urban Development In Kem County 



Distance to Largest Above Ground Tank Explosion Hazard Map for Assessed Tank. 

I.N P•lh Plll,ogon Cwdo lOpalh 30poly90ft 

14o....,, ti-.. .,.,.,,.. btt,'jftfl t• o OOf\H on 1l't ,;,ourc 

Ml!C) l englh: 

~~lh, 

""' 

Source: HUD Acceptable Separation Distance 

Assessment Tool and Google Earth Map 

Date of Visit: 4/23/2021 

l.SS1.84 Fett 

l ,S!M• 
2ss..1: ~ ttS 

Accessed By: Christopher Hinds, Associate Planner 

Prepared By: Christopher Hinds I Associate Planner I Development Services Department Pagel 
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Soil Ma~ern County, California, Northwestern Part 
(CAPK Food Bank Expantion) 

MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION 

ArH of Int.rest (AOI) 

□ Area of Interest (AOI) 

Soll• 
Soil Map Unit Polygons 

,, Soil Map Unit Lines 

CJ Soil Map Unit Points 

Speclal Point Featuru 

w 
® 

XI 

. . -· 

-
~ 

Natural Resources 
Conservation Service 

Blowout 

Borrow P~ 

Clay Spot 

Ck>Md Depression 

Gravel Pit 

Gravelly Spot 

Landfill 

Lava Flow 

Marsh or swamp 

Mine or Quarry 

Miscelaneous water 

Perennial water 

Rock Outcrop 

Seline Spot 

Sandy Spot 

Severely Eroded Spot 

Sinkhole 

Slide or Slip 

Sadie Spot 

... 

Spoil Area 

Stony Spot 

Very Stony Spot 

'Net Spot 

Other 

Special Line Features 

water FHtufH 

Stream, and Canals 

Trln1port1tlon 

+++ Rais - lnteratate Highways 

- USRoutee 

Major Roads 

Local Roads 

Background 

Aerial Photogrephy 

Web Soil Survey 
National Cooperative Soil Survey 

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000. 

Warning: Soil Map may not be valld at this scale. 

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detaH of mapping and accuracy of soil 
llne placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale. 

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements. 

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Web Soll Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857) 

Maps from the Web Sol Survey are based on the V\48b Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used If more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required. 

This product Is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) Usted below. 

Son Survey Area: Kem County, California, Northwestern Part 
Survey Area Data: Version 13, May 29, 2020 

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1 :50,000 or larger. 

Date(s) aerial Images were photographed: Feb 9, 2020-Feb 
25,2020 

The orthophoto or other base map on which the son lines were 
compDed and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident. 

3/11/2021 
Page2 of3 



Soil Map-,-Kerl\ Counly,CBIJfornJi!;Nortl)Woslerif Part. CAPi< rood:Ba11k Expantio11 

Map Unit Legend 
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CHAIRPERSON 
laura Miranda 
Luiseno 

VICE CHAIRPERSON 
Reginald PagaDng 
Chumash 

SECREIARY 
Merri Lopez-Keifer 
Luiseno 

PARLIAMENTARIAN 
Russel Attebery 
Koruk 

COMMISSIONER 
Wlalam Mungary 
Paiute/White Mountain 
Apache 

COMMISSIONER 
Julie Tumamalt­
Stenslie 
Chumash 

COMMISSIONER 

[Vacant] 

COMMISSIONER 

[Vacant] 

COMMISSIONER 
[Vacant] 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
Christina Snider 
Pomo 

NAHC HEADQUARTERS 
1550 Harbor Boulevard 
Suite 100 
West Sacramento, 
California 95691 
(916) 373-3710 
nohc@nohc.ca aov 
NAHC.ca.gov 

$TATE QE CAUFORNIA Gavin Newsom Goremor 

NATIVE AM ERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 

April 14, 2021 

Christopher R. Hinds 

City of Bakersfield 

Via Email to: chinds@bakersfieldcity.us 

Re: CAPK Food Bank Expansion Project, Kern County 

Dear Mr. Hinds: 

A record search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF) 
was completed for the information you have submitted for the above referenced project. The 
results were negative. However, the absence of specific site information in the SLF does not 
indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other sources of cultural 
resources should also be contacfed for information regarding known and recorded sites. 

Attached is a list of Native American tribes who may also hove knowledge of cultural resources 
in the project area. This list should provide a starting place in locating areas of potential 
adverse impact within the proposed project area. I suggest you contact all of those indicated; 
if they cannot supply information. they might recommend others with specific knowledge. By 
contacting all those listed, your organization will be better able to respond to claims of failure to 
consult with the appropriate tribe. If a response has not been received within two weeks of 
notification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with a telephone call or email to 
ensure that the project information has been received. 

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify 
me. With your assistance, we can assure tha t our lists contain current information. 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email 
address: Nancv,Gonzolez-Lopez@nahc.ca gov. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Nancy Gonzalez-Lopez 

Cultural Resources Analyst 

Attachment 

Page 1 of I 



Native American Heritag~ Commission 
Native American Contacts. List 

April 14; 2021 

Big Pine PaiuteTribe ofthe Owens Valley 
James Rambeaq, Sr .• Chairperson 
P.O. Box7:0b Paiute- Shoshone 
Big Pine . ,CA 93513. 
j·.rarnt:leav@bigpinep,;1iute.org 
(760) . 938-2003. 
(97Q) 938,-2942 Fax 

Big Pine Paiute Tribe of .Owens Valley 
Sallv Manriini:i. EnvironmentalDirector 
P.O. Box 700 Pciiute 
Big Pine ,CA 93513. 
s.tnanning@bigpinepaiIJte;org 
(760) 938~2003 
(760) 938-2942 Fax 

Big Pine Pc:iiute Tribe of the Owens Valley 
Danell!:! <:;Lit1errez THPO 
P.O. Box700 PaiLite 
Big Pine ,CA 93S13 
d.gutier~z@bigpfr1epaiute.pr9 
(760) 9.38.,2003, ext. 228 
(760) 938;.2942.Fax 

Chumash Council ofBakersfield 
Ju,lio Quair, Chairp£nson 
729 Texas Street 
Bak.ersfield ,CA 9330.7 
chumashtribe@sbcglobal.net 
(661) 322-0121 

Coastal Band of the Chumash· Nation 
Marga Sullivan, Cha.irmari . 

Chumash 

P. O , Box4464 Chumash 
Sant~ Batbc:ira ,t;A 9.3140 
cbcntribalchair@gmail,com 
(805) 665-0486 

Femanderio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians 
Jairo F. Avila. THPO 
1019 Second St., Suite 1 ·Femandeno 
$an Fernando ,CA 91340 Tataviarh 
jairo.avila@tataviam-nsn~us 
(81 a) 837 .ffi94 Office 
(81.8) 837-079.6 Fax 

Kern Va.lley Indian Cpmmunity 
Julie Turner. Secretarv 
P:O. Box 1010 
Lake lsab.ella ,CA 93240 
(661) 340~0032 Cell 

Kern Valley Indian cornml!nlty 
Robert Robinson, Chairperson 
P.0; Box 1010 
Lake Isabella ,CA 93240 
bbuttefbredt@gmail.com 
(760) 378~2915 Cell 

Kem Valley Indian Community 
Brandy Kendrlcks 
30741 i=oxridge .Court 
Tehachapi ,CA 935e1 
ktazykehdricks@hotmail.corn. 
(661) 821•1733 
(661) 972~0445 

Kawaiisu 
Tubatula.bal 

Tubatulabal 
Kawaiisµ 

Kawaiisu 
Tl!batulaba,I 

Kitanemuk & Yowh,Jmrie Tejori Indians 
Delia Oomini:iue;z:. Chair~rson .. 
115 Radio Street 
Bakersfield ,CA 93305 
2deedominguez@gmail.com 
(626} 339~6785 

Yo.wiumne 
Ki.tanemuk 

This .list is current as of the. daie of this docu"'entand is ~ased on the information avilllable .to the Commission on .the d11te it 
was produced. 

Distribution of this list:does not relieve any person of statutory responsibi!ity as defined in ~ect1oi1 70£!0,5 of't.h.e Health 
and Safety Code,Section 50!J7.94 of the Public Resources Code, or.Section .509.7.98 ofthe Public Resol,lrces Code. 

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans Tribes fot the proposed: 
CAPK Foo.d.Bar,k.Expanslori Project; Kern County. 



Native American Heritage Commission 
Native American Contacts Ust 

April 14,2021 

Quechan Tribe of the Fa.rt Yuma Reservation 
Jordan D. JoaQuin'. President . . . . .· 
P.O.Box 1899 Quechan 
Yuma ,AZ 85366 . . . 

.tribalsecretary@quechantribe.com 
(760) 572-0213 

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma Reserv.ation 
VitQil S. Smith. Vice President 
P.O. Box 189.9 Quechan 
Yuma ,AZ 85366 
tribalsecreta.i:y@q uechantribe. com 

(760) 572-0213 

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yum~ ReseF\'ation 
.. Jilf McCormick, Historic Preservation Officer 
P.O: Box 1899. Quechan 
Yuma ,AZ 85366 
historicpr~serv~tion@quecliahtr1be.com_ 

(760) 572-2423 

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma Reservation 
Manfred Scott, ActinQ Chairman Kw'ts'an · 
P"O. Box1899 Quechan 
Yuma ,AZ 85366 
scottmanfred@yahoo.com 
(928) .750~2516 

San Fernando Bail.d of Mission Indians 
Donna Yocum; Chairp~rson rq. Box 22 UJ38 .. •. 
Newhall. ,CA 91322 
ddyocum@corncast.net 

{503) 593-0933 
(503) 574-3308 

Femanoeno 
Tataviarn 
Serrano 
Va:nyume 
Kitanemuk 

Sari Manuel Hand of Mission Indians · 
Jessica Mauck, Director-CRM Dept. 
26569 Commun1ty Center Drive 
Highland ,CA 92346 
jrriauck@sanman uet~nsn .gov 
(909) 864~8933 

Santa Rosa. Rl;l.ncheri.a Tachi Yakut Tribe 
Leo Sisco, Chairperson 
P.O. Sox$ 
Lemoore ,CA 9.3245 

(559) 924-1278 
(559) 924~3583 Fax 

Serrano 

Tache 
rachi 
Yokut 

$anta Ynez BancJ of Chu.mash ln.dians 
Kenneth Kahn. ·Chairperson 
P.O. Box 51.7 Chumash 
SantaYnez ,CA 93460 

. kkahn@santaynezchumash.org 

(805) 688~7997 
(805) 686-,9578 Fax 

Tejon Indian Tribe 
Octavio Escobedo Ill, Chairperson 
P.O. J3ox640 Kitanemuk 
Arvin ,CA 93203 
.oescobedo@tejonindiantribesnsn.gov 

(661) 8,34-8566 · 

Tejon Indian Tribe 
Galin Rambo. CRM tech . . . . . 

P~O; Bo)( 640 
,GA 93203 

colin.rambo@tejoriindiantiibe-nsn.gov 

(661) 834-8566 
(484) 515c4790 Cell 

Kitanernu k· 

Thi$ li~f is current as of the date of this d.ocument a.nd i.s b.aseci .on .the information available to the Com.mission oh the da~ it 
was prod.ueed. 

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility .as defined .. In Sectlorr7050.5 of the Health 
.and Safety ciode,Se~ion 5097;94 ofthe PLi~lic Resources Code, or Section 5097.98 of the Pubiic Resources Code. 

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans Tribes for the proposed: 
CAPK Fo.od Bank Expansion Project, Kern County. 



Tubatulabals of Kern Valley 

Native American Heritage. Comml~sion 
Native American Contacts List 

April 14, 20~1 

Robert L. Gomez. Jr,, Trib~I Chairperson 
PJ:>. Box 226 · · Tubatuiabal 

Lake Isabella ,CA 9~240 
{760) 379-4590 
(760) 379-4592 Fax 

Tule River Indian Tdbe 
Neil Pevron. Chairperson 
P:0 .. Box 589 
Porterville ,CA 93258 
.nei1:p~yron@tuleriverl..ribe-nsn.gov 
(559) 781-4271 
(559) 781-4610 Fa.x 

Yokuts. 

WLik$ache Indian Tribe/Eshor')i ValleyBand 
Kenneth Woodro.w. Chairoerso11 
1179 Rock Haven Ct. 
S.alfnas ,CA 93906 
~woodB934@aol.com 
(831) 443-9702 

Xolon-Salinan Tribe 
Karen VVhite, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 7045. 
Spreckels ,CA 9~962 
xolon:sa1inan.heritage@gmail.com 

83.1-238~1488 

Foothill Yokuts 
tv'lonp 
Wuksache 

Salinan 

yaktityutityuyak.tilhini - Northern Chumash Tribe 
Mona Olivas Tucker. Chairwoman 
660 Camino Del Rey Chumash 
Arroyo Grande .,CA 93420 
oliyas.mona@gmail.com 

(805) 489-1052 Home 
(805) 748-2121 CeU 

This li1:1t is current as of ti,e date of this dOC!,Jment.and is based on the information available to the Commission on the dale It was produced. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Distribution of t"ls list does not ~)!eve any persc;,n of statutory .r~spc;,nsibility as defined in Sec,ion 7050:5 of the Health 
and $afefy Code,~ctfon 5097,94 of ~ne "P.ubllc Res.ources Co:de, or Section 5097.98 of the Public ~~sources cocie, 

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans Trlbes for the proposed: 
CAPK Food Bank Expansion ProJect, Kern County. 



TDAT 

Tribal Directory Assessment 
Information 

Contact Information for Tribes with Interests in Kern County, California 

Tribal Name County Name 

- Fort Independence Indian Community of Paiute Indians of Kem 
the Fort Independence Reservation, California 

Contact Name Tltl• MaillngAddNH Wort Phone Fu Number Cell Phone EmallAddNH URL 

Wendy Stine Chairperson PO Box67 (760) 878- (760) 878- chairman@for www.fortindep 
Independence 5160 2311 tindependenc endence.com 
, CA 93526- e.com 

0067 

Stephanie THPO PO Box 67 (760) 878- (760) 878- (760) 937- thpo@fortinde www.fortindep 
Arman Independence 5160 ext. 164 2311 3139 pendence.co endence.com 

, CA 93526 m 

- Te-Moak Tribe of Western Shoshone Indians of Nevada Kern 

Contact Name Title Malling Address Wort< Phone Fu Number Cell Phone Email Address URL 

Davis Chairperson 525 Sunset (775) 738- (775) 738- tmkchalrman http://www.te 
Gonzales Street Elko, 9251 2345 @elko-nv.com moaktribe.co 

NV 89801 m 

- Tejon Indian Tribe Kem 

Contact Name TIU. MalllngAddNsa Worl<Phona Fu Number Cell Phone Email Address URL 

Kathryn Chairperson 1731 Hasti- 6618348566 661 834 8564 kmorgan@tej www.tejonran 
Montes Acres Drive, ontribe.net ch.com 
Morgan Suite #108 

Bakersfield, 
CA 93309 

- Tule River Indian Tribe of the Tule River Reservation, Kem 

California 

Contact Name TIiie MalllngAddNU Wort.Phone Fu Number Cell Phone EmallAddNH URL 

Neil Peyron Chairperson PO Box 589 (559) 781- (559) 781- neil.peyron@t http://www.tul 
Porterville, 4271 4610 ulerivertribe- erivertribe-
CA 93258- nsn.gov nsn.gov 
0589 

1 - 4 of 4 results « < 1 > )) · 10. : 

https://egls.hud.govfTDAT I 1/1 



Sole Source Aquifer Map- CAPK Food Bank Expansion - B-20-MW-06-0510 
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Source: United States Environmental Protection Agency 

https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9ebb047ba3ec41ada1877155fe31356b 

Reviewed by: Chris Hinds, Associate Planner 

Date of Review: March 11th , 2021 

Prepared By: Chris Hinds I Associate Planner I Economic Development 
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This map II for general reference only. The US Fish and 'Midlife 
Service is not responsible for 1h11 accuracy or currentness of the 
base data shown on this map. All -tlanda related data should 
be used in accordance with the layer metadata found on the 
Wellands Mapper web site. 

National- lnvenlo<y (NW) 
This page was produced by the NW mapper 



Wild and Scenic River Map - CAPK Food Bank Expansion - B-20-MW-06-0510 
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California Geologic Survey Map- B-20-MW-06-0510 

~ 

Source: California Department of Conservation, Geological Survey 

Link: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/ 

Date of Visit: 3/19/2021 
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CALIFORNIA WATER SERVICE 
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San Joaquin Valley 
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT 

May 27, 2021 

Chris Hinds 
City of Bakersfield 
Development Services Department 
1715 Chester Avenue 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

■ ,r 
HEALTHY AIR LIVING-

Project: Community Action Partnership of Kern Food Bank Expansion Project 
Early Consultation for NEPA Environmental Assessment 

District CEQA Reference No: 20210475 

Dear Mr. Hinds: 

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (District) has reviewed the 
project referenced above from the City of Bakersfield (City) consisting of an expansion of 
the existing Community Action Partnership of Kern (CAPK) Food Bank (Project). The 
Project is located at 1807 Feliz Drive in Bakersfield, CA (APN 167-060-035). 

Project Scope 

The Project consists of four phases. Phase one is a 40,000 square-foot expansion of the 
existing warehouse including required site improvements. Phase two is the addition of 
three loading docks and the installation of a pallet rack system. Phase three will install 
an 18,000 ft. refrigeration and an 18,000 ft. freezer system. Phase four will consist of the 
installation of solar panels and fire alarms. 

Based on information provided to the District, Project specific annual emissions from 
construction and operation emissions of criteria pollutants are not expected to exceed 
any of the following District significance thresholds: 100 tons per year of carbon monoxide 
(CO), 10 tons per year of oxides of nitrogen (NOx), 10 tons per year of reactive organic 
gases (ROG), 27 tons per year of oxides of sulfur (SOx), 15 tons per year of particulate 
matter of 10 microns or less in size (PM10), or 15 tons per year of particulate matter of 
2.5 microns or less in size (PM2.5). 

.. 
_......_ .,.. 
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Other potential significant air quality impact$ related to Toxic Air Contaminants (see 
information below under Health Risk Assessment), Ambient Air Quality Standards, 
Hazards $nd Odor$, may require assessments and .mitigation. M_ore infom,atiori c;:an be 
fo1,md in the District's Guidance .for Asses·sing and Mitigating Air Qualify Impacts at: 
https://www. valle.yair: o rg/trarisportation/GAMAQI .pdf 

The District offers the followfr1g comments: 

1a) Prolect Related Construction Emissions 

Although the construction-related emlssions are expected to have a less than 
signifi~nt imp~ct; _the District suggest~ that t.he City advi_se project pro:ponehts with 
construction~related exha1,1$t emissions and activities resulting in less than 
sighificant h11pact on air quality to utilize the cleanest reasonably available off-road 
constructlon fleets and practices (i.e. eliminating 1,mn~cessary idling) to further 
reduce impacts from construction-related exhausteniissions ancl activitie~. 

1 b) Proiect Related Ope-rational Emissions .... Truck Routing 

Truck routing involves the path/roads heavy-duty trucks take to and froin their 
de$tination. · The air ehiissions from heavy-duty trucks can impact residential 
communities and sensitive receptors. · 

The District recommends the. City consider evaluating heavy-duty truck routing 
patterns to help lirni.t emission exposure to resiqential .communities and sensitive 
receptors, · More specifically, this measure would assess current truck routes, in 
coniideration of the nµmber arjd type of each vehicle, destination/origin of each 
veh1oular trip, time of day/week anaiys1s, vehicle miles traveled and emissions. 
The truc.k routingevaluatiori would ~lso identify alternative truck .routes and their 
impacts on VMT, GHG emi~sions, a11d air quality. 

1c) Prolect Related Operational Emissions- Cleanest Available Truck 

The San_Joaq1Jin Valley will not be al;ile tp attain stringent health-based federal air 
quality standards without significant reductions iri ,emissions from heavy-h~avy 
duty (HHD) Tru.cks, the single largest source of NOx emissions in the San Joaquin 
Valley. The District recently adopted the 2018 PM2:5 Plan, which incl1:1des 
significant new reQL!ctions from HHD Trucks, inch,idihg emissions reductions by 
2°023 through the implementation -of the California Air Resources Board (CARB) 
Statewide Truck and Bus Regulation, which requires truck fleets operating in 
California to meet the 2010 0.2 g/bhp~hr NOx standard by 2023. AdditioriaHy~ to 
meet .the federal air quality stanpards by the 2020 to 2024 attairiril¢nt deadlines, . . . 
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the District's. Plan relies on a significant and immediate transition of heavy duty 
truck fleets to zero or near-zero ettiissioi1s technologies, including the neat.,zero 
truck s.tan.dard of 0.02 g/bhp-hr NOx established by the .California Air Resources 
Board. 

For development projects which typically generate a. high volume of heavy duty 
truck traffic (e.g. "high-cube" W.Eal'ehoµse or d.istribution cen:ter}, there are heavy 
duty trucks traveling to-and':from from the proj~ct iocation at longer trip length 
distances for potential distribution. The District recommends that the following· 
mitigation measures be considered by the City for inclusion in the CEQA elosument 
NEPA Environmental Assessment for project related operational emissions. 

• Advise fleets a$sociated with Project operational activities to utmze the cleanest 
available HHD trµck technologies, including z~ro anc,t near-zero (d.02 g/bhP~hr 
NO><:) technologies as feasible. · 

~ Advise all on-site service equipment (cargo handling, y~rd hostl~Hs, forklifts, 
pallet jacks, etc.) to utilize zero-ernis$ions technologies as feasible. 

• Advise fleets associated with future ,development projects to be subject to the 
best practices (i.e. eliminating uhnec:ess~ry idling). · 

lri addition; the District recommends that the City include mitigation measures to 
reduce project related operational impacts through incorporation of design. 
elements, for example, increased energy efficiency, reducing vehicle miles 
traveled, etc, More· information .on mitigation measure~ can be found on the 
District's website at: http://www~valleyair.org/transportatiori/cega idx.htm. 

1d) project.Related Operational Emissions-Reduce Idling of Heavy Outy Trutiks 

The goal of this strategy is to limit the potential for localized PM.2:5 and toxic air 
quality impacts ass.ociated with failure to coniplywlth the state's .Heavy Duty anti~ 
idling regulation (e .. g limiting vehicle idling to specific time limits). The diesel 
exhaust from excessive idling has the potential to impose significant adverse 
health and environmental Impacts. Therefore, efforts fo ensure .compliance of the 
anti.:idling regulation, especially near sensitive receptors, is important to Hrhit the 
amount of idling within the community, which wHI result in community air quality 
benefits; 
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1 e) Proiect Related Operational Emissions- Electric On-Site Off-Road and On­
Road Equipment 

Since the Project consists of a food dlstriblltlon center, it may have the potel"!tial to 
result in increased use of off-road equipment (Le . .forklifts) and/or on-road 
equipm1;mt (Le. rnot;iile yard true.ks with the ability tq m0.ve rnaterials)~ The District 
recommends the City advise the project proponent to utilize electric or zero 
ernissio11 off-road and on-road equipment used on-site for this Project. 

2) Health Risk Screening/Assessment 

A Health Risk Screening/Assessment identifies potential Toxic Air Contaminants 
(TAC's) imp~ct on surrounding sensitive r.~ceptors such as hospitals, day.care cente.rs, 
schools., work:-sites, and residences. TAC1s are air pollutants identified by the Office 
of Environmental Health Haz~rd Assessment/California Air R~.sources Board 
(OEHHA/CARB) that pose a present or potential hazard to human heaith. A .common 
source ofTAOs can be attributed to diesel exhaust emitted from both mobile and 
stationary sources. List of TAC's identified by OEHHA/CARB can be found at: 
https :/IWW2 .a rb ,ca :gov/re sou rces/documents/catb-idehtified-toxic-air-cOntaminants 

The District r~comrnends the developmentproject(s) be $vaJuated for potential health 
impacts to surrounding receptors (on--site and off-site) resulting from qperational and 
multi:.year construction TAC emisiions: · 

i) The District recommends conducting a screening analysis that.includes all sources 
ofemissions. A screening analysis .is us.ed to identify projects which may hi:ive a, 
significant health impact. A prioritization, using CAPCOA'.s updated methodology, 
is the recommenc;led screening method. A prioritization score of 10 or greater is 
considered to be significant and a refined Health Risk Assessment (HRA) shou Id 
be performed. · 

. For your convenience, the District's prioritization calculator can be. found at 
http :www. valleya ir .org/busind/pto/emission factors/Griteria/Toxrcs/Utllities/PRIO 
RITIZATION%20RMR%202016.)(LS. 

ii) Th·e District recommends a refined HRA for development projects that result in a 
prioritization score of 10 or greater. Prior to performing an HRA, it is recommended 
that qeVelopment project applicants contact the District to review the proposed 
modeling protocol. A . development project would be considered to have a 
significant health risk if the HRA demonstrates that the project related health 
imp~cts would exceed the Districts significance threshold of io in a rnilliqn for 
carcinogenic risk and 1.0 for the Acute and Chronic.Hazard Indices, and would 
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trigger all feasible mitigation measures. The District recommends that 
development projects which result in a significant health risk not be approved: 

For HRA slibmittals, plea~e provide the folloWing information electronically.to the 
District for review: 

• HRA AERMOD model files 
• HARP2 files 
• Summary Of emissions SOl,lrce locations, em1sskms rates, and emission factor 

calculations and methodology. 

Mo.re. information on toxic emission factors, prioritizations and HRAs can be 
obtained by: 

• E-Mailing inquiries to: hramodeler@valleyair.org; or 
• The District can be contacted at (559) 230-6000 for assistance; or 
• Visiting the Districts website (Modeling Guidance} at: 

http://www.valleyair.org/busind/pto/Tox Resources/AirQualityMonitoring.htm. 

3) Ambient Air Quality Analysis 

An ambientair quality analysis (AAQA) uses air dispersio.n modeling to determine if 
errii$sior.,s irrcrease~ from a project Will cause or ¢or,tiibute to a violatic:,h of the ambient 
air quality standards. The District recommends that an AAQA be performed for .the 
Project if ernissioris exceed 100 pounds per day of any pollutant. 

If ail AAQA is performed, the analysis should inciude· emissions from both Project 
specific p;ermitted a11d non-permitted equipment and activities. The District 
rec·ornmends consultatkm with District staff to determine the appropriate model and 
input data to use in the analysis. · 

Specific intorma(ion for assessing significance, including screening tools . and 
modeling guidance is avaiiabie online at the District's website www.valleyair.org/ceqa. 

4) Cumulative Air Impacts. 

In addition to the discussions on the topics identified above, the District recommends 
the environmental document/assessment also include a discussion of whether the 
Project would result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of an:y criteria 
ppUut_a:nt or precur$or for whiph the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin is ih non-attainment 
More information on the District's attainment status can be found online by visiting the 
District's websJte at: http:l/valleyair:org/aginfo/attainrnent.htm. 



San Joaquin Va/Jsy AJr_Po/Jution Contrpl Distm;t 
District Reference No-. l02-10475 
May27; 2021 

5) Vegetative Barriers and Urban Greening 

Page.6 

The District suggests the. -City of ~akersfield ~o.nsider th~ feasibility of incorporating 
vegetative barriers and urban greening as a-measure to further reduce air pollution 
exposure on sensitive receptor_s (i.e; re_sid_ential units). 

While various emissie:>n control techniques and programs exist to reduce ait quality 
emissions from mobile., and stationary .sources, vegetative barriers have been shown 
to be an additional measure to potentially reduce a population's exposure to a:ir 
pollution through th$ interception of airborne particles and th~ update of gaseom~ 
pollutants; Examples of vegetative barriers include, but not limited to the following: 
frees, bushes, shrubs, or a mix ofthes~. Generally, a h.igher anq thicker vegetative 
barrier with full coverage will result in greater reductions in downwind poilutant 
concentrations. In the same mc=.i.nrier, urban greening is also a way to help imprqve 
air quality and public health in addition to enhancing the overall beautification of a 
community with drought resistant low maintenance greenery. . . . 

Sa) District .Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review) 

The purpose of .District Rule 9510 is to reduce the growth .in both NOx and PM10 
emissie>ns associated with d~v~lopment and transportation projects from mobile 
and area sources associated with construction and operation of development 
projects. The rule encourages cl~ah air design el.ements to be. incorporated into 
development projects; in case the proposed development project clean air design 
element!> ~re insufficient to meet the_ targeted emission requctions, the rule 
requires developers to pay a fee used to fund projects to achieve off~site emissions 
reduc.tions. · 

The pro_po$ed Project is subject to District Rule 9510 because it will receive a 
project-level discretionary approval from a public agency and will equal or exceed 
25,000 scjtfare feet of light iriqustri~I space: When subject to the rule; an Air Impact 
Assessment (AIA) application 1s required prior to applying for project-level approval 
from a public agency. In ~his ca$e·, if not already done; please l.nform the project 
prop.anent to immediately submit an AIA application to the D1$trict to comply with 
Districi Rule 9510: 

AO AIA application is required and the Districtrecommends that demonstration of 
cQmplianGe with District Ru.le 951 b, before issuance of the first b11ilding permit, be 
made a condition of Project approval. 

Information about how to comply with District Rule 951.0 can be .found online .at: 
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The AIA application form can be found online at: 
http://www.valleyair.org/lSR/ISRFormsAndApplications.htm. 

Sb) District Rule 9410 {Employer Based Trip Reduction) 
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The Project may be subject to District Rule 9410 (Employer Based Trip Reduction) 
if the Project would result in employment of 100 or more "eligible" employees. 
District Rule 941 O requires employers with 100 or more "eligible" employees at a 
worksite to establish an Employer Trip Reduction Implementation Plan (eTRIP) 
that encourages employees to reduce single-occupancy vehicle trips, thus 
reducing pollutant emissions associated with work commutes. Under an eTRIP 
plan, employers have the flexibility to select the options that work best for their 
worksites and their employees. 

Information about how District Rule 9410 can be found online at: 
www.valleyair.org/tripreduction.htm. 

For additional information, you can contact the District by phone at 559-230-6000 
or by e-mail at etrip@valleyair.org 

Sc) Other District Rules and Regulatlons 

The Project may also be subject to the following District rules: 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). 

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact Cherie Clark by 
e-mail at Cherie.Clark@valleyair.org or by phone at (559) 230-5940. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Clements 
Director of Permit Services 

For John Stagnaro 
Program Manager 




