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NOTE TO READER:

Tnis Inti Study/MND was origina !y circu ated from November 19, 2021, to December 9, 2021,
and is being recirculated oursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5 RECIRCULATION OF A

NEGATIVE DECLARATION PRIOR TO ADOPTION. Per CEQA Gude ines Sector. 15073.5:

(a) A lead agency is required to recirculate a negative declaration when the document must

be substantially revised after public natice of its availability has previously been given

pursuant to Section 15072, but prior to its adoption. Notice of recirculatian shall comply

with Section 15072 and 15073.

(b) A “substantial revision” of the negative declaration sholl mean:

(1) A new, avoidable significant effect is identified, and mitigation measures or project

revisions must be added in order to reduce the effect of insignificance, ar

(2) The lead agency determines that the prapased mitigation measures or project revisions

will nat reduce potential effects to less than significance and new measures or revisions

must be required.

Since the Initial Study/MND was originally circulated, the lead agency identified new substantial

evidence for the evaluation of impacts related to Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). As a result, the

Traffic Study and VMT Analysis were revised by Peters Engineering Group on January 28, 2022, to

utilize the new substantial evidence. It can be concluded that, based upon the new substantial

evidence, that the Project’s VMT impact will be less than significant thereby changing the impact

conclusion from less than significant with mitigation incorporated, to less than significant with no

mitigation measures required. Revisions are indicated by red text in Section 4.17

TRANSPORTATION and Section 4.6 ENERGY.

In additor, modi’ications have been made to this document in conformance to CEQA Guideines

section 15073.5(c) in response to a ietter received from the Ca ifornia Department of Fish and

Wildlife dated March 4, 2022. The general response is provided below, with a more detailed

response provided n Section 4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.

Response

The No:ce of Intent to adopt a Mtigated Negative Declaration for the proposed project was

published on February 3, 2022, at which time this IS/MND was routed to responsible and trustee
agencies for comment. One comment letter was received during the comment period and has

been attached to this document as Appendix D. This comment letter, submitted by CDFW, is

addressed below.

CiTY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision I 7
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These responses consist of clarifications and substitution of more effective mitigation measures and Q
are not “substantial revisions” as outlined in Section 15073.5, and thus do not require

recircu!aUon. Specifically, section 15073.5(c) of the CEQA Guidelines provides 4 separate

circumstances where recirculation is not requred; this Project qj&?fies under circumstance

number 1 as described below:

1) Mitigation Measures are replaced with equal or more effective measures
pursuant to section 15074.1.

The city will substitute/expand on Mitigation Measures EIR MM 4.4-1 included

in the Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP) Checklist of this

Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration (lS/MND) prepared for Tentative

Tract Map No. 934 in order to make the mitigation more effective. Compliance

with Section 15074.1 is described further below.

As indicated above, substituted mitigation measures must comply with Section 15074.1, which

states the following (analysis below each item):

15074.1. SUBSTITUTION OF MITIGATION MEASURES IN A PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE

DECLARA TION.

(a) As a result of the public review process for a proposed mitigated negative declaration, 0
including any administrative decisions or public hearings conducted on the project

prior to its approval, the lead agency may conclude that certain mitigation measures

identified in the mitigated negative declaration are infeasible or otherwise undesirable.

Prior to approving the project, the lead agency may, in accordance with this section,

delete those mitigation measures and substitute for them other measures which the

lead agency determines are equivalent or more effective.

The city will substitute/expand on Mitigation Measures EIR MM 4.4-1 included

in the Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Checklist included in the Initial

Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) prepared for Tentative Tract

Map No. 934.

(b) Prior to deleting and substituting for a mitigation measure, the lead agency shall do
both of the following:

1) Hold a public hearing on the matter. Where a public hearing is to be held in order

to consider the project, the public hearing required by this section may be

combined with that hearing. Where no public hearing would otherwise be held to

consider the project, then a public hearing shall be required before a mitigation
measure may be deleted and a new measure adopted in its place. Q

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision 8
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Item will be considered by Planning Commission during a public hearing, which
will be combined wtb a hearing 09 Vestng Tentative Tract No. 934.

2) Adopt a written finding that the new measure is equivalent or more effective in

mitigating or avoiding potential significant effects and that it in itself will not
cause any potentially significant effect on the environment.

This finding will be incuded in the Planning Commission Resolution for the
proposed project. The modifed mtigation measures have been proposed by a
qualified biologist and based on a eld survey and are thus, more effective than
the orginal mitigation measures.

(c) No recirculotion of the proposed mitigated negative declaration pursuant to Section
15072 is required where the new mitigation measures are mode conditions of, or are
otherwise incorporated into, project approval in accordance with this section.

Substituted conditions of approval will be made conditions of approval (compliance
with MMRP is a standard condition of approval).

(d) “Equivalent or more effective” means that the new measure will avoid or reduce the
significont effect to at least the some degree as, or too greater degree than, the original
measure and will create no more adverse effect of its own than would hove the original
measure.

Substituted conditions of approval will be more effective given that they are more
specific than the more general mitigation measures and this specificity will ensure that
Special-Status Species and Habitat will not be impacted. In addition, these substituted
mitigation measures have been prepared by a qualified b1ologist and based on a field
survey.

The mitigation measures will be substituted as described in the Biological Resources and
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Chec<Ust contained within this document.

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential subdivision I 9
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1 INTRODUCTION 0
Precisior Civil Engineering, Inc. (PCE) has prepared this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

(IS/MND) or behalf of City of Hanford (City) to address the environment& effects of the proposed Lennar

Residential Subdivison (Vesting Tentatve Tract Map No.934; Lot Line Adustment No. 2021-05) (Project).

This document has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),

Public Resources Code Section 21000 et. seq. The City of Harford is the Lead Agency fo this proposed

Project. The site and the proposed Project are described in detail in Section 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION.

1.1 Regulatory Information

An Initial Study (IS) is a document prepared by a lead agency to determine whether a project may have a

significant effect on the environment. In accordance with California Code of Regulations Title 14 (Chapter

3, Section 15000, et seq.), also known as the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064 (a)(1) states that an

environmental impact report (FIR) must be prepared if there is substantial evidence in light of the whole

record that the proposed Project under review may have a significant effect on the environment and

should be further analyzed to determine mitigation measures or project aLternatives that might avoid or

reduce project impacts to less than significant levels. A negative declaration (ND) may be prepared instead

if the ead agency finds tha: there is no sjbstantial evdence in light of the whole record that the project

may have a significant effect on the environment. An ND is a writter statement describing the easors

why a proposed Project, no: otherwise exempt ‘rom CEQA, would not have a signficant erfect on the

environment and, therefore, why it would not require the preparation of an EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section

15371). Accoedingto CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a ND or mitigated ND shall be prepared for a project

subject to CEQA when either:

a. The IS shows there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, thot the

proposed Project moy hove a significant effect on the environment, or

b. The 15 identified potentially significant effects, but;

.2. Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or ogreed to by the applicant before the

proposed MND and IS is released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects

to a point where clearly no significant effects would occur is prepared, and

2. There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whale record before the agency, that the proposed

Project as revised may have a significant effect an the environment.

0
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1.2 Document Format

This IS/MND con:ai.ns five chapters pIus apDendces. SECTION 1 INTRODUCTION nrovides oases of :ne

IS/MND’s regulatory information and an overview of the proposed Project. SECTION 2 PROJECT

DESCRIPTION provides a detailed descrip:or of proposed Project components. SECTION 3
DETERMINATION concludes that the Intiai Study is a mtigated negative dec aration, identifies the

environmental factors potentially affected based on the analyses contained in this IS, and includes with

the Lead Agency’s determination based upon those analyses. SECTION 4 EVALUATION OF

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS presents the CEQA checklist and envronmental analyses for a impact areas

and the manda:ory Endings of significance. A brief discussion of the reasons viny the Project impact is

anticipated to be potentially significant, iess than s:gnificant with mitigation incorporated, less than

significant, or why no impacts are expected is included. SECTION 5 MITIGATION MONITORING AND

REPORTING PROGRAM presents the mitigation measures recommended in the IS/MND for the Project.

The Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Impact Assessment, Traffic Study and VMlAnalysis, and Pre-Consultation

Letters, and CDFW Comment Letter and Response are provided as Appendix A, Appendix B, Appendix C,

and Appendix 0 respectively, at the end of this document.

1.3 Pre-consultation Letters Received

Letters can be provided by the City of Han’ord upon request. Cortact the Community Development
Department at (559) 585-2580 or 317 N Douty Street, Hanfoed, CA 93230.

fl
‘F

• Consultation

• Consultation

• Consultation

• Consultation

• Consultation

• Consultation

from

from

from

from

from

from

• Consultator from

Renee Creech with the Hanford Joint Union High School District on July 26, 2021

Chad Curran with Pacific Gas and Electric Company on July 27, 2021

Michael Wilson with AT&T on july 23, 2021

Oscar Gonzalez with Kings Area Rural Transit (KART) on July 29, 2021

the SJVAPCD on August 11, 2021

the Hanford Fire Department on October 14, 2021

the Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yout Tribe on July 27, 2021

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision I 11
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION Q
This section describes the comporents of the nroposed Project in more detail, includng project ocation,

project objectves, and required project approvals.

2.1 Project Title

Lennar Residertial Subdivision (Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 934; Lot Line Adjustmert No. 2021-05)

2.2 Lead Agency Name and Address

City of Hanford

317 N. Douty Street

Hanford, CA 93230

2.3 Contact Person and Phone Number

Lead Agency Applicant

Gabrielle de Silva Myers Lernar Homes of Cahforna, Inc.

Senior Planner 8080 N Palm, Suite #110 Q
(559) 585-2578 Fresno, CA 93711

2.4 Study Prepared By

Precision Civil Engineering

1234 0 Street

Fresno, CA 93721

2.5 Project Location

The proposed Project is located in the southeastern area of the city of Hanford, California on the southeast

corner of 13th Avenue and Grargeville Boulevard approximately 1.7 miles north of State Route-198 (SR

198) (see Figure 2• 1). The site consists of four (4) parcels that total approximately 36.48-acres (gross). The

ste is identified as APNs 009-050-01, 009-050-02, 009-050-03, ard 009-050-04 of Kirgs County and is a

poton of Section 27, Towrsbip 18 South, Range 21 East, Mount Diablo Base and Meridian.

0
CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residentr.aI Subdivision I t2
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2.6 Latitude and Longitude

The cen:roid of the Project area is 36.34129960049618, -119.68891697174561.

2.7 General Plan Designation

Tne Project ste has a General Plan land use desgnation of Low Densi:y Residentia ( ure .; )). In

accordance w:h te General Plan, the expected density range for Low Density Residential is two (2) to 10

dwelling units per acre (du/ac), with an expected average of four (4) dj/ac. Accord9g to toe General Plan

Land Use Policy t31, the purpose of the Low-Density Residential land use designation is to “provide mainly

single-family development on lot sizes typically found in urban settings.” Policy L32 states that permitted

use include “Duplexes, second dwelling units, and home occupations can also be allowed when made

compatible with the residential nature of the neighborhood.” Policy L33 regulates that the sizes of new

individual lots shall range from 5,000 to 10,000 square feet (sf). The Project would allow for the

construction of 161 single-famfly lots with the density of 4.52 du/ac and a minimum lot size of 5,000 sf.1

which is consistent with the General Plan.

2.8 Zoning

The Prnject si:e is in the R-L-5 Low-Density Residential Zone Dist’ict (ip,ue 2-3). The City of Hanfod Q
Municipal Code (HMC) allows residen:a’ uses, such as snge-family dwellings, supportive lousing,

transitional bous’ng, and residertial care facilities, in the R-L-5 zone. Other permtted uses are day cares,

park or p!aygrourds, public scnools, and stom drainage basins. The development standards for the R-L-5

Zore District and the dimensiors to the oroposed Project are outlined in Table 2-

Table 2-1 R-L-5 Development Standards
R-L-S Development Standards Proposed Project

Lot Area (minimum) 5,000 sf. 5,000 sf. (average: 6,403 sf.)

Lot Dimensions (minimum)

Lot Frontage 40 feet (ft.) 43 ft.

Interior 50 ft. 50 ft.
Lot Width

Corner 60 ft. 60 ft.

Lot Depth 90 ft. 99 ft.

Setbacks front 15 ft. 15 ft.

rear 15 ft. 15 ft.

I
side 5 f:. (interior), 10 ft. (propety line) 5 ft. (interior) and 10 ft.

(property me)

Distance between structures (minimum) 10 ft. 10 ft.

Maximum Height 1 35 ft. 35 ft.

0
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2.9 Description of Project

The p’ooosed Project includes a tentative tract map (Vesting Tentative Tract No. 934) and lot line

adjustment (Lot Line Adjustment No. 2021-05) to facilitate the development of a residential develoume.nt

in the cty of Hanfod. The Project would allow for the construction of a residential sundivision that
consists of 161 single-family lots (452 du/ac) to occupy anproximatey 36.48-ac-es located 09 t.ne
southeast corner of 13th Avenue and GrangeviHe Boulevard in Hanford, CA (APNs 009-050-01, 009-050
02, 009-050-03, ard 009-050-04). The minimum pooosed lot is 5,000 sf. and the average lot area is 6,403
sf. The Project also pronoses a 1.53-acre outlot (Outlot A) fo’ an onsite stormwater drainage basin.

2.10 Site and Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

The existing site contains two (2) single-family residential sites located at 12819 Grangeville Boulevard,

Hanford, CA 93230 and 12779 Grangeville Boulevard, Hanford CA 93230. The existing residential sites are
to remain and will be excluded from the Project boundary by a lot line adjustment prior to final map

approval. Vehicular access to Grangeville Boulevard will be provided for both sites. The Project site also

contains buildings and structures associated with the Northstar Veterinary Services Clinic located at 12701

Grangeville Boulevard, Hanford, CA 93230. These structures will be removed as a part of the Project in

order to expand the basin (i.e., Outlot A). No street frontage improvements are present (i.e., no curb,
gutter, sidewalk, storm drains, or streetlights).

The site is relatively flat with a Nord Complex sofl type that is well drained, has medium runoff, with more

than 80-inch water table depth. The existing biotic site conditions and resources of the Project site can be
defined primarily as agricultural. There are trees, shrubs, and herbaceaus vegetation surround and are

fully contained within the existing residential sites. There are also several trees along the site’s northerly
perimeter adjacent to Grangeville Boulevard. These trees are rot protected and wi be removed.

Historically, the Project site and vicinity have been designated and operated as agricultural lard.
Grangeville Boulevard, a two (2)-lane east-west arterial forms the notberly Project site bourdary and l3

Avenue forms the westerly Project site noundary, As referenced in Table 2-2, :ne Project site is

surrounded by agricultural and/or single-family residential land to the south, east, and west, and vacant

land to the north. The properties to the north, south, and east are zored and planned for residential uses.
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2.11 Project Entitlements

The Project requires approval of Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 934 and Lot Lire Adjustment No. 2021-

05. The Vesting Tentative Tract Map will allow for the subdvsion of the site and the lot line adjustment

will adjust the oropevty lines of affected parcels (APNs 009-050-01, 02, 03, and 04).

2.12 Site Preparation

Site preparation would include demolition and removal of existing structures related to Northstar

Veterinary Services Clinic in addition to trees and crops to accommodate the Project. Site preparation

would include typical grading activities to ensure an adequately graded site for drainage purposes. Site

preparation would also include minor excavation for the installation of utility infrastructure, for

conveyance of water, sewer, stormwater, and irrigation. Site preparation would not affect the two (2)

existing residential sites, as those sites will be excluded per the lot line adjustment.

2.13 Project Components

This section describes the overall components of the Project, such as the proposed buildings, landscape,

vehicle and pedest’lan crculation, and jtiities.

Demolition

Existing structures related to Northstar Veterinary Services Clinic in addition to trees and crops would be

subject to demolition to accommodate the Project.

Site Layout and Elevations

As shown in Figure 2-’}, the Project proposes the construction of 161 single-family lots (4.52 units per

acre) to occupy approxmately 36.48-acres. The minimum proposed lo: is SO-ft. by 100-ft., or 5,000 sf.,

and the average lot area is 6,403 sf. The Project also proposes one outlot fo’ a stovmwater drainage basin.

Table 2-2 Existing Uses, General Plan Designations, and Zone Districts of Surrounding Properties

fl
‘V

Direction
from the Existing Land Use Planned Land Use Zone District

Project site
Low Density Residential, R-L-5: Low Density Residential (5,000

North Vacant
Medium Density Residential sf), R-M: Medium Density Residential

Agriculture and single- Low Density Residentia, Oper R-L-5: Low Density Residential (5,000
South

family residential Space sf), P-F: Public Facilities

Agriculture and single- R-L-5: Low Density Residential (5,000
East Low Density Residential

family residential sf.)

West Agriculture County - Agriculture County - Agriculture

0

0

0
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Site Circulation and Parking 0
Gra.ngevIle Boulevard, a two (2)-lane east-west arterial forms the northerly Project site boundary and 131h

Avenue, a two (2)ane north-south majo- artral forms the weste’iy Project site boundary. The orirrary

access points to the subdivision are proposed on Grangevilie Boulevard at “1 Street” (future local) and “J

Street” (future local). No access is proposed from 13111 Avenue. The portions of Grangeville Boulevard and
13th Avenue ‘Nil be improved with curb, gutter, sidewalk, landscaping, and streetlights. The Project woud

also be connected to the existing, adjacent residential subdivision to the east by “Ella Street” and “Malone

Street” (existing and future locals). Local steets (60-ft. width) contained wthin the sjbdivison will include

sidewalk, curb, gutter, landscaping, and parking lanes.

Utilities

The Project is subject to provision of utilities and service systems. Utilities for the site would consist of

water, sewer, electric, cable, gas, and stormwater infrastructure. The Project would include installation of

a 12-inch water main along Grangeville Boulevard to connect to the existing water main in addition to

eight (8)-inch water mains and eight (8)-inch sewer mains throughout the subdivision. The Project also

proposes a 1.53-acre outlot (Outlot A) for an onsite stormwater drainage basin.

2.14 Required Project Approvals

The City of Hanford requires the following review, permits, and/or approvals for the proposed Project.

Other approvals not listed below may be required as identified through the entitlement process. In

addition, other agencies may have the authority to ssue permits pror to implementation of the Project

as listed beow.

• Grading Permit

• Encroachment Permit

• Building Permit

• Sign Permit

• San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

• California Regional Water Quality Control Board

0
CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision I 20



INITIAL STUDY / NIl lIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOVEMBER 202 Recircotaled February 2022 Revised March 2022

2.15 Technical Studies

The analysis of the Project throughout ths Inita Study reed in part on the technical studes lis:ed

be.ow prepared for the Project, as well as o:her sojrces, includng, but not limited to, Draft

Envtonmental Impact Report (FIR) SCH No. 2015041024 prepared for the City of Hanford 2035
General Plan Update.

• Appendix A: Air Quality & Greenhouse Gas Impact Assessment prepared by VRPA

Technologies, Inc. on September 30, 2021.

• Appendix B: Traffic Study and VMT Aia ysis prepared by Peters Engireering Grnup. The

study and analysis were amended on January 28, 2022.

• Appendix C: Pre-Consultation Letters received by the City of Hanford.

• Appendix D: CDFW Comment Letter dated March 4, 2022, and Response to CDFW

Comment Letter prepared by Live Oaks Associates, Inc. on March 16, 2022.

A Phase I cultural resources survey for the Project area was conducted by ASM Affiliates on

September 14. 2021. The report is confidential and is therefore not provided in this initial study;
however, resuits are incorporated herein.

2.16 consultation with California Native American Tribes

The State requires lead agencies to consider the potential effects of proposed projects and consull

with California Native American tribes during the local planning process for the purpose of

protecting Traditional Tribal Cultural Resources through We California Environmental Quality Act

(CEQA) Guidelines. Pursuant to PRC Section 21080.3.1, the lead agency shall begin consultation

with the CalVornia Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affilated with the
geographical area of the proposed project. Such sgnificant cultural resources are either sites,

features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cutura vaue to a tribe which

is either on or eligible for inclusion in the Ca:iforna Historic Register or local historic register, or,

the lead agency, at its dscret’on, and support by substantial evidence, choose to treat the

resources as a Tribal Cultural Resources (PRC Section 21074(a)(1-2)). According to the most recent

census data, Calfornia is home to 109 currently recognized Indian tribes. Trbes in California
currently have nearly 100 separate reservations or Rancherias

Conducting consu:ation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, ead agencies, and
project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential

adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the

environmental review process. (See PRC Section 21083.3.2.) Information may also be available

from the California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per PRC Section
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5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Q
Office of HistDric Preservation. Please also note that PRC Section 21082.3(c) contains provisions

specific to confidentiality.

The Cty of Hanford conducted triba consultation pursuart to AB 52 and SB 18. In ‘esponse, the

City received pre-consu’tation from the Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe. The Tribe

req jested that ar archeoogical survey be conducted in additon to a California Historical

Resources Information System (CHRIS) search and Sacred Lands Fie (SLF) search with the Natve

American Heritage Commission {NAHC). In addition, the Thbe has requested the toowng

Mitigation Measures (MM) to be incorporated wiTh the proposed Project:

MM CR-i. If cultural resources are disco uered during construction or related activities, all

work shall be halted and a qualified archeologist and the City of Hanford shall be notified.

The find shall be properly investigated and appropriate measures shall be token before

construction may continue.

MM CR-2. Prior to ground disturbing activities, construction staff shall receive a cultural

presentation by the Santa Rosa Rancheria regarding cultural resources and laws and

regulations for the discovery of cultural resources and human remains.

MM CR-3. A Native American monitor shall be present for ground disturbing activities. Q
MM CR-4. A Burial Treatment Plan shall be signed by the applicont/praperty owner prior to

any earth disturbing activities.

MM CR-S. A curatian agreement shall be signed with the Santa Rosa Rancher/a.

0
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3 DETERMINATION

3.1 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

As indicated by the dscussons of existing and baseline conditions, and impact analyses that follow

; this Chapter, environmertal factors not cnecked Delow would have no impacts or less than

significant impacts resulting from the project. Envtonmental factors that are checked oelow

would have potentia y significant impacts resul:ng from the oroject. Mitgation measures ae

recommended for each of the potentially significant impacts that would reduce the impact to less

tha9 significant.

fl Aesthetics U Land Use Planning

o Agriculture and Forestry Resources C Mineral Resources

o Air Quality C Noise

o Biological Resources C Population and Housing

C Cultural Resources El Public Services

C Energy El Recreation

o Geology and Soils 0 Transportation

o Greenhouse Gas Emissions C Tribal and Cultural Resources

o Hazards and Hazardous Materials C Utilities and Service Systems

o Hydrology and Water Quality C Wildfire

The analyses of environmental impacts in SECTION 4 EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
result in an impact statement, which shall have the following meanings.

Potentiallysignificantlmpact. this category is appicable 1 there is substantial evidence that an effect

may be significant, and no feasible mitigation measures can be identi’ied to reduce impacts to a

less than significant level. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when

the determnation is made, an EIR is req Wred.

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. This category applies where the incorporation of

mitigation measures would reduce an effect from a “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than

Significant Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measure(s), and briefly explain

bow they would reduce the effect to a less than significant evel (mtigation measures from earlier

aralyses may be c’oss-referenced).

Less Than Significant Impact. This category is identified when the proposed Project would result in

impacts below the threshold of significance, and no mitigation measures are required.
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No Impact. This category applies when a project would not create an impact in the specific

environmental issue area. “No Impact” answers do not require a detailed explanation if they are

adequately supported by the information sources cted oy the lead agency, which show That the

mpact does not anply to the specific p’oject (e.g., the project fals outsde a fault rupture zone).

A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as

general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a

project-specific screening anaysis).

3.2 Determination

The environmental analysis contained in the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration was

prepared for the Lennar Residential Subdivision (Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 934; Lot Line

Adjustment No. 2021-05), in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),

CEQA Guidelines, and the City of Hanford Municipal Code. The IS/MND is tiered from the 2035

General Plan Update Program Level Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (SCH No. 2015041024),

certified by the City Council on April 18, 2017, for which Statement of Overriding Considerations

was adopted for Agriculture and Eorestry Resources (program and cumulative), Air Quality

(cumulative), Biological Resources (program and cumulative), Cultural Resources (program and

cumulative). G’eenhouse Gases (cumulatve), and Population and Housirg (p-oam and

cumulative) for the EIR. Q
Pursuant to Pub1ic Resources Code Section 21157.1 and California Environmental Quality Act

(CEQA) Guideines Section 15177, this Project has been evaluated wth respect to each item on

the attached environmental checklist to determine wbethe this project may cause ary additional

significant effect on the environment which was not previously examned in the 2035 General Plan

Update EIR. After conducting a review of the adequacy of the 2035 General Plan Update EIR

pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21157.6(b)(1), the City of Hanford Community

Development Department, as Lead Agency, finds that no substantial changes have occurred with

respect to the circumstances under which the EIR was certified and that no new information,

which was not known and could not have been known at the time that the EIR was certified as

complete, has become available.

This completed environmental impact checklist form and its associated narrative reflect applicable

comments of responsible and trustee agencies and research and analysis conducted to examine

the interrelationship between the proposed project and the physica environment. The

infomation contained in the Project application and its related environmental assessment

application, responses to requests for comment, checklist, initial study narrative, and any

attachments thereto, combne to form a record indicating that an nitial study has been completed

in compliance with the State CEQA Gudelines and the CEQA.
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All new development activity and many non-physical projects contribute directly or indirecUy

toward cumulative impacts on the physical environment. It has been determined that the

ncremental effect conthbuted by this Project toward cumulative impacts is not considered

substantial or significant in itself, and/or that cumulative impacts accruing from this project may

be mitigated to less than significant with applicaton of feasible mitigation measures.

Based upon the evaluation guided by the environmental checklist form, it was determined that

there are no foreseeable impacts from the Project that are additional to tnose identified in the

2035 General Plan Undate FIR, and/or impacts which require mitigation measures not included in

the FIR Mitigatior Monitoring and Reporting Program. The completed environmental checklist

form indicates whe:ner an impact is potentially signifcant, less than significant with mitigation, or

less than significant.

For some categories of potential impacts, the checklist may indicate that a specific adverse

environmental effect has been identified which is of sufficient magnitude to be of concern. Such

an effect may be inherent in the nature and magnitude of the Project or may be related to the

design and characteristics of the individual project. Effects so rated are not sufficient in themselves

to require the preparation of an FIR and have been mitigated to the extent feasible. With the

Project-specific mitigation imposed, there is no substantial evidence in the record that this Project

may have additional significant, direct, indirect or cumulative effects on the environment that are

significant and that were not identified and analyzed in the 2035 General Plan Update FIR. Both

the FIR Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program and the Project-specific Mitigation

Monitoring and Reporting Program will be imposed on this Project.

The Initial Study has concluded that the Project will not result in any adverse effects which fall

within the “Mandatory Findings of Significance” contained in Section 15065 of the CEQA
Guidelines. The finding is, therefore, made that the Project will not have a signifcant adverse

effect on the environment.

On the basis of this initial eva’uation (to be completed by the Lead Agency):

U I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and

a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

• I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,

there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the proiect have been

made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MTGATED NEGATIVE DECI..ARATION will

be prepared.

o i find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) is required.
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C I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially Q
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been

adequatey analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to appicabe egal standards, and 2) has

been addressed by mitigation measures zased on the ea’lier analysis as described on attached

sheets. An EIR is required, but it must analyze ony the ef’ec:s that remain to be addressed.

C I fird that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,

because all potentally significan: effects (a) have been anayzed adequately in an earHer EIR

o NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuan: to applicable standards, and (b) nave beer avoided or

mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or

mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Approved By:

Mary E. Beatie, Interim Director Date

City of Hanford, Community Development Department

0

0
CiTY OE HANFORD — LennaE Residential Subdicision I 26



INITIAL STUDY / MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOVEMBER 2021 Recirculaled Fe bruar 2022 Revised March 2022

4 EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

4.1 AESTHETICS

Less thanExcept as prov:ded in Public Potentially Less than
Significant with NoResources Code Section 21099, Significant Significant

Mitigation Impactwould the project: Impact Impact
Incorporated

Have a substantial adverse effecta) x
on a scenic vista?

b)
Substantially damage scenic

resources, including, but not

limited to, trees, rock out- X
croppings, and historic buildings

within a state scenic highway?

In non-urbarized areas,

substantially degrade the

existing vsual character or
qua!ity public views of the site

and its surroundirgs? (Public

views are those that are

experienced from publicly X

accessible vantage point). If the

project is in an urbanized area,

would the project conflict with

applicable zoning and other

regulations governing scenic

quality?

d) Create a new source of

substantial light or glare which

would advesely af’ect day or

nightlJme views in the area?
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0
4.1.1 Environmental Setting

The city of Hanford is located w:hin Kings County in the San Joaquin Valley in central Califorria in

an area that can be characterized as urban agricultura. The city is predomnatelyflat wi:h minima

natural wateTourses; no scenic vistas are iden:ified by the Hanford General Plan. The Project ste

is in the northwestern area of the city of Hanford, situated on the southeast corner of Grangeville

Boulevard and 131h Avenue approximately 1.7 miles north of SR-198. According to the California

Scenic Highway Mapping System, there are no adopted or eligible state scenic highways within the

city of Hanford. The nearest eligible state scenic highway is a portion of SR-198, which is

approximately 15.5-miles southeast of the Project site.’

In general, the Project site is within an area of the city that is predominately characterized by

residential, educat1onal, and recreational develooment. The property to the east of the Project

site is developed with an existing singe-family residential suodivisior that wojId be connec:ed to

the proposed Project by :wo (2) locai streets. In addi:on, the property to the north of the Project

site ac’oss Grangeville Bouleva’d is currently undergoing construction to develop a sirg1e-famiy

residential sjbdivsion. Regarding educational development, Sierra Pacific High School and tne

CoLlege of the Sequoias are located to the south of the Project site and Frontier Eiementary is

located to the north. Silver Oaks Park and Hanford Sports Complex and are located less than a

quarter mile to the north and south of the site, respectively. As a result, the area is characterized

by a mix of development types and uses, as well as typical infrastructure, such as roadways,

streetlights, parking lot lights, and ambient light sources typical of residential development.

4.1.2 Impact Assessment

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

No Impact. The Harford General Plan does not identify or designate scenic vistas within the City

or Sphere of Influence. In addition, the Proect size does not contan any visual features or bs:oric

resources as identified in the General Par. As a result, the Project would not adverse’y affect

scenic vistas and no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

calt-ais. Calornia State Scenic Hig’way System Map. Accessec o” October 1, 2021,

https://caltransmapsarcgiscom/apps/webappViewer/Indexruml?Id=46Sdfd3dSO7c46ccSeSOS7ll6flaacaa
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b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rack out
croppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. According to the Californa State Scenic Highway Program, there are no officialy

designated State Scenic Highways ir the city of Hanford The closest eligibe scenic highway is a

portion of SR-198 that is aDproxirnately 15.5 miles from the Project site. As such, the proposed

Project would not damage scenic resources, inciuding trees, rock out-croppngs, and historic

buildings withn a state scenic highway and no impact woud occur as a result of the Project.

c) In nan-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of
public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced

from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would the

project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is within an area of the city that can be considered

urbanized. The area generally comprises residential, educational, and recreational development

with infrastructure, such as roadways, streetlights, parking lot lights, and ambient light sources

typical of such development. The Project proposes a single-family residential development within

the R-L-5 Zone District and would thereby be required to comply with the design requirements

contained in Chapter 17.10 Low Density Residential Zones of the HMC. Through compliance with

the applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality, the Project would result in a

less than significant impact.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or

nighttime views in the area?

Less than Significant Impact. Generally, lighting impacts are associated with artificial lighting in

evenng hours either through interio lighting from windows or exterior lighting (e.g., street

lighting, parking lot lighting, landscape lghting, cars, and trucks). Development of the Project site

would incrementally increase the amount of light from streetlights, exterior lighting, and vehicular

headlights in addizior to light and gare from const-jction activities. Such sources could create
adverse effects on day or nighttime views in the area. As such, the Project would be required to

comply with Section 17.50.140 — Outdoor Lighting Standards of the HM, which contain specific,

enforceable requVements and/or restrctions intended to prevent light and glare impacts:

Hanford Municipal Code — Section 17.50.140 Outdoor Lighting Standards

0. General Outdoor Lighting Standards. The following requirements and standards shall apply
in oIl zone districts for the installation and use of outdoor lighting fixtures.

1.All lights and light fixtures, except public street lights, shall be located, aimed or
shielded so as to minimize light trespassing across property boundaries or skyward.
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2No lights or light fixtures sholl fiosh, revolve, blink or otherwise resemble o traffic Q
control signol or operate in such a fashion to create a hazard for passing traffic.

3.Building mounted lighting fixtures sholl be attached only to the walls of the building.

The top of o light fixture attached to a building wall shall not be higher than the tap of

the building parapet ar the tap of the roof eave, whichever is lower.

4.Canapy ceiling light fixtures shall be recessed or the sides of the lens area shall be
shielded in order to eliminate emission of horizontal light.

5. The height offreestanding light fixtures including freestanding parking lot fixtures shall

be measured from the top of a light fixture to the adjacent grade at the base of the

support for that light fixture and shall not exceed the following:

a. Eighteen (18) feet in height, when located within fifty (50) feet of any residential
zone district; and

b. Twenty-five (25)feet in height when located within fifty-one (51) to one hundred

fifty (150) feet of any residential zone district; and

c. Thirty (30) feet in height when located more than one hundred fifty (150) feet

from any residential zone district; and

d. Eifty (50) feet in height when located in the AC regional commercial zone or

freestanding light fixtures for public autdaor recreational facilities.

C Specific Outdoar Lighting Standards. In additian ta the general outdoor lighting standards

stored in subsectian 0, the following additional requirements shall apply to outdoor lighting

fixtures in the R-L, R-M, A-H, and OR zone districts:

1. Mercury vapor lamps shall be a fully shielded fixture with all light directed an-site.

2. Freestanding light fixtures, including freestanding parking lot light fixtures, shall not

exceed eighteen (18) feet in height measured from the top of a light fixture to the

odjocent grade at the base of the support far that light fixture.

In addition, the Project would be subject to compliance with Title 24— ResidentiaL Lighting Design

Guide which would reduce impacts related to nighttime light. The lighting design guide covers

outdoor spaces including regulations for mounted luminaires (i.e., high efficacy, motion sensor

controlled, time clocks, energy management control systems, etc.). As such, conditions imposed

on the Project by the City of Hanford pursuant to the HMC and Title 24 would reduce light and

glare impacts to a less than significant impact.

4.1.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.

0
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4.2 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Less than
Potentially Less than

Would the project: Significant
Significant with No

Significant
Mitigation Impact

Impact Impact
Incorporated

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

b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Wifliamson x
Act contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for,
or cause rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in Public Resources
Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526),
or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by
Government Code section
5 1104(g))?

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

e) Invove ot-ier changes in the
existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of Farmland, X
to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?
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0
4.2.1 Environmental Setting

The Project site is located within the city [mits of Hanford. The existing and use of the subject site

is agriculture; however, the site is pianned for ow-density residential uses and is withir the R-L-5

Low Density Residentia. Zone District. The site does not contain forestry resources such as forest

land or timberland.

Farm/and Monitoring and Mapping Program

The California Department of Conservation manages the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring

Program (FMMP) that provides maps and data For analyzing land use impacts to farmland. The

FMMP produces the Important Farmland Finder as a resource map that shows quality (soils) and

and use information. Agricultural land is rated according to soil quality and irrigation status, in

addition to many other physical and chemical characteristics. The highest quality land is called

“Prime Farmland” which is defined by the FMMP as “farmland with the best combination of

physical and chemical features able to sustain long term agricultural production. This/and has the

soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed to produce sustained high yields. Land

must have been used for irrigated agricultural production at some time during the four years prior

to the mapping dote.” According to the FMIVP, CaLfornia Important Farmland Finder, the Project

site is categorized as Pime Farmiand, Semi-Agricultura and Rural Commercial Land, and Ru’al Q
Residen:iai Land. 2

Hanford General Plan

The Hanford 2035 General Plan FIR, adopted April 15, 2017, contemplated tne conversion of

farmland within the Hanford Planning Area, inclusive of the Project site, to non-agricultural uses

and determined the impact to be significant and unavoidable, with no feasible mitigation

measures available. A Statement of Overriding Considerations was adopted for the significant and

unavoidable impact to Agriculture, demonstrating that the environmental impacts are

“acceptable” due to the project benefits and considerations.3

2 california Department of conservatiofl. (2018). ca for’a important FarmIad Finder. Accessed on October 1,2021,

https://maps.conserVatlon cagoV/DLRP/cIFF/

council of tne city of Hanford. (2017). Reso ution of the ceti’y’g e’vironmertai impact report ScH ro. SCH No.

2013041024. Statement of Overrding consideratons. Q
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California Land Conservation Act

The Cal Vornia Land Conservaton Act of 1965 (i.e., the Williamson Act) allows local governments

to erter contracts with oriva:e andowners to restrict paccels of land agricul:ural or open space

uses. In return, property tax assessments of the restricted parcek are lower than full market va ue.

The Project site is not subject to the Williamson Act Contract.

4.2.2 Impact Assessment

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance

(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and

Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The Project site is currently used for

agricultural operations and is partially designated as “Prime Farmland” according to the FMMP.

Thus, the Project would result in the conversion of prime farmlands to non-agricultural use.

However, the General Plan EIR analyzed impacts of urban growth on agricultural land, including

the conversion of the Project site to low-density residential uses, and found impacts to be

significant and unavoidable. Based on this finding, the City issued and adopted a Statement of

Overriding Considerations. However, because the Project would result in the conversion of

farmland and is within one (1)-mile of the city limits, the Project shall be subject to comply with

Mitigation Measure (MM)AG-1 to offset any potential impacts. With mitigation incorporated, the

Project’s impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

MM AG-I. The Project shall comply with HMC Section 16.40.110 Right to Farm, sub-section

(F) Disclosure and Recordotion Requirements, “all opprovols for improvement or

development of property including without limitation application for rezonings, land

divisions, zoning permits, and residential building permits, on property in the city of Hanford

within one (1) mile of the city’s urban limit line, shall include a condition that notice and

disclosure of this agricultural land use policy be given by the applicant, or the owner if

different from the applicant. The applicant, or owner if different from the applicont, shall

also acknowledge the contents of the notice and disclosure, which includes a description of

the property the notice and disclosure pertains to, in the Official Records of the Kings County

Recorder, and recorded at the applicant’s own expense.” The Hanford Community

Development Department is responsible for carrying out the notice, disclosure, and

recordotion required by the HMC
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b) In accordance with the General Plan ElI?, the Project is subject to compliance with Conflict

with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. The Project site is not zoned for o’ located wtbn an area zored for agricultural uses

and is rot unde Williamson Act contract. Thus, the Pwject would resul: in no mpact.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public

Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code

section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government

Code section 51104(g))?

No Impact. The Project site is not zoned for forestry or timberland uses and does not contain

forestry or timberland uses. As a result, the Project would have no impact.

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

No Impact. The Project site does not contain forest land or timberland. As a result, the Project

would have no impact.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or noture,

could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion offorest land

to non-forest use?

Less than Significant impact. The Project site is withTh the city limits of Hanford and is within an

area planned and zoned for residential uses. There is no forest land within the ProJect site or area.

The conversion of the Project site and surrounding properties from farmlard to non-agricultural

was an:icpated ny and previously analyzed through the General Plan HR. As discussed under

criterion a) above, the City issued a Statement of Overriding Considerations and incorporated MM

Agriculture 1 for impacts to agricultural lands. Compliance with MM Agriculture 1 would reduce

the Project’s impact to less than significant.

4.2.3 Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incorporate, as applicable, the Agricultural Resources

related mitigation measures as identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

dated October 18, 2021, including the mitigation measure identified above.

0
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4.3 AIR QUALITV

Less than
Less thanPotentially

Significant with NoWould the project: Significant Significant
Mitigation Impact

Impact Impact
Incorporated

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable
air quality plan (e.g., by having
Dotential emissions o regulated
criterion pollutants which exceed X
the San ioaquin VaHey Air Pol:ution
Control Districts (SJVAPCD)
adopted thresholds for these
pollutants)?

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

c) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant X
concentrations?

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

4.3.1 Environmental Setting

An Ai’ Quaity and Greenhouse Gas ImDact Assessment was prepared for the Project by VRPA

Technologies, Inc. on September 30, 2021. The report and supporting tables are provided in

Appendix .. The environmental setting, irethodoogy, and assessment are incorporated herein.

This section describes existing air quality within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin and in Kings

County, including the identification of air pollutant standards, meteorological and topologcal
conditions affecting air quaity, and currert air quality conditions. Air quality is described in

relation to ambient air quality standards for criteria pollutants such as, ozone, carbon monoxide,

and particulate matter. Air quality can be directly affected by the type and density of land use

change and population growth in urban and rural areas.
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Geographical Location

The SJVAB is comprised of eight counties: Fresno, Kern, Kings, Madera, Merced, San Joaquin,

Stanislaus, and Tulare. Encompassing 24,840 square miles, the San Joaquin Valley is the second

largest air basin in California. Cumulativey, counties wthin the Air Basin rep’esent approximatefy

16 percent of the State’s geographic area. The Ai’ Basin is bordeced by the Sierra Nevada

Mountains or the east (8,000 to 14,492 fee: in elevation), the Coastal Range 09 the west (4,500

feet in eevatior), and the Tenachap Mountairs on the sojtn (9,000 feet eievation). The San

Joaqun Valey is open to the north extending to the Sacramento Valley Air Basin.

Topographic Conditions

Kings County is located within the San ..oaquin Valey Ar Basin [as determined by the CaLfornia Air

Resou’ces Board (CARB)], Ar basins are geographic areas sharing a common •‘air shed.” A

description of the Air Basin in the County, as designated by CARB, is provided in the paragraph

below. Air pollution is directly related to the region’s topographic features, which impact air

movement within the Basin.

Wind patterns within the SJVAB result from marine air that generally flows into the Basin from the

San Joaquin River Delta. The Coastal Range hinders wind access into the Valley from the west, the

Tehachapi’s prevent southerly passage of airflow, and the high Sierra Nevada Mountain Range Q
provides a significant barrier to the east. These topographic features result in weak airflow that

becomes restricted vertically by high barometric pressure over the Valley. As a result, the SJVAB

is highly susceptible to pollutant accumulation over time. Most of the surrounding mountains are

above the normal height of summer inversion layers (1,500-3,000 feet).

Climate Conditions

Hanford is located in one of the most polluted air basins in the country. Temperature inversions

can trap aV within the Valiey, thereby preventing the vertica dispeesal of ar pollutants. In additon

to topograpnic conditions, the loca climate can also contribute to air quality problems. Climate in

Hanford is charactehzed by warm, dry summers and cool winters with significant Tule 1og.

Ozone, classified as a “regional” pollutant, often afflicts areas downwind of the original source of

precusor en-issons. Ozone can be easily transported by wnds from a source area. Peak ozone

levels terd to be higher in the southern Dortion of the Va ley, as the prevai ing summer winds

sweep prectrsors downwind of northern source areas befoe concentrations peak. The separate

de&grations reflect tie fact that ozone precursor transport dezends on daily meteorological

conditions.

0
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Other primary pollutants, carbon monoxide (CO), for example, may form high concentrations

when wind speed is low. During the winter, Hanford experiences cold temperatures and calm

conditions tnat increase the likeibood of a climate conducive to high CO concentrations.

Prec’oitaton and fog tend to reduce or limit some pollutant concentrat’ons. Ozone needs sunlight

for its forma:on, and clouds and fog block the ‘equired radiation. CO is sligntly water-soluble, so

precipitation and fog tends to “reduce” CO concentrations in the atmosphere. PM1O is somewhat

“washed” from the atmosphere with precipitation, Precipitation in the San Joaquin Valley is

strongly ‘of jenced by the postion of the semi-permanent subtropical high-pressure bet located

off the Pacific coast. In the winter, this high- pressure system moves southward, aHowing Pacifc

storms to move through the San Joaqin Valley. These storms brng in moist, maritime air that

produces considerable precipitation on the western, upslope side of the Coast Ranges. Significant

precipitation also occurs on the western side of the Sierra Nevada. On the valley floor, however,

there is some down slope flow from the Coast Ranges and the resultant evaporation of moisture

from associated warming results in a minimum of precipitation. Nevertheless, the majority of the

precipitation falling in the San Joaquin Valley is produced by those storms during the winter

Precipitation during the summer months is in the form of convective rain showers and is rare. It is

usually associated with an influx of moisture into the San Joaquin Valley through the San Francisco

area during an anomalous flow pattern in the lower layers of the atmosphere. Although the hourly

rates of precipitation from these storms may be high, their rarity keeps monthly totals low.

Precipitation on the San Joaquin Valley floor and in the Sierra Nevada decreases from north to

south. Stockton in the north receives about 20 inches of precipitation per year, Fresno in the

center, receives about 10 inches per year, and BakersField at the southern end of the valley

receives less than 6 inches per year. This is primarily because the Pacific storm track often passes

tb ougb the northern part of the state while the southern part of the state remains protected by
the Pacific High. Precipitation in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB) is confined orimarily to

the winter months w’th some also occu’ring in late summer and fall. Average annual rainfal! for

the entire San Joaquin Valley is approximate y 5 to 16 inches. Snowstorms, hailstorms, and ice

storms occur in’equently in the San Joaquin Va ley and sevee occurrences of any of these are

very rare.

The winds and urstable air conditions experienced during the zassage of storms result in periods

of ow pollutant concentrations and excellent vis’bility. Between winter storms, high pressure and

light winds al ow cold mo;st air to oooi on the San Joaqun VaUey floor. This creates strong low-

level temperature inversions and very stable air conditions. This situation leads to the San Joaquin

Valley’s famous Tule Fogs. The formation of natural fog is caused by local cooling of the

atmosphere until it is saturated (dew point temperature). This type of fog, known as radiation fog
is more likely to occur inland. Cooling may also be accomplished by heat radiation losses or by
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horizontal movement of a mass of air over a colder surface. This second type of fog, known as Q
advection fog, generally occurs along the coast.

Conditions favorable to fog formation are also conditions favorable to high concentrations of CO

and PM1O. Ozone levels are low during these periods because of the lack of sunlight to drive the

photochemca’ reac:ion. Maximum CO concentrations tend to occur on clear, cod nights when a

strong surface inversion is present and large numbers of firepaces are in use. A secondary peak

in CO concertrations occurs durng morning commute hours when a large number of motorists

are on the road and the surface inversion has not yet broken.

The water droplets in fog, noweve’, can act as a sink for CO and nitrogen oxides (NOx), lowering

poll utart concertrations. At the same time, fog could help in the formation of seconday

patculates such as ammonium sufate. These secondary partculates are be!ieved to be a

significant contibutor of winter season violations of the PM1O and PM2.5 standards.

Anthropogenic (Man-Made) Sources

In addition to climatic conditions (wind, lack of rain, etc.), air pollution can be caused by

anthropogenic or man-made sources. Air pollution in the SJVAB can be directly attributed to

human activities, which cause air pollutant emissions. Human causes of air pollution in the Valley

consist of population growth, urbanization (gas-fired appliances, residential wood heaters, etc.), Q
mobile sources (i.e., cars, trucks, airplanes, trains, etc.), oil production, agriculture, and other

socioeconomic activities. The most significant factors, which are accelerating the decline of air

quality in the SJVAB, are the Valley’s rapid population growth and its associated increases in traffic,

urbanization, and industrial activity.

Carbon monoxide emissions overwhelmingly come from mobile sources in the San Joaquin ValLey;

on-road vehicles contributed 34 percent, while other mobile vehicles, such as trains, planes, and

off-road vehicles, contribute another 20 percent in 2012 according to emission projections from

the CARB. Motor vehicles account for significant por:ons of regional gaseous and sarticulate

emissions. Loca large employers such as industrial pants can also generate substantial regional

gaseous and particulate emissions. In addition, construction and agricultural activities can

geneate sgnificant temporary gaseous and partcu ate emissions (dust, ash, smoke, etc.).

Ozone is the result of a zbotochemical reaction between Oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and Reactive

Organc Gases (ROG). Mobile sources contribute 84 percent of all NOx emitted from

anthropogenic sources based on data provided in Appendix B of the Air District’s 2016 Ozone Pan.

In addition, moble sources contribute 26 percent of all the ROG emitted from sources within the

San Joaquin Valley.

0
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The princinal factors that affect air quality in and around Hanford a’e:

1. The sink effect, climatic subsidence and temperature inversions and low wind speeds

2. Automobile and truck travel

3. Increases in monile and stationary sollutants generated by local urban grow:h

Automobiles, trucks, buses and other vehicles using hydrocarbon (HC) fuels release exhaust
products into the air. Each vehicle by itself does not release large quantities; however, when
considered as a group, the cumulative effect is significant.

Other sources may not seem to fit into any one of the major categories or they may seem to fit in

a number of them. These could include agricultural uses, dirt roads, animal shelters; animal feed

lots, chemical plants and industrial waste disposal, which may be a source of dust, odors, or other
pollutants. For Kings County, this category includes several agriculturally related activities, such

as plowing, harvesting, dusting with herbicides and pesticides and other related activities. Finally,
industria contaminants and their potential to produce various effects depend on the size and type
of industry, pollution controls, local :opograpby, and meteorological conditions. Majo’ sources of
industrial emissions in Kigs County consist of agricultural prod uction and processing operations.

The primary contributors of PM1O emissions n the San ioaquin Valley are farming actvi:es (22%)
and road dust, both paved and unpaved (35%) in 2020 according to emission projections from the
CARS. Fugitive windblown dust from “open” fields contributed 14 percent of the PM1O.

The four major sources of air pollutant emissions in the SiVAB include industrial plants, motor
vehicles, construction activities, and agricultural activities. Industrial plants account for significant

portions of regional gaseous and particulate emissions. Motor vehicles, including those from large

employers, generate substantial regional gaseous and particulate emissions. Finally, construction

and agricultural activities can generate significant temporary gaseous and particulate emissions

(dust, ash, smoke, etc.). In addition to these primary sources of air pollution, urban areas upwind
from Kings County including areas north and west of the San Joaquin Valley, can cause or generate

emissions that are transported into Kings County. All four of the major pollutant sources affect
ambient air quality throughout the Air Basin.

Consultation Received: Consulta:ion was received from :be SJVAPCD on August 11, 2021. The
Dstrict offers commerts regading

1) Project Related Criteria Pollutant Emissions

2) Voluntary Emission Reduction Agreement

3) Health Risk Screening/Assessment

4) Ambient Air Quality Analysis
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5) Vegetation Barriers and Urban Greening (
6) Solar Deployment in the Community

7) Clean Lawn and Garden Equipment in the Community

8) Electric Vehicle Charger

9) District Ru/es and Regulations

Project related criteia pollutant emissions are addessed ir the foHowing assessment.

4.3.2 impact Assessment

Thresholds of Significance

The mpact assessment for air quality focuses on potential effects the Project might Have on air

quality within the Hanfod regon. The S]VAPCD has established thresnods of significance for

determining enviror.menta significance. These thresholds separate a project’s short-term

emissions from its long-term emissions. The short-term emissions are mainly related to the

construction phase of a project, which are recognized to be short in duration. The long-term

emissions are primarily related to the activities that will occur indefinitely as a result of Project

operations. Impacts will be evaluated both on the basis of CEQA Appendix G criteria and SJVAPCD

significance criteria. The impacts to be evaluated will be those involving construction and

operational emissions of criteria pollutants. The SJVAPCD has established thresholds for certain

pollutants shown in Table 6.

Table 6
SJVAPCD Air Quality Thresholds of Significance

Op e!JIiona I Emissions

IPe,mtTed Eqiji pnseetan d tie,t,es I
100 10 10 27 IS 15

Ooco,oe3 E.rnn,onn

Non Pen ed (qi, ‘er-tan k tieniesi
100 10 10 27 15 15

Source: SIVAPCD 2020

Ca,EEMod is a statewide land use emissions computer model designed to provde a uniform

platform for govenrrent agencies, land use planners, and envrormenta1 professionals to quantify

potential criteria pollutant and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associated wth both construction

and operations from a va’ety of ‘and use projects. The model quantifies direct emissions from

construction and operations (including vehic’e use), as wel as ind;rect emissions, such as GHG

emissions from energy use, sold waste disposal, vegetation planting and/or removal, and waten

use. Q
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The model is an accurate and comprehensive tool for quantifying air quality impacts from land use

projects throughout California. The model can be used for a variety of situations where an air
quaiity anayss is necessary or desirable such as CEQA and NEPA documents, pre-project planrng,
compliance wth loc& air quality rules and regulations, etc.

Short-Term Impacts

Short-term impacts are mair’iy related to the construction phase of a project and are recognized

to be short in duratior. Construction air quality impacts are generally attrioutable to dust and

exhaust pollutants generated by equipment and vehicles. Fugitive dust is emtted bo:h during

construction activity and as a result of wind erosion over exoosed earth sufaces. Clearing and

earth moving activities do comprise major sources of construction dus: emissions, but traffic and

general disturbances of soil surfaces also generate significant dust emissions. Further, dust
generation is dependent on sofl type and soil moisture. Exhaust pollutants are the non-useable

gaseous waste products produced during the combustion process. Engine exhaust contains CD,
HC, and NOx pollutants which are harmful to the environment.

Adverse effects of construction activities cause increased dust-fall and locally eLevated levels of

total suspended particulate. Dust-fall can be a nuisance to neighboring properties or previously

completed developments surrounding or within the Project area and may require frequent

washing during the construction period.

PM1O emissions can result from construction activities of the Project. The SJVAPCD has

determined that compliance with Regulation VIII and other control measures will constitute

sufficient mitigation to reduce PM1O impacts to a level considered less-than significant for most
development projects. Even with implementation of District Regulation VIII and District Rule 9510,
large development projects may not be able to reduce project specific corstruction impacts below

District thresholds of signficance.

Ozone pecursor emissions are also an impact of construction activities and can be quantified

through calcuations. Numerous va<abies factored into estmating total cons:-uctior emission
include: level of activity, length of construction period, number of nieces and types of equipment

in use, site chracteristics, wea:ner conditions, number of construction personnel, and amount of

materials to be transported onsite or o’fsite. Addi:onal exhaust emssions would be associated
vI::h the transport of workes and materials. Because the specVic mix of construction equipment

is not presently known for this Project, construction emissions were estimated using CaIEEMod

Model defaults for construction equipment.
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Project Construction Emissions (tons/year)

Long-Term emissions from the Project would be generated primarily by mobile source (vehicle)

emissions from the Project site and area sources such as lawn maintenance equipment.

Localized Operational Emissions — Ozone/Particulate Matter

Significance criteria have been estaDlished for chtera poutan: emissions as documented

Section 3.1. Operationa emissions have been estimated or tie Project using the Ca EEMod

Model and detaled results are included in Appendix

Results of tie CaIEEMod analysis are shown in Table 8. Results indca:e that the annual operational

emissions from the Project will be less than the SJVAPCD ernssion thresholds for critera

pollutants.

0

Prajeci Opcat’orat Lei!ss!ofls

Level sfSignC sasse

Does the Piejes Laced Stand,r?

Sevase Cd 1L5.jod. SCPA 2s2

Table 8
Project Operational Emissions (tons/year)

As noted previously, the Project will be subject to the SJVAPCD’s Regulation VIll-Eugitive PM1O

Probbitions. Regulation VIII is comprised of District RuJes 8011 through 8081, which are designed

to reduce PM1O emissions (predominantly dust/dir:) genera:ed by human activity, incudng

0
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Table 7 shows the CalEEMod estimated construction emissions that would be generated from Q
construction of the Project. Results of the analysis show that emissions generated from

construction of the Project wi not exceed the SJVAPCD emission tnresholds.

Sosace CaILLr.iod. VR542021

Long-Term Emissions

S4immflR.po.t CO NOx BOG s0w PM55 PM,, cm.
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construction and demolition activities, road construction, bulk materials storage, paved and

unpaved roads, carryout and track out, landfiH operations, etc.

Locoli2ed Operational Emissions — Carbon Monoxide

The SJVAPCD is currently in unclassified/attainment for Federal standards and attainment for State

standards for CO. An analysis of localized CO concentrations is typically warranted to ensure that

standards are maintained. Segment counts in the immediate vicinity of the Project site along 13th

Avenue and Grangeville Boulevard were obtained from the City of Hanford traffic counts which

are typically updated every three years. Daily traffic counts along 13th Avenue and Grangeville

Boulevard (see appendices) were adjusted to reflect 2021 and 2042 traffic and condtions.

Adusted counts were then compared to the Modified HCM-Based Level of Servce (LOS) TaDles

(Florida Tables). Results of this analysis demonstrates that adjacent roadway segment wil operate

at LOS ‘D’ oí better through the Year 2042. As a result, the overall CO concentrations at roadways

and intersections in the study area would be less than significant.

Localized Operational Emissions — Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC)

The SJVAPCD’s Guidance Document, Guidance for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts —

2015, identifies the need for projects to analyze the potential for adverse air quality impacts to

sensitive receptors. Sensitive receptors refer to those segments of the population most

susceptible to poor air quali:y (.e., child’en, the elderly, and tnose wi:h pre-existing serious health

problems affected by air quality). Land uses that have the greatest uotential to attrac: these types

of sensitive recentors include schools, parks, playgrounds, daycare centers, rursing homes,

hospitals, and residential communties. From a hea!th risk perspective, the oroposed Project is a

Tyoe B project in that it may po:entiaily pace sensitive receptors in the vicinity of existing sources.

Type A projects would potentally pace new toxic sources in the vicinity of existing receptors.

Considering the components of the Project and the Source Categories provided in Table 4, the

prnoosed Project is not a Type A project and would not place new toxc sources in the vicinity of

existing sources.
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- Avoid sitingn ew sensitive land uses within 1.000 feet of ad stcjbutron center that accommodates more

than 100 trucks per day, more than 40 tiuchs with operating tra nsport refrigeration units l7RUsl per day- Oc

-
where rRD unt opeiations enceed 300 hours p ci

Distribution Centers

-rake into account the configuration Oi evi sting distribution centers and a void locating residence, and

other new sensitive land uses nearentr p and evil points.

‘ Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within LOGO feet of a major service and maintenance rail yard.

Rail yards

. Within one mile of a nail yard. consider possible siting limitations and mitigation a pproaches.

ports
- Avoid sitingof new sensitive land uses immediately downwind ot ports in the most heavily impacted

zones. Consult local air districts or the ARB on the status of pending analyses of health risks.

. -
- Avoid siting new uennitiye tand uses irnniediately downwind of petroleum retneries. Consult with local

Refineries
a in districts and othec local agencies to determine an appcopria te separation.

Chrome Platers - Avoid siting new sensitise land uses within 1,000 feet of a chrome platet.

‘ Avoid siting new sensilive land uses within 300 feet of any dry cleaning opera lion For operations with

two or more machines. provide 500 fees For operations with 3 or more machines, consult with the local air

Dry Cleaners Using Perchlotoet hylene district.

- Do not sit enew sent lice land uses in the sa nrc building with pntc hloioelhylene dry cleaning operations.

‘ Avo d siting new senstive land unes within 300 fees of a farge gan station (dealned as a fac-liry icith a

Ga soi.ne Div pensin g Far-lines throughput of 3.6 million aallons per year or erea tefl. A SO fOot sep.ara U on is recommended for tyz.cat gas

dispensing facilities.

1 The recommendation toavoid sittcgnew sensitive land useswithin 500 feet ota freewaywas idertif;ed in CARPs varGualityand Land Use

Handbook psialished in 2005. CARS recentlypublished a technical adv-so’e to tie Aar Quality and Land Use Handbook ind-catingthat new research

has demonstrated promising strategies to reduce pollution enposure along transportation corrtdors.

The first steD in evaluatng the potertial for mDacts to sensitive receptors for TAC’s from the

Project is to per’orm a screering level analysis. For Type B Pojects, one type of screening tooi is

found in the CARB Handbook: Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective. This

handbook includes a table (depicted in Table 4) with recommended buffer distances associated

with various types of common sources. The screening level analysis for the Project shows that

TAC’s are not a concern based upon the recommendations provided in Table 4. An evaluation of

nearby land uses shows that the Project will not place sensitive receptors in the vicinity of existing

toxic sources. Since the Project is not located within the recommended buffer distances

associated with the sources found in Table 4, a health risk assessment is not needed at this time.

As noted above, the proposed Project is not a Type A project and would not place new toxic

sources in the vicinity of existing sources.

Localized Operational Emissions — Odors

Typicaily, odors are regarded as an annoyance rather than a health hazard. However,

manifestations of a person’s reaction to foul odors can range from psychological (e.g., irritation,

0
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Recommendations on Siting New Sensitive Land Uses Such As Residences, Schools, Daycare

Centers, Playgrounds, or Medical Facilitiest

Freeways and High-Traffic Roads

SOURCE CATEGORY A0v50RY RECOMMENDATIONS

-Avoid siting newsen vitise land uses within 500 tent of a freeway. srb an rua ds with tOO.000 vehicles/day.

ir ru-al roads with 50.000 vehicles/day
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anger, or anxiety) to physiological (e.g., circulatory and respiratory effects, nausea, vomiting, and

headache).

Quality and in:ensity are two properties present in any odo. The quality of an odor indicates the

nature of the smell experience. For instance, if a person descibes an odor as flowery or sweet,

then the person is describing the quality of the odor. Intensity refers to the st’ength of the odor.

For example, a person may use the word “strong” to describe the intensity of an odor. Odor

intensity depends on the odorart concentraton in the air.

When an odorous sample is progressively diluted, the odorant concentration decreases. As this
occurs, the odor intensity weakens and even:ua’ly becomes so low that the detection or

recognition of the odor is quite diñcult. At some point during diluton, :be concen tration of the

odorant reaches a detection threshold. An odorant concentration below the detection threshold

means that the concentration in the air is not detectable by the average human.

While offensive odors rarely cause any physical harm, they can be very unpleasant, leading to

considerable distress among the public and often generating citizen complaints to local

governments and the SJVAPCD. Any project with the potential to frequently expose members of

the public to objectionable odors should be deemed to have a significant impact.

The SJVAPCD requires that an analysis of potential odor impacts be conducted for the following
two situations:

• Generators — projects that would potentially generate odorous emissions proposed to be

located near existing sensitive receptors or other land uses where people may congregate, and

• Receivers — residential or other sensitive receptor projects or other projects built for the intent

of attracting people locating near existing odor sources.

The Project will not generate odorous emissions given the nature or characteristics of the Project.

The intensity of an odor source’s operations and its proximity to sensitive receptors influences the

potential significance of odor emissions. The SJVAPCD has identifed some common types of
facilities that nave been known to produce odors in the SJV Air Basin. The types of facilities that

are known to produce odors are shown in Table 5 above along with a reasonable distance from
the source wthn which, the degree of odors could possibly be significant.

Localized Operational Emissions — Naturally Occurring Ahestos (NOA)

Asbestos is a term used for several types of naturally occurring fibrous minerals found in many

parts of California. The most common type of asbestos is chrysotile, but other types are also found

in California. Construction of the Project may cause asbestos to become airborne due to the

construction activities that will occur on site. The Project would be required to submit a Dust
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Control Plan under the SJVAPCD’s Rule 8021. Compliance with Rule 8021 wouLd limit fugitive dust Q
emissions from construction, demolition, excavation, extraction, and other earthmoving activities

assocated with the Proect.

Indirect Source Review

The Project is subject to the SJVAPCD’s SR program, wnich is also knowr as Rule 9510. Rule 9510

ard the Administrative ISR Fee Rule (Rule 3180) are the result of state requrements outlined in

the California Health and Safety Code, Section 40604 and the State Implemen tation Plan (SIP). The

purpose of the SiVAPCD’s ISR program is to reduce emissions of NOx and PM1O from new projects.

In general, new development contributes to the air-pollution problem in the VaLley by increasing

the number of vehicles and vehicle miles traveled.

Utilizing the ISR Fee Estimator calculator available on the SJVAPCD website, it was determined that

the Project’s total cost for emission reductions is $126,272.64 without implementation of emission

reduction measures. The SR Fee Estimator worksheets are included in the appendices. The fee

noted above may be reduced dependent upon the formal ISR review process.

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality

p/on (eq., by having potential emissions of regulated criterion pollutants which exceed

the San Jooquin Valley Air Pollution Control Districts (SJVAPCD) adopted thresholds for

these pollutants)?

Less than Significant Impact. The primary way of determining consistency with the air quality plan’s

(AUP’s) assumptions is determining consistency with the aoplicable Gereral Plan to ensjre tha:

the Project’s population density and land use are consistent with the growth assumptions used in

the AQP5 for the air basin.

As required by California law, city and county General Plans contain a Land Use ELement that

details the types and quantities of land uses that the city or county estimates will be needed for

future growth, and that designate locations for land uses to regulate growth. KCAG uses the

growth projections and land use information in adopted general plans to estimate future average

daily trips and then VMT, which are then provided to SJVAPCD to estimate future emissions in the

AQP5. Existing and future pollutant emissions computed in the AUP are based on land uses from

area general plans. AQP5 detail the control measures and emission reductions required for

reaching attainment of the air standads.

The applicable General Plan for the proJect is the City of Hanford 2035 Geneal Plan. The Project

is consistent with the currently adopted General Plan for the City of Hanford and is therefore

consstent with the population gowth and VMT apDlied in the plan. Therefore, the Project is

0
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consistent with the growth assumptions used in the applicable AQPs. As a result, the Project will
not conflict with or obstruct implementation of any air quality plans. Therefore, no mitigation is

needed.

b) Result/n a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the

project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality

standard?

Less than Significant Impact. Tne Kings County area is nonattainment for Federal and State ar
quality standards for ozore, in attainment of Federal standards and nonattainment or State
standards for PM 10, and nonattaThment for Fedeal and State standards for PM2.5. Tne SJVAPCD

has prepared the 2016 and 2013 Ozone Rans, 2007 PM1O Maintenance Plan, and 2012 PM2.5

Plan to achieve Federal and State standards for improved air quality in the SiVAB regarding ozone

and PM. Inconsistency with any of the plans would be considered a cumulatively adverse air

quality impact. As discussed in Section 4.1.1, the Project is consistent with the currently adopted
General Plan for the City of Hanford and is therefore consistent with the population growth and
VMT applied in the plan. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the growth assumptions used in

the 2016 and 2013 Ozone Plan, 2007 PM1O Maintenance Plan, and 2012 PM2.5 Plan.

Project specific emissions that exceed the thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants would

be expected to result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which

the County is in non-attainment under applicable federal or state ambient air quality standards. ft

should be noted that a project is not characterized as cumulatively insignificant when project

emissions fall below thresholds of significance. As discussed in Section 3.1, the SJVAPCD has
established thresholds of significance for determining environmental significance which are
provided in Table 6.

As discussed above, results of the analysis slow that emissions generated from construction and

operation of the Project will be less than the applicable SJVAPCD emisson thresholds for criteria

pollutants. Therefore, no mitigation is needed.

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less than Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors refe to those segments of the population most
susceptible to poor ar quality (i.e., children, the elder y, and those wtn pre-existing serious health
problems affected by air quality). Land uses that have the greatest potentiai to attract these types

of sensitive receptors incljde schools, parks, playgrounds, daycare cen:es, nursing homes,

hospitals, and residential communities. From a health risk perspective, the Project is a Type B

Project in that it may potentially place sensitive receptors in the vicinity of existing sources.
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The first step in evaluating the potential for impacts to sensitive receptors for TAC’s from the Q
Project is to perform a screening level analysis. For Type B Projects, one type of screening tool is

found in the CARB Handbook: Air Uua!:y and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective. This

nandbook ircludes a table (depicted in Tabe 4) with recommerded buffer distances assocated

with. various types of common sources. The screening level analysis for the Project shows that

TAC’s are not a concern based upon the recommendations provided in Table 4. An evaluation of

nearoy land uses shows that the Project will not place sensitive receptors in the vcinity of existing

toxic sources. As roted above, the proposed Project is rot a Tyne A project ard woud not place

new toxic sources in tine vicinity of existing sources. Therefore, the Project wiii not expose

sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations and any impacts would be less than

significant.

Short-Term Impacts

The annual emissions from the construction phase of the Project will be less than the applicable

SJVAPCD emission thresholds for criteria pollutants as shown in Table 7. Therefore, construction

emissions associated with the Project are considered less than significant.

Long-Term Impacts

Long-Term errssions from the Project ae generated orimarily by mobile source (vehicle) Q
emissions from the Project site and area sources such as maintenance equipment. Emissions from

long-term operations generally represent a project’s most substantial air quality impact. Table 8

summarizes the Project’s operational impacts by pollutant. Results indicate that the annual

operational emissions from the Project will be less than the SJVAPCD emission thresholds fo’

criteria pollutants. Therefore, operational emissions associated with the Project are considered

less than significant.

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial

number of people?

Less than Significant Impact. The SJVAPCD requires that an analysis of potential odor impacts be

conducted for the following two situations:

• Generators — projects that would potentially generate odorous emissions proposed to be

located near existing sensitive receptors or other land uses where people may congregate, and

• Receivers — residential or other sensitive receptor projects or other projects built for the intent

of attracting people located near existng odor sources.

The intensity of an odor source’s operations and its proximity to sensitive receptors influences the

potental signifcance of odor emissions. The SVAPCD has identified some common tyoes of
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facilities that have been known to produce odors in the SJV Air Basin. The types of facilities that

are known to produce odors are shown in Table 5 above along with a reasonable distance from

the source within which, the degree of odors could possibly oe significant. The Project will not

generate odorous emssions given the nature or characteristics of the Project.

Based on the assessment above, the Project will not gen erate potential odorous emissions or

attract receivers and otner sensitive receptors near existing odor sources. Therefore, no

mitigat1on is needed.

4,3.3 Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incorporate, as applicable, the Ai’ Quality related

mitigation measures as identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program dated

October 18, 2021.
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4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less than
Significant with

Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant

Impact

No
Impact

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

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

c) Have a substantia’ adverse effect
on state or federally protec:ed
wetlands (including, bjt not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, X
coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

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

e) Conflict wi:b any local pocies or
ordinances protecting biologica
resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

0

0

0
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f) Conflict with provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation
Plar, Na:ural Community
Conservation Plan, or other
appoved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation_plan.

______________________________ ______

4.4.1 Environmental Setting

His:orically, :he Project site and vicinity have been designated and operated as agricultural land.

In addition, the s’te contains exsting residentiai and commercial structures. Therefore, the site

has been highly disturbed as a result of pe’iodic grading, dsking, and residential, commercial, and

agricultural activity. The existing biotic site conditions and resources of the Project site can be

defined primarily as agricultural. There are trees, shrubs, and herbaceous vegetation surround and

are fully contained within the existing residential sites There are also several eucalyptus trees

along the site’s northerly perimeter adjacent to Grangeville Boulevard. These trees are not

protected and will be removed. There are no water features on site. Lastly, the site is relatively flat
with a Nord Complex soil type that is well drained, has medium runoff, with more than 80-inch

water table depth.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife — Special-Status Species Database

The Project site is located in Kings County. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife’s Information for Planning

and Consultation (IPaC) database indicates 19 endangered species and four (4) critical habitats

that are potentially affected in the County.4

California Department of Fish and Wildlife — Natural Diversity Database

The Project site is located in the Hanford Quad. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s

Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) indicates one (1) federaly hsted, sta:e listed, or special-status

wild fe and plant species tat have been observed in o near the Hanford Quad: San Joaquin kit

fox.5 There a’e three (3) occurrences of the San Joaquin kit fox in the five (5)-mile radius from the

Poect site:

#1101: Jun 12, 2006, 1.36 miles northeast;

u.s. fish and wlldflfe Service. Information and Planning consultation Dnhne System. Accessed on October 12, 2021,
h ttps.//e cos . fws gov/i pad

5california Department of Fish and WiIdlJfe, Biogeographic Information and Observation System. Accessed on October
4, 2021, https://apps.wMdIife.ca.gov/bios/?toocnddbQuick
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• if 214: Aug 15, 2000, 3.54 miles southeast; Q
• if 922: 1971, 369 miLes southeast.

The general habitat for the San Joaquin kit fox is annual grasslands or grassy oner states with

scattered sheubby vegetation, and their micro habitat s loose-:extured sandy soils for bjrrowng

and a suitable prey zase

US. Fish & Wildlife — National Wetlands Inventory

A sea’ch of the National Wet!ards Inventory (NWI) shows no ‘ederally protected wetlands

(including but not limited to marsh, vernaL Pool, coastal, etc.) on the Project site or within the

immediate vicinity of the Project area. 6 The NWI does identify a man-made “RSU BFx habitat” that

runs across Grangeville and turns south through the site’s center. The R5UBFx indicates Riverine

System (R) with an unknown perennial sub-system (5), of an unconsolidated bottom (UB), that is

semipermanently flooded (F), and has been excavated by humans (X) (i.e., an irrigation canal).

Based on the historically use of the site and surrounding properties for agricuLtural purposes, it

can be assumed that the man-made irrigation canal is and has been used for agriculture and

thereby does not provide essential habitat for any species.

Hanford Genera/P/an

The Gerera Plan identified endangered or threatened species potentially within tne city i.ncjde Q
the hoary bat, Swainson’s hawk, Western pond turtle, and San ioaquin kit fox. The Hanford

General Plan out;nes policies reiated to the conservation of biological resources:

Goal 04 Protection of natural habitat and other biological resources.

Policy 034 Recreation and Sensitive Habitat. Avoid the potential negative impacts of

increased human activity on sensitive habitat areas when establishing new recreational

facilities or programs.

Policy 035 Impacts from Development Ensure that potential impacts to biological

resources and sensitive habitat are carefully evaluated when considering development

projects.

6 U.5. Fsh & Wilcife SerVce. Nationa wetands InVentory. Accessed October 4, 2021,

https:Hwwwtws ov/wetIands/data/Mappe’trn! Q
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Policy 037 Mature Trees. Promote the preservation of existing mature trees and encourage

the planting of appropriate shade trees in new developments.

Policy 038 Native Tree Species and Drought Tolerant Vegetation. Encourage the planting

of native tree species and draught-tolerant vegetation.

In addition to the above general plan policies, the 2035 Hanford General Plan Update EIR includes

project-specific mitigation measures/conditions required of development projects (i.e., conditions

of approval) in order to reduce potentially significant biological impacts to less than significant.

These HR mitigation measures are included in the attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting

Program (MMRP) Checklist and provided below. As a standard of practice, the city typically does
not consider these conditions to be project-specific mitigation measures since they are required

of all projects where applicable. However, given that these mitigation measures have been
enhanced (as discussed further below), the box indicating that the project impacts will be “Less
than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” has been checked.

The Standard mitigation measu’e is listed be ow.

FIR MM 4.4-I: Mitigation Recommendations to Reduce Impacts to Special-status Species and

Habitat(s): New development shall implement all reasonable and feasible mitigation imposed

by the City of Hanford in order ta reduce impacts to special-status species and their habitat(s).

The following is a list of possible mitigation that the City of Hanford could impose on new
development an a case-by-case basis, as needed:

• Prepare biological assessment(s) that include recommendations to reduce impacts to

special status species and habitat(s), including avoidance, minimization, and/ar

mitigation measures.

• Perfarm preconstruction survey(s) far special status species to identify the patential far

canstruction -related impacts and need for avoidance, minimization, and/ar mitigation

measures.

If, after all avoidance, minimization, and/ar mitigation measures have been exhausted or are
determined to not be feasible, then new development would have to cansult with the applicable

wildlife agencies in order to determine how to compensate far direct impacts to special status

species, including, but not necessarily limited to, the possibility of acquiring incidental take

permits, developing conservation plans, agree upon phasing of new development to avoid

certain sensitive breeding seasons, and/or compensating far the loss of habitat at an agreed

upon ratio with the applicable wildflfe agency.
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Comment Letter from California Department of Fish and Wildflfe (3
The CaLfornia Department of Fish and WiId.ife (CDFW) provided a comment letter for the Project

dated March 4, 2022, that offers comments and recommendations to assist the City of Hanford in

adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s impacts on fish and wiidHfe (bologicai

resources). Generally, the CDFW letter oresents concerns that the Project could potentially impact

three (3) special-status species: the Swainson’s hawk, burrowing owl, and San ioaqun kit fox, as

well as potential impacts to nesting birds. The comment letter n-full is provided in Appendix D.

Biological Resources Study conducted by Live Oak Associates, Inc.

To provide direct responses to the CDFW species-specific comments, a biological resources study

was conducted by qualified biologist, Live Oak Associates, Inc. The field study was conducted on

March 15, 2022, by LOA biologist, Jeff Gurule, and entailed a systematic walk to ensure full visual

coverage of the site. The study is contained in-full in Appendix D. LOA provides recommended

mitigation measures based on the results of the study to effectively mitigate potential impacts

identified within the CDFW letter. LOA’s recommended mitigation measures are incorporated

herein as clarification of the “EIR” mitigation measures described above.

4.4.2 Impact Assessment

a) Hove a substantial adverse effect either directly or through habitat modifications, on any

species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional

plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or the

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The Project site and surrounding

properties have historically been designated and operated as agricultural land. The site currently

contains existing residential and commercial structures. The site is within city limits and is planned

for residential uses. Therefore, the site has been highly disturbed as a result of periodic grading,

disking, and residential, commercial, and agricultural activity. There are no water features on site.

Additionally, the site is relatively flat with a Nord Complex soil type that is well drained, has

medium runoff, with more than 80-inch water table depth.

According to the field survey conducted by LOA dated March 15, 2022, the existing biotic site

conditions and land use of the Project site can be categorized as orchard, ruderal/developed, and

eucalyptus forest. The field survey found that the Project area offers little habitat value for most

native wildlife species due to the high level of human disturbance on the site and surrounding

lands. LOA study also concluded it is highly doubtful that Swainson’s Hawk would attempt to nest

on the Project site, that it is highly unlikely that that SJKF would occur on tne site, and highly

unlikely that the Project site has or would be utilized by the burrowng owl. The eucalyotus trees (3
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along the site’s northerly perimeter adjacent to Grangeville Boulevard are not protected and will

be removed. However, in response to CDFW’s concerns, LQA recommended the GP MMRP

mitigation 4.4-1 cojd be clarified ard made more effective regarding Swainson’s hawk, San
ioaqjin kit fox, burrowing owl, and nesting birds. As such, the fo owing mtigaton measures are

a substitution for EIR Mitigation Measure 4.4-1: Mtigation Recommendations to Reduce lrrDacts

to Speciaistatus Species and Habitat(s).

Mitigation Measure MM 810-4.4-1.1: The Project shall implement the following meosures to
mitigate for possible disturbonce to Swoinson’s hawks if they ore nesting within 0.5 miles of the
Project site:

• Avoidance. If feasible, vegetotion removal ond initial grading of the Project site will occur

outside the Swainson’s hawk nesting season (March 1-September 15).

• Pre-construction Surveys. If vegetation removal and initial grading must occur between

March 1 and September 15, a qualified biologist will conduct pre-canstructian surveys far

Swainsan’s hawk nests following the survey methodology developed by the Swainsan’s

Hawk Technical Advisory Committee (SWHA TAC 2000) prior to the onset of these

construction activities. In addition, a pre-activity survey for active nests will be conducted

by a qualified biologist no mare than 10 days prior to the start of Project implementation.

• Establish Buffers. Should any active nests be discovered within 0.5 miles of proposed

construction zones, the biologist will identify a suitable construction-free buffer around the

nest. This buffer will be identified an the ground with flagging or fencing, and will be

maintained until the biologist has determined that the young have fledged.

• Monitor Nest. Should construction activity be necessary within the designated buffer

around on active Swainson’s hawk nest, a qualified biologist will monitor the nest daily far

one week, and thereafter once a week, throughout the duration of construction activity.

Shauld the nature of construction activity significantly change, such that a higher level of
disturbance will be generated, monitoring ‘,vill occur daily for one week and then resume

the once-a-week regime. If, at any time, the biologist determines that construction activity

may be compromising nesting success, construction activity within the designated buffer

will be altered or suspended until the biologist determines that Swainsan’s hawks at the

nest site are no longer susceptible to deleterious disturbance.

• Nest Tree Replacement. In the unlikely event that a SWHA nest tree is found an the site
during preconstruction surveys, LOA recommends that the nest tree be replaced with

appropriate native tree species plantings at a ratio of 3:1 at or near the Project site or in
other immediately suitable lands.

Mitigation Measure MM 810-4.4-1.2: The Project shall implement the following measures to
mitigate far loss of suitable habitat and impacts to the San Joaquin kit fax during ground-disturbing

activities of the Project site:
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• Pre-construction Surveys. Preconstruction surveys for the SJKF sholl be conducted on and

within 200 feet of the project site, where accessible, within 30 doys prior to the start of

ground disturbance activities on the site. The primary objective is to identify kit fox habitat

features (e.g., potential dens and refugio) on and adiacent to the site and evaluate their

use by kit foxes.

• Avoidance. Should active kit fax dens be detected during preconstructian surveys, the

Sacramento Field Office of the USFWS and the Fresno Field Office of COFW will be notified.

A disturbance-free buffer ‘‘ill be established araund the burrows in consultation with the

USFWS and COFW, to be maintained until an agency-approved biologist has determined

that the burrows have been abandoned.

• Exclusion. If the kit fox does nat abandon the burrow, then a den exclusion plan will be

developed in consultation with USF WS and CDFW. The exclusion plan would, at a minimum,

include the following elements.

o Kit fax will be excluded from the den(s), outside the natal season (June 1-December

31), through installation of one-way doors consisting of a 5” pipe with a plastic flap

over the top. The one-way doors will be installed in all ansite burrows large enough

to accommodate the San Joaquin kit fox. The one-way doors will be supported by

sandbags to ensure a tight fit in the burrow and to discourage the foxes from

digging around the one-woy doors to gain access to the dens.

o The one-way doors will be monitored for three days through the placement of

motion sensing cameras and daily review of the captured images by a qualified

biologist.

o Once the cameras show no mare activity at a den site, the interior of the den will be

viewed through the use of a bare scope to ensure kit fox are obsent from the dens.

a Once the den is determined vacant it will be plugged with sand bags ond

immediately and carefully excavated following the USFWS Standardized

recommendations for protection of the endangered San Jooquin kit fox prior to or

during ground disturbance (USFWS 2011). The dens will be completely excavated,

backfllled, and compacted to prevent later use by kit foxes.

Mitigation Measure MM 810-4.4-1.3: The Project shall implement the following measures to

mitigate for possibility that site conditions become slightly morefovoroblefor burrowing owl prior

to the start of construction of the Project:

• Take Avoidance Survey. A take avoidonce survey for burrowing owls will be conducted by a

qualified biologist within 30 days prior to the start of construction. This take avoidance

survey will be conducted according to methods described in the Staff Report an Burrowing

Owl Mitigation (COFG 2012). The survey area will include all suitable habitat on and within

200 feet of Project impact areas, where accessible.

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential SubdIvision I 56



IN ITIAL STOOl’ / MIrICAIE0 NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOV EM B R 2021 Recircul a red February 2022 Revised NI Erch 2022

• Avoidance of Active Nests and Roosts. If Project activities ore undertaken during the
breeding season (February 1-Au gust 31) and octive nest burrows are identified within or

near Project impact areas, a 200-foot disturbance-free buffer will be established around

these burrows. During the nan-breeding season (September 1-January 31), resident owls

occupying burrows in or near Project impact areas wi/I be avoided through the

establishment of a 50-foot disturbance-free buffer or passively relocated to alternative

habitat as described below. Smaller buffer areas during the nan-breeding seasan may be

implemented with the presence of a qualified bialagical monitor during all activities

occurring within 50 feet of occupied burrows. Buffers will remain in place for the duration

of Project activities accurring within the vicinity of burrowing owl activity.

• Passive Relocation of Resident Owls. During the nan-breeding season (September 1-January

31), resident awls occupying burrows in Project impact areas may be passively relocated to

alternative habitat. This activity would be conducted in accordance with a relocation plan

prepared by a qualified biologist. Passive relocation may include one or more of the

following elements: 1) establishing a minimum 50-foot buffer around all active burrowing

ow/burrows, 2) removing all suitable burraws outside the 50-foot buffer and up to 200 feet

outside of the impact areas as necessary, 3) installing one-way doors on all potential awl

burrows within the 50-foot buffer, 4) leaving one-way doors in place for 48 hours to ensure

owls have vacated the burrows, and 5) removing the doors and excavating the remaining

burrows within the 50-foot buffer.

Mitigation Measure MM 810-4.4-1.4: The Project shall implement the following measures to

mitigate for lass of nesting habitat of the Project in compliance with the federal Migratory Bird

Treaty Act and relevant Fish and Game Codes;

• Avoidance. In order to avoid impacts to nesting raptars and migratory birds, the Project will

be constructed, if feasible, from September 16th and January 31st, which is outside the

avian nesting seasan.

• Preconstruction Surveys. If Project activities must occur during the nesting seasan (February

1-September 15), a qualified biologist will conduct preconstructian surveys for active raptor

and migratory bird nests within 10 days prior to the start of these activities. The survey will

include the proposed work area(s) and surrounding lands within 500 feet where accessible,

far all nesting raptors and migratory birds. If no active nests are found within the survey

area, no further mitigation is required.

• Establish Buffers. Should any active nests be discavered near proposed work oreas, na

disturbonce buffers of 250 feet around active nests of nan-listed bird species and 500 feet

around active nests of non-listed raptors will be established. If work needs to occur within

these na disturbance buffers, a qualified biologist will monitor the nest doily for one week,

and thereafter once a week, throughout the duration of construction activity. Should the
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nature of construction activity signicantly change, such that a higher level of disturbance Q
will be generated, monitoring will occur daily far one week and then resume the once-a-

week regime. If, at any time, the biologist determines that construction activity may be

compromising nesting success, construction activity within the designated buffer will be

altered or suspended until the biologist determines that the nest site is no longer susceptible

to deleterious disturbance.

Consequently, whie the site prnvides low suitability for habitat for any candidate, sensitive, or

special status species, more effective measures incorporated heren wou;d ensure a less than

significant impact on the species of concern and nesting birds. As a result, a less than significant

impact would occur with substituted mitigation measures/conditions incorporated.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect an any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural

community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the California

Department of Fish and Wildlife or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. According to the General Plan, California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and U.S. Fish

and Wildlife Service, there are no known riparian habitats or other sensitive natural communities

identified on the Project site or within the immediate vicinity of the Project. In addition, the site

does not contain any water features that would provide habitat for such species. In addition, the

site is heavily impacted with very little vegetation which would not provide essential habitat. For

these reasons, it can be determined that the Project site does not provide any riparian habitat and

thus, no impact would occur because of the Project.

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state arfederally protected wetlands (including, but

not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,

hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact. Based on the search of the NWI, the Project site does not contain any federally

protected wetlands. Typically, the orimary wetland indicators include hydrophytic vegetation,

hydric soils, and surface hydrology. The on-site topography consists of leveled agricuftural ‘and

containing single-family residences and commercial uses. In addi:on, there does not appear to be

ponds or standng water on the Project site. Further, the soils at the ste are 100% of Nord

connp!ex.7 The characteristics of Nod complex are fine sandy loam or stratified sandy loam to

loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, well drained, and very low runoff. The depth to water table is more

united States Department of Agriculture Natural Resources conservation Service, web Soil Survey. Accessed on

October 4, 2021, https://webso,lsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx 0
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than 80 inches. The runoff class is low to medium. This soil type is not subject to annual flooding
or ponding. Lastly, based on the historically use of the site and surrour ding prooerties for
agricultural purposes, it can be assumed that the man-made irrigation canal is and has been used
for agrcul:ure and thereby does not provide essential habitat for any species. For these reasors,
it can be determined that the Project site would not result in any impact on state or federally
pro:ected wetlands.

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife

corridors, or impede the use of notive wildlife nursery sites?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Wildlife movement corridors are linear
habitats that function to connect two (2) or more areas of significant wildlife habitat. These
corridors may function on a local level as links between small habitat patches (e.g., streams in
urban settings) or may provide critical connections between regionally significant habitats (e.g.,
deer movement corridors).

Wildlife corridors typically rcude vegetation and topography that facilitate the movements of
wi d animals from one area of suitable habitat to another, in order to fulfill foraging, breedng, and
territorial needs. These corridors often provide cover and protection from predators that may be
lacking in surrounding habitats. Wi dlife corridors genera1y include hparian zones and similar

lirear exparses of contiguous haoitat.

As previously mentioned, the Project site does not contain habitat that has high potential to
support wildlife species in nesting, foraging, or escaping from predators. The field survey
conducted on March 15, 2022, found the Project site to offer little habitat value for most native
wildlife species due to the high level of human disturbance on the site and surrounding lands.
However, the survey found that the Project site contained ample avian nesting habitat, with an
active red-tailed hawk nest observed at the edge of the interior eucalyptus grove. In order to
comply with the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act and relevant Fish and Game Codes, and to
mitigate for migratory birds that could occur on the site, the Project incorporates MM BlO-1.4 to
reduce potential impacts to less than significant. As a results, it can be determined that the Project

woud have a less than significant impact with MM BID-I .4 h place.

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

No Impact. The General Plan ojtlines policies related to the conservation of biological resouces
and the HMC outlines regulations related to “heritage trees” — specifically, Section 12.12.310 of

the HMC requires tree protection plans for ‘heritage trees” (i.e., native Oak Trees). Due to the lack
of identified special-species or natural habitat on the Project site, in addition to lack of trees that
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meet the City’s definition of heritage trees, the Project would not conflict with any local policies Q
or ordinances protecting biological resources. Thus, the Project would have no impact.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. The Project ste is wthn the PG&E San ioaquin \‘alley Operation and Maintenance

Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). The HCP covers PG&E’s routine operations and maintenance

activites and minor new construction, on any PG&E gas and electrcal :ransmsson ard

distribution facilities, easements, private access routes, or lands owned by PG&E. The Project

would not conflict or interfere with HCP. The Project is also located in the planning area of the

Recovery Plan for Upland Species of the San Joaquin Valley, which addresses recovery goals for

several species. The Project would not conflict with the plan since the site does not provide

appropriate habitat for the species mentioned and would comply to applicable General Plan

policies regarding habitat conservation. The City, County, and Regional Planning Agency do not

have any other adopted or approved plans for habitat or natural community conservation. For

these reasons, the Project would have no impact.

4.4.3 Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incoroorate, as apDlicable, the Biologcal Resources

related mitigation measures as identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

dated March 2022.

0
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4.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less than
Less thanPotentially

Significant with No
SignificantWould the project: Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

Incorporated

a) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in
Section_150645?

b) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant
to Section 150645?

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

4.5.1 Environmental Setting

Generally, the term ‘cultural resources’ describes property types such as prehistoric and historical

archaeological sites, buildings, bridges, roadways, and tribal cultural resources. As defined by

CEQA, historical resources include sites, structures, objects, or districts that may have historical,

prehistoric, architectural, archaeological, cultural, or scientific importance. Such resources are

eligible for listing in the California Register of Historic Resources by the State Historical Resources

Commission. The city of Hanford has three (3) buildings listed on the National Register of Historic

Places: Hanford Carnegie Library, Kings County Courthouse, and Taoist Temple.

Hanford General Plan

The General Plan identifies policies on historic and cu!:ural resources related to new development

includng:

Policy 046 Archaeological Site consultation. Consult with appropriate Native American
associations about potential archaeological sites in the beginning stages of the development
review process.

Policy 047 Archaeological Site Study. Require archaeological studies by a certified archeologist in
areas of archeological potential significance prior to approval of development projects.
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Policy 048 Cultural Site Consultation. Consult with the California Archaeological Inven tory Southern

San Joaquin Valley at California State University, Bakersfield about potential cultural sites on

projects that could have an impact on cultural resources.

Policy 049 Cultural Site Discovery. Halt construction at a development site if cultural resources are

encountered unexpectedly during construction.

Tribal Consultation

The City of Hanford conducted tribal consultation pursuant to AB 52 and SB 18. In response, the

City received pre-consultation from the Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe. The Tribe

requested that an archeological survey be conducted in addition to a CaUfornia Historical

Resources nformation System (CHRIS) search and Sacred Lands File (SLF) search with the Native

American Heritage Commission (NAHC). In addition, the Tribe has requested the following

Mitigation Measures (MM) to be incorporated with the proposed Project:

MM CR-I. If cultural resources are discovered during construction or related activities, all

work shall be halted and a qualified archeologist and the City af Hanford shall be notified.

The find shall be propely investigated and appropriate measures shall be taken before

construction may continue.

MM CR-2. Prior to ground disturbing activities, construction staff shall receive a cultural

presentation by the Santo Rosa Rancheria regarding cultural resources and laws and

regulations for the discovery of cultural resources and human remains.

MM CR-3. A Native American monitor shall be present for ground disturbing activities.

MM CR-4. A Burial Treatment Plan shall be signed by the applicant/property owner prior to

any earth disturbing activities.

MM CR-S. A curatian agreement shall be signed with the Santa Rosa Rancheria.

CHRIS Record Search

The Southern San Joaquin Information Center (SSJIC) conducted a California Historical Resources

Information System (CHRIS) Record Search for the Project site and surrounding area (0.5-mile

adius, “Project Area”) on September 13, 2021 (Confdential). The results rdicate that the Project

A-ea had been partly surveyed previously and that one (1) cutural resource, the historic Last

Chance Ditch (CA-KIN-191H) crossed through it. Based on the map provded, the cultural resource

is not located on the Project site.

0
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SLF NAHC Record Search

A NAHSC Sacred Lands Files sea’ch was conducted on October 4, 2021. Trie search results were
negative and dd not indicate any krown sacred sites or tribal cultural resources withir the Project

Area.

Phase I Survey

A Phase I cutura resources survey for the Project area was conducted by ASM Affiliates on

September 14. 2021. The report is confidential and is therefore not provded in this initial study;

however, results are incorno-ated herein. No historical or archaeological resources of any kind

were discovered witnin the Project Area. In addition, the previously recorded historical Last

Chance Ditch was found to be abandoned and tilled-in. Based on the proximity of the Project site

to the Last Chance Ditch, the survey considers the site to be archaeologically sensitive. Following

the suggestions of the Santa Rosa Rancheria tachi Yokut Tribe, the survey recommends the

aforementioned mitigation measures.

4.5.2 Impact Assessment

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

to Section 15064.5?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Based on the records searches and field

survey conducted, there are no local, state, or federal designated historical resources on the

Project site or within the Project area. While there is no evidence that historical resources exist on

the Project site, there is some possibility that hidden and buried resources may exist in the area

with no surface evidence. As such, the Project would not cause a change to a historical resource

pursuant to Section 15064.5. In the event of tne accidental discovery and recognition of previously

unknown resources before or during grading activities, the proposed Project shall incorporate

General Plan Policy 049 and to reduce any potentially significant impacts to less than significart.

In addiUo,n, mitigation measures MM CR-i to MM CR-S are requested by Santa Rosa Rancheria

and are incorporated herein to mitigate for potential subsurface cultural resources. As a result,

the Proect wIl have a less than significant impact with mi:gaton measures inco’porated.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource

pursuant to Section 15064.5?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Based on the records searches and field

survey conducted, there is no evidence that archaeological resource of any type exists on the

Project site. Nevertheless, there is some possibility that a non-visible, buried site may exist and

may be uncovered during ground disturbing construction activities which would constitute a
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significant impact. Hanford General Plan Policy 049 mitigates for cultural resources that are

encountered unexpectedly during construction. In addition, mitigation measures MM CR-I to MM

CR-S are req jested by Santa Rosa Ranchera and are incorporated he’en to mitigate for ootental

subsurface cultural resources. Thus, if such resources were discove’ed, imolementation of the

required conditior woud reduce the impact to ess than sigrificart. As a result, the Project will

have a less than significant impact with mitigation measures incornorated.

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside offormal cemeteries?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. There is no evidence that human

remains exist on the Project site. Nevertheless, there is some possibility that a non-visible buried

site may exist and may be uncovered during ground disturbing construction activities which would

constitute a significant impact. If any human remains are discovered during construction,

California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5(e), Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, and

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 will mitigate for the impacts. In addition,

mitigation measures MM CR-I to MM CR-S requested by Santa Rosa Rancheria are incorporated

herein to mitigate for potential subsurface cultural resources and human remains. Therefore, if

any human remains were discovered, implementation of related regulations and mitigation

measu’es v•jould reduce the Project’s impact to less than significant.

4.5.3 Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incorporate, as applicable, the Cultural Resources

related mitigation measures as identified ir the Mitigation Monitoring and Re.Dortirg Program

dated October 18, 2021, including the mitigation measure identified above.

0
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4,6 ENERGY

Less than
Potentially , . Less than

Significant with NoWould the project: Significant Significant
Mitigation tmpact

Impact Impact
Incorporated

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

_______________ _________________ ______

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

_______________ _________________ ______

4.6.1 Environmental Setting

Appendix F — Energy Conservation of the CEQA Guidelines requires consideration of energy

implications in project decisions, including a discussion of the potential energy impacts with

emphasis on avoiding or reducing inefficient, wasteful and unnecessary consumption of energy

resources (Public Resources Code Section 21100(b)(3)). Per Appendix F, a project would be

considered inefficient, wasteful and unnecessary if it vioiated existing energy standards, bad a

negative effect on local and regional energy supplies and requirements for additional capacity,

had a negative effect on peak and base period demands for electricity and other energy forms,

and effected energy resources.

The California Energy Commission updates the BuUding Energy Efficiency Standards (Title 24, Parts

6 and 11) every three years as pat of the Caifomia Code of Regulations. The standards were

established in 1978 in effort to reduce the state’s energy consurrpton. They apply for new

construction of, and additions and alterations to, residential and nonresidential buildings and

relate to various energy efficiencies including but not limited to ventilation, air condtiorng, and

lightng.8 The California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen), Part 11, Title 24, California

california Energy cDmmission. 2019 Building Energy Efficiency standards. Accessed on September 17, 2021,

https://wwwenergyca gOV/programs-and-topics/prograrns/buidlng-erlergy-efficiency-standards/2019-buildlng-

energy-efficiency
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Code of Regulations, was developed in 2007 to meet the state goals for reducing Greenhouse Gas Q
emissions pursuant to AB32. CALGreen covers five (5) categories: planning and design, energy
eficiency, water effic;ency and conservation, material and resource efficiency, and indoor

environmental quality.9 The 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards went into effect on January

1, 2020. Additionally, the Caifornia Air Resources Board (CARB) oversees al’ pollution control

efforts, regulations, ard programs that cortribute to reduction of energy consumptor.

Comp.iance witfl these energy efficiency regulations and programs ensure that deveopment will

not result in wasteful, inefficent, or urnecessary consumpton of energy sources.

California Energy Action Plan. The Energy Action Plan (EAP) for California was approved in 2003

and updated in 2008. The California Public Utilities Commission (PUC) approved the Energy Action

Plan (EAP) for California in 2003, with an updated in 2008. The 2008 EAP established goals and

next steps to integrate and coordinate energy efficiency demand and response programs and

actions.’0

Hanford General Plan. Energy resources and conservation are discussed in the Mineral and Energy

Resources Element of the Hanford General Plan. The following objectives policies of the Hanford

General Plan relate to energy resources and conservation of new development in order to reduce

community-wide energy consumotion in Hanford:

Policy 013 Solar Power Generation. Support and encourage so/ar generation facilities that support 0
res/den tial, commercial, and industrial uses.

Policy 014 Alternative Fuels and Renewable Energy. Promote and encourage the use of alternative

fuels and renewable energy.

Policy 015 Energy-efficient Design Features. Require thot new development incorporate energy-

efficient design features for HVAC, lighting systems, ond insulation that meet or exceed Colifornia

Code of Regulations Title 24.

c i’orna Deoartrnent of Geea Sewices. (2020). 2019 california Green 3u d:g 5:a’dards code. Accessed on

October 4, 2021, https://codes.iccsafeorg/content/ccBC2o19P3

ID State of cal’fo’na. (2C08). E”ergy Acton PIan 2008 update. Accessec on October 4, 2021,

ht:os:I/docs.cou.c.ca.gov/word pdf/REPO.T/28]15.pf Q
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Policy 016 Vegetation to Conserve Energy. Encourage the use of native and draught tolerant shade
trees and vines an southern and western exposure building walls as an energy conservation

technique.

Policy 019 Recycling. Support recycling activities throughout the City.

4.6.2 Impact Assessment

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Project proposes the development of a 161-lot single-family

residentia deveopment witn an anticipated population of 460. Energy would be consumed

through Project construction and operations, further analyzed below.

Construction

Construction is anticipated to be completed over a 1.5-year timeframe and will be short-term and
temporary. There are no unusual project characteristics or construction processes that would

require the use of equipment that would be more energy intensive than is used for comparable

activities. Construction would include demolition, site preparation, building construction, paving,

and architectural coatings — all of which require the transportation of building materials and

equipment. Therefore, the primary source of energy for construction activities would be diesel

and gasoline (i.e., petroleum fuels).

All construction equipment shall conform to current emissions standards and related fuel

efficiencies including applicable CARB regulations (Airborne Toxic Control Measure), California

Code of Regulations (Title 13, Motor Vehicles), and Title 24 standards. Compliance wth such

regulations woud ensure that the short-term, temnorary construction activities do no: result in

wastefu, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. Compliance with such

egula:ions wou d ensure that the short-term, temporary construction activites do no: result in
wastefu , inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.

Operations

Operations would involve heating, cooling, equipment, and vehicle trips. Energy consumption

elazed to operations would be assoca:ed with natura gas, electricity, and fuel. Energy and natural

gas consumption were estimated using CaIEEMod ( .. i Ux .) and vehicle trips were estimated

through a Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) analysis (“,‘ ndix Ii). Results are outlined below.
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Electricity: total electricity consumption (residential and non-residential) for Kings County in Q
2019 was 1,583,071,346 kWh and the estimated population was 152,940.1122 Thus, the 2019

per cap:a electrcity usage for Kings Cojnty was approximateiy 10,350 kWh. In comparison,

the estimated electricity demand for the Project a: buildout is 1,283,810 KWh/yr and the

estimated pooulation is 460. Thus, me estimated pe- capita elect’lcity usage for the Project is

2,790 kWh per year. Based on these estimates, the per capita electricity corsumotion for Kings

County with the project can be expected to decrease to 10,328 kWh/yr.13 Overall, when

compared to energy outputs for Kngs County, the ProJect would not result in wasteful,

ineftcent, or unnecessary consumption of electricity.

• Natural Gas: total natural gas consumption (residential and non-residential) for Kings County

in 2019 was 69,152,009 kBTU and the estimated population was 152,940. 14 Thus, the 2019

per capita natural gas consumption for Kings County was approximately 452 kBTU. In

comparison, the estimated natural gas consumption for the Project at buildout is 3,870,050

kBTU/yr and the estimated population is 460. Thus, the estimated per capita natural gas

consumption is 8,413 kBTU per year. Based on these estimates, the per capita natural gas

consumption for Kings County with the project can be expected to increase by five (5) percent

to 476 kBTU/yr.’5 Despite the anticipated increase in energy outputs, it can be assumed that

the Project would not result in a substantial increase based on required compliance with

CALGreen, T’tle 24, and Gene’al Plan policies. Such standards and policies are irtended to

increase energy efficiency and reduce en&gy demand. Therefo’e, whie the Prnject woud

increase energy demand, such energy woud be consumed more efrciently as required by

state reguatons. Documenta:on demonstratng compliance witn such standards will be

required to be sjbrnitted with the zuilding permit applcation; and compliance will be enforced

by the Buildirg Department.

‘ caufornia Energy commission, Electricity consumption by county. Accessed October 12, 2021,

https ://ecd ms energy. ca gov/e lecbycoun ty. as px

12
u.s. census Bureau. Quick Facts for Kings county, California. Accessed October 12, 2021,

https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/kingscountycalifornia

13 To get this number, add the 2019 total electricity usage for Kings county to the estimated usage generated by the

Project (1,583,071,346 kW- ous 1,283.810 kWh equals 2,584,355,156 RWk), the’S diVde by the estimated

popu ation witn the Project (:52,940 pus 460 equals 153,400) to get 10.328 kWh pe’ ca3ita

14 California Enegy commisson. Gas consumpion by couflty. Accessed Octoner 12, 2021,

httns://ecdmsenergyca gov/gasoycoutyaspx

To get this numoer, add the 2019 tota natural gas coflsumption for Kings County to we estimated usage

generated by the Project (59,152,009 <3T s.us 3,870,050 equals 73,022,059), ten divce by tn,e estimated

pDpulation with te Project (152,940 olus 450 equa’s 153,400) to get 476 kBTu oe capit& Q
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• Fuel Consumption: vehicle miles traveled (VMT) associated with the Project were estimated

and analyzed under Section 4.17 based on a VMT analysis conducted by Peters Engineering on
January 28, 2022. Acco’ding to the Traffic Study and VMT Anaysis conducted by the Peters

Ergneering Group, the Proect sae is located in an area that is expected to generate VMT at a

rate of no more than 15 oercent below the Countywide average per capita. Therefore, a less

than sgr”ficant impact woud occur as a result of the Project.

Overall, the results of the analyses do not rise to a level of significance given the Project’s required

compliance with variojs energy efficie9cy regjiations and policies includng CALGreen, Tite 24,

the General P1a9, and CARB. Thus, through compiance, the Prnject is not expected to result in

wasteful, inefcient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources and a less than signif;cant

impact would occur as a result of the Project.

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

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed under criterion a), the construction and operations of

the Project would be subject to compliance with applicable energy efficiency regulations including

CALGreen, Title 24, General Plan, and CARB. Thus, applicable state and local regulations and

programs would be implemented to reduce energy waste from construction and operations.

Therefore, through compliance, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct any state or local

plan for energy efficiency and a less than significant impact would occur as a result of the Project.

4.6.3 Mitigation Measures

None Required.
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4.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

a) Directly o- lnd-ectly cause
potential substantial adverse
effects, ir.cludirg the risk of loss,
nury, or death invoving:

L Rupture of a known

earthquake fault, as

delineated an the mast

recent Alquist-Priolo

Earthquake Fault Zoning

Map issued by the State

Geologist for the area or

based on other substantial

evidence of a known fault?

Refer to Division of Mines

and Geology Special

Publication 42.

Less than
Significant with

Mitigation
Incorporated

ii. Strong seismic ground

shaking?

iii. Seismic-related ground

failure, including

liquefactian?

iv. Landslides?

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

K

K

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil
that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the
project, aid potertially result n X
on- or off-site landslide) iaieral
spreadirg, subsidence,
liquefaction_or_colapse?

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant

Impact

a
‘V

No
Impact

Less than
Significant

Impact

x

0

0

0
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Buldirg Code (1994), X
creating subs:antial risks to life or
property?

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

fi Directly or indrectly destroy a
unique paleontological resource or x
site or unique geologic feature?

4.7.1 Environmental Setting

The Project site is in the San Joaquin Valley which is one of the two (2) large valleys comprising the
Great Valley Geomorphic Province. The San Joaquin Valley is surrounded by Sierra Nevada (east),

Coast Ranges (west), Tehachapi (south), and the Sacramento Valley (north). The topography of the
city of Hanford is relatively flat with a gradual slope from east to west.

A brief discussion of the likelihood of seismic activities to occur in or affect Hanford is provided

below. However, CEQA requires an analysis of the Project’s impacts on the environment, not the

environment’s potential impacts on the Project; therefore, shaking, liquefaction, and other seismic

activities are less than significant.

Faulting

There are no actve faults mapped in the city of Hanford or Kings Cojnty, nor are the city or region

located in any AlqustPriolo Special Studes Zones. :s Further, the Project site is not located in an

Alquist-Pro:o Earthqua<e Fauft Zone as established by the Alquist-Prioo Fault Zoning Act (Section

2622 of Chapter 7.5, Division 2 of the California Public Resources Code). According to the Kings

County Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitgation Pan, there is no history of earthquakes in the

15 California Department of conservation. (2010). 2010 Fault Activity Map of california. Accessed on October 8,
2021, https://wwwconserVation.ca.gov/cgs/Pages/Program-RGMP/2OlOfaultrnap.aspx
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city of Hanford and the peak ground acceleration is low. 17 The nearest active faults are San Q
Andreas (46.5 miles southwest) and the White Wolf Fault (100+ miles southeast).

Subsurface Soils

A searcn of :ne Web Soil Survey by the USDA Ratura! Resources Conservation Service irdicates

tha: the Project site is comprised 100% of Nod complex.8 The characteristcs of Nord complex

are fine sandy loam or stratified sandy loam to loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, we1 drained, and very

low runoff. The depth to water table is more tnan 80 incnes. The runoff class is low to medium.

This soil tyoe is not subject to annual flooding or ponding.

Liquefaction

Liquefaction is a seismic phenomenon in which loose, saturated, fine-grained granular soils behave

similarly to a fluid when subjected to high-intensity ground shaking. Per the General Pan, tne city

of Hanford does not have a significant liquefaction potential since it is in a stable geologic

formation. Further, liquefaction potential and risk in the Kings County is considered minimal due

to the nature of the underlying soils, relatively deep-water table, and history of low ground shaking

potential. This is evidenced by the Seismic Safety Map in the Kings County 2035 General Plan

Health and Safety Element which shows that the city of Hanford is not in a zone where landslides,

subsidence, or liquefaction could possibly occur.’9

Erosion

Wind and flowing water are the primary agents of erosion in the San Joaquin Valley. The Kings

County Multi-jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan does not identify areas susceptible to

erosion within Kings County or the city of Hanford.

‘ Kings county o’fice of Emergecy Ma’agernent. (2012). Kngs County Mu:ti-iurisdctiona Local nazard Mitga:io’

Plan. Accessed on Octone 8, 2021,
ht:os//vvww.countyofs*gs.corn/’orne/sowpublsheddocument/238Th/63729899220847OOOO

IR United States Depairnent of Agriculte Natua’ Resources coseratio Service, Weo Soi Survey. Accessed on

October4, 2021, —t!os ./T.vebso Isurvey sc.egod.usda gov/App/WeoSolSuvev.aspx

county of Kings. (2010. 2035 Kings county General Plan. Accessed on October 8, 2021,

https://www.countyofkings.corn/honie/showpublisheddocument/3106/635274892972 100000
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Ground Subsidence

GrDurd subsidence is the settling or sinking of surface soW deposits with litt:e or no horizontal

motion. Soils with high silt or clay content are subject to subsidence. According to tne Kings County

Multi-jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan, land subsidence in the region rarely occurs and ts
impacts are not significant.

Hanford General Plan

The Geneal Plan include oojectives and policies relevant to earthquaKes in its Health, Safety, and

Noise Element:

Policy HIS Building Codes and Standards for Earthquakes. Maintain and enfarce current
buildings codes and standards ta reduce the potential far structural failure caused by
ground shaking and other geologic hazards.

Policy H16 Hazardous Buildings Upgrade. Develop policies to assist in the upgrading of
seismically hazardous (unreinforced masonry) buildings within the City.

Policy Hi 7 Geologic and Soils Studies. Require geologic and soils studies to identify potential
hazards as part of the approval process far all new development prior to grading activities
where questionable conditions exist.

Hanford Municipal Code

Chapter 15.52 Flood Damage Prevention Regulations of the HMC contains the City’s floodplain

management regulations. Methods and provisions contained in the chapter are applicable to all

areas of special flood hazards wi:h*i the city of Hanford. The project site is designated as Zone X

on the most recer.t Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) No. 06031C0180C and No. 06031C0185C

dated June 16, 2009. Zone X is an area of minimal flood hazards with a 0.2 percent-annual-chance

of flood (i.e., 500-year flood). Therefore, HMC Chapter 15.52 is not applicable to the Project.

4.7.2 Impact Assessment

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk af loss,

injury, or death involving:

I. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based an

other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology

Special Publication 42.
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No Impact. There are no known active earthquake faults in Hanford, nor is Hanford within an C)
Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zone as established by the Alquist-Priolo Fault Zoning Act. As such,

develoumen: of the Prnject in an area void of eartnquae fauits would not cause upture of a

known earthquake fault. Therefore, no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking?

No Impact. The Proec: site is n an area that is traditionally characterzed ny relatively low sesmic

activity. Further, the site is relatively fiat with staole soils and is not in close proxmity to any faut

lines. In addition, the Project would be required to conform to current seismic protection

standards in the California Building Code (CRC) and General Plan, which are intended to minimize

potential risks. Therefore, because of the Project’s stable soils and distance from active fault lines,

and because of the Project’s conformance to CRC seismic safety standards, the Project does not

have any aspect that could result in strong seismic ground shaking. Therefore, no impact would

occur as a result of the Project.

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. The Project site is relatively flat with stable soils and no apparent unique or significant

lardforms. Further, the city of Hanford does not have a significant liquefacton potential since it is

in a stabe geologic formator. For these reasons, liquefaction or seismicaly induced settlement

or bearing loss is corsidered unli<ely, even if there should be a substantial increase in ground

water level. Further, development of the site would require compliance with the City’s grading

and drainage standards. Therefore, because of the Project’s relatively flat topography, stability of

soils, infrequency of seismic ac:vty, and required compliance with City standards, the Project

does not have any aspect tnat could result in s&smic-.-elated ground failure, including liquefaction.

Therefore, no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

iv. Londslides?

No Impact. Landslides are not expected to affect the Project site as the city of Hanford is not

located in a zone where landslides, subsidence, or liquefaction could possibly occur. Furthermore,

the topography of the Project site is flat with stable, native soils. As such, development of the

Project on a stable site in an area that is not susceptible to seismic activities or geologic instability

would not cause landslides. Therefore, no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Development of the Project site would equire tyoical site

preparation activities such as grading and trenching whch may result in the potental for short

term 50li disturbance or eros1on impacts. Constructior woud also involve the use of water wVch

may cause further soil distu-bance. Such impacts would be addressed through compliance w:th C)
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General Plan Policy 012, which requires new development to implement measures to minimize

soil erosion related to construction, and regulations set by the State Water Resources Control

Board (SWRCB).

The SWRCB requires sites larger than one (1) acre to comply with the General Permit for

Discharges of Storm Water Associated with ConstrucUon Activity (i.e., General Permit Order No.

2012-0006-DWQ). The General Permit requires tre development of a Storm Water Pollution

Prevention Plan (SWPPP) by a certiied Quaified SWPPP Developer (QSD). The SWPPP estimates

the sediment risk associated with construction ac:ivites and inc;udes best management practices

(BMP) to control erosion. BMPs specific to erosion control cover erosion, sedment, tracKing, and

waste management contrnls.

Implementation of the SWPPP in addition to compliance with General Plan Policy 012 minimizes

the potential for the Project to result in substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil. With these

provisions in place, impacts to soil and topsoil by the Project would be considered less than

significa nt.

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a

result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,

subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

No impact. The Project site is not located in a zone where landslides, subsidence, or liquefaction

could occur. Further, the site is relatively flat with stable soils and no apparent unique or significant

landforms. Therefore, development of the Project on a stable site would not cause landslides,

lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. Therefore, no impact would occur as a
result of the Project.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code

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

No Impact. The Project site comprises staole, natve sols that are not classifed as expansive soils

as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994) that would create substantial direct

or irdirect risks to life or property. Therefore, no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative

was teviater disposal systems where sewers ore not available for the disposal of
was tewater?

No Impact. The Project will not involve the installation of a septic tank or alternative wastewater

disposal system. The Project would be connected to the City’s sewer system. Therefore, the

Project would have no impact.
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f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic

feature?

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed n Cultural Resources (Section ), there are no known

paleor.tologcal resowces o- unique geologcai features known to the City withr this area or on

this site. Nevertheless, there is some possibHi:y that a ron-visble, buried site may exist and may

be uncovered during ground distubng construction activities wnich would const:ute a significant

moact. Hanford General Plan Policy 049 mitiga:es for cultural resources :hat are encountered

urexoectedly during corstructon. In addi:on, mitigation measures MM CR-I to MM CR-5 are

requested by Santa Rosa Rancheria and incorporated to the Initial Study to mitigate for potential

subsurface cultural resources. Thus, in f such resources were discovered, implementation of the

required condition would reduce the impact to less than significant.

4.7.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.

0

0
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4.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less than
Potentially Less than

Significant with No
Would the project: Significant Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

ocorporated

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

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

4.8.1 Environmental Setting

An Air Quaity and Greenhouse Gas Impact Assessment was prepared for the Project oy VRPA
Technologies, Inc. on Seotember 30, 2021. The report and supporting tables are provided in

Appendix . The en virormertal setting, methodoogy, and assessment are incorporated herein.

4.8.2 Impact Assessment

Thresholds of Significance

CARB, in consultation with MPOs, has provided each affected region with reduction targets for
GHG5 emitted by passenger cars and light trucks in the region for the years 2020 and 2035. For
the Kings County Association of Governments (KCAG) region, CARB set targets at five (5) percent

per capita decrease in 2020 and a ten (10) percent per capita decrease in 2035 from a base year
of 2005. KCAG’s 2018 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS)I

which was adopted in August 2018, projects that the Kings County region would achieve the

Prescribed emissions targets.

In 2009, the SJVAPCD adopted the ‘o!owing guidance documents applicable to projects within the

San Joaquin Valley:

• Gudance to- Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Pmjects

under CEQA (SJVAPCD 2009), and

• District Policy: Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for Stationary Source Projects Under CEQA

When Serving as the Lead Agency (SJVAPCD 2009).
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This guidance and policy are the reference documents referenced in the SJVAPCD’s Guidance for Q
Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts adopted in March 2015 (SJVAPCD 2015). Consistent

witn the District Gudance and District Po1icy above, SJVAPCD (2015) acknowledges the current

aDsence of numerical thresholds, and recommends a tiered approach to establish the significance

of the GHG impacts on the environment:

• If a project complies wito an aporoved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation

prng’am whch avods or substantially reduces GHG emissions wiThin the geographic area in

which the project is located, then the project woud oe determned to have a less than

significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions;

• If a project does not comply with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or mitigation

program, then it would be required to implement Best Performance Standards (BPS); and

• If a project is not implementing BPS, then it should demonstrate that its GHG emissions

would be reduced or mitigated by at least 29 percent compared to Business as Usual (BAU).

In the event that a local air district’s guidance for addressing GHG impacts does not use numerical

GHG emissions thresholds, at the lead agency’s discretion, a neighboring air district’s GHG

threshold may be used to determine impacts. In December 2008, the South Coast Air Quality

Management District (SCAO.MD) Governing Board adopted the staff proposa for an irterim GHG

sigrificance threshold for projects where the SCAQMD is lead agency. The SCAQMD guidance

identhes a threshold of 10,000 MTCO2eq./year for GHG for construction emissions amortized

over a 30year project lifetime, plus annual operation emissions. This threshold is often used by

agencies, such as the California Public U:i ities Commission, to evaluate GHG impacts in areas :nat

do rot have specific thresholds (CPUC 2015). Though the Project is under SJVAPCD jur’sdiction,

the SCAQMD GHG threshold provides some perspective on the GHG emssions generated by the

Project. Table 9 shows the yearly GHG emissions generated by the Project as determined by the

CaIEEMod model, which is approximately 79% less than the threshold identified by the SCAQMD.

Table 9
Project Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Summary Report C02e

ProjecE Operational Emissions Per Year 2080 MT/ye

0

Source. cawrMod. VRPA 2021
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a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. The SJVAPCD acknow1edges the curren: absence of numerical

thresholds and recommends a tiered approach to establish the sign’ficarce of the GHG impacts

on the environment:

• If a project complies with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation
program wnich avoids or substantially reduces GHG emissions within the geographic area in

which the project is located, then the project would be deteerrined to have a less than

significant individua and cumulative impact for GHG emissions;

• If a proec: does not comply wth an app’oved GHG emission reduction plan or mitigation

program, then it would be required to implement Best Performance Standards (BPS); and

• If a project is not implementing BPS, then it should demonstrate that its GHG emissions would

be reduced or mitigated by at least 29 percent compared to Business as Usual (BAU).

In the event that a local air district’s guidance for addressing GHG impacts does not use numerical

GHG emissions thresholds, at the lead agency’s discretion, a neighboring air district’s GHG

threshold may be used to determine impacts. In December 2008, the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) Governing Board adopted the staff proposal for an interim GHG

significance threshold for projects where the SCAQMD is lead agency. The SCAQMD guidance

identifies a threshold of 10,000 MTCO2eq./year for GHG for construction emissions amortized

over a 30-year project lifetime, plus annual operation emissions. Though the Project is under

SJVAPCD jurisdiction, the SCAQMD GHG threshold provides some perspective on the GHG

emissions generated by the Project. Table 9 shows the yearly GHG emissions generated by the
Project as determined by the CalEEMod model, which is approximately 79% less than the threshold

identified by the SCAQMD.

The KCAG Regonal Climate Acton Plan identifies a baseline (2005) GHG emissions inventory fo’

all countywide sectors (transportation, waste management, etc.). Kings County’s baseline GHG

emissions is approximately 1,046,804 MTCO2eq./year. The proposed Project’s GHG emissions

represents 02% of the total GHG emissions for Kings County’s baseline GHG emissions.

Based on the assessment above, the P-oject will not generate greer’nouse gas emissons, eitner

directy or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment. Therefore, any

impacts would be less than significant.
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b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing

the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less than Significant Impact. California passed the California Global Warming Solutions Act of

2006. AB 32 requires that sta:ewde GHG emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020. Unde’

AB 32, CARB must adopt regulations by January 1, 2011 to achieve reductions in GHG5 to meet

the 1990 emission cap by 2020. On December 11, 2008, CARB adopted its nitia Scopng Pan,

which functions as a roadmap of CARB’s plans to achieve GHG reductions in California required by

AB 32 through subsequently enacted regulations. CARB’s 2017 Climate Change Sconing Plan

builds on the efforts and plans encompassed in the initial Scoping Plan.

SB 375 requires MPO5 to adopt a SCS or APS that will prescribe land use allocation in that MPO’s

regional transportation plan. CARB, in consultation with MPOs, has provided each affected region

with reduction targets for GHG5 emitted by passenger cars and light trucks in the region for the

years 2020 and 2035. For the KCAG region, CARB set targets at five (5) percent per capita decrease

in 2020 and a ten (10) percent per capita decrease in 2035 from a base year of 2005. KCAG’s 2018

RTP/SCS, which was adopted in August 2018, projects that the Kings County region would achieve

the prescribed emissions targets.

Executive Oeder B-30-15 establishes a California greenhouse gas reduction target of 40 percent

be ow 1990 levels by 2030 to ensure California meets its target of reducing greennouse gas Q
emissions to 80 percent below 1990 evels by 2050. Executive Order B-30-15 requires MPO’s to

implement measures tnat will achieve reductions of greenhouse gas emissions to meet the 2030

and 2050 greenhouse gas emissions reductions iagets.

As required by California law, city and county General Plans contain a Land Use Element that

details the types and quantities of land uses that the city or county estimates will be needed for

future growth, and that designate locations for land uses to regulate growth. KCAG uses the

growth projections and land use information in adopted general plans to estimate future average

daily trips and then VMT, which are then provided to SJVAPCD to estimate future emissions in the

AUP5. The applicable General Plan for the project is City of Hanford 2035 General Plan Update,

which was adopted in 2018.

The Project is consistent with the currently adopted General Plan for the City of Hanford and the

adopted KCAG 2018 RTP/SCS and is therefore consistent with the oopulation growth and VMT

applied in those plan documents. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the growth

assumptions used in the appicable AG?. It snould also be noted that yearly GHG emissions

generated by the Project (Taole 9) are approximately 79% less than the threshold identified by the

SCAQMD (see the discussion for Impact 4.2.1 above).

0
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CARB’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan builds on the efforts and plans encompassed in the
initia Scoping Plan. The current plan has identified new policies and actions to accomplish the

State’s 2030 GHG limit. Below is a list of applicable strategies in the Scoping Plan and the Project’s
consistency wth those strategies.

• Caifornia Light-Duty Vehicle GHG Standards — lmplenent adop:ed standads and planned

second phase of the program. Align zero-emission vehicle, alternative and renewable fuel and
vehicle technology programs for long-term climate change goals. The Project is consistent with
this reduction measure. This measure cannot be implemented by a particular project or lead
agency since it is a statewide measure. When this measure is implemented, standards would

be applicable to light-duty vehicles that would access the Project. The Project would not conflict

or obstruct this reduction measure.

• Energy Efficiency — Pursuit of comparable investment in energy efficiency from all retail
providers of electricity in California. Maximize energy efficiency building and appliance

standards. The Project is consistent with this reduction measure. Though this measure applies

to the State to increase its energy standards, the Project would comply wirh this measure

through existing regulation. The Project would not conflict or obstruct this reduction measure.

• Low Carbon Fuel — Development and adoption of :he low carbon fuel standard. The Project is
consistent with this reduction measure. This measure cannot be implemented by a particular

p’oject or lead agency since it is a statewide measure. When this measure is implemented,

standards would be applicable to the fuel used by vehicles that would access the Project. The

Project would not conflict or obstruct this reduction measure.

Based on the assessment above, the Project will not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. Therefore,

any impacts would be less than significant.

4.8.3 Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incorporate, as applicable, the Greenhouse Gas
Emissions related mitigation measures as identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting

Program dated October 18, 2021.
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4.9 HAZARDOUS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIAL

Would the project:
Potentially
Significant

Impact

fl
‘V

No
Impact

Less than
Significant with

Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant

Impact

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

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

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

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

e) For a project located within an
airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a pubiic airport
or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the
project aea?

f) Impair imp.ementatior of or
pnysically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan?

0

0

0
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g) Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a
sgnificant risk of loss, injury or
death involving w1dand fires?

4.9.1 Environmental Setting

For the purposes of this section, the term “hazardous materials” refers to “injurious substances,’

wnich r.clude flammable liquids and gases, poisons, corrosves, explosves, oxidizers, radioactive

materiaR, and medical supplies and waste. These materials are either generated or used by

vahous commercial and industrial activities. Hazardous wastes are injurious substances that have

been or will be dsoosed, Potential hazards arise from the transport of hazardous materials,

including leakage and accidents involving transporting vehicles. There also are hazards associated

with the use and storage of these materials and wastes. Hazardous materials are grouped into the

following four categories based on their properties:

• Toxic: causes human health effect

• Ignitable: has the ability to burn

• Corrosive: causes severe burns or damage to materials

• Reactive: causes explosions or generates toxic gases

“Hazardous wastes” are defined in California Health and Safety Code Section 25t41(b) as wastes

that: “because of their quantity, concentration, or physical, chemical, or infectious

characteristics, [may either] cause or significantly contribute to an increase in mortality or an

increase in serious illness, or pose a substantial present or potential hazard to human health or

the environment when improperly treated, stored, transported, disposed of, or otherwise

managed.” A hazardous waste is any hazardous material that is discarded, abandoned, or slated

to be recycled. If improperly handled, hazardous mate’ials and hazardous waste can result in

public health hazards if released into the soil or grou ndwater or through airborne releases in

vapors, fumes, or dust. Soil and groundwater having concentrations of hazardous constituents

higher than specific regu’atory levels must be handled and disposed of as hazardous waste when

excavated or pumped from an aquifer. The California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Sections

66261.20-24 contains technical descriptions of toxic characteristics that could cause soil or
g’oundwater to be classified as hazardoJs waste.

Hazardous waste generators may include industries, businesses, public ard private institutions,

and households. Federal, state, and local agencies maintain comprehensive databases that

identify the location of facilities using large quantities of hazardous materials, as well as facilities

generating hazardous waste. Some of these facilities use certain classes of hazardous materials

that require risk management plans to protect surrounding land uses. The release of hazardous
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materials would be subject to existing federal, State, and local regulations and is similar to the Q
transport, use, and disposal of hazard materials.

Record Search

The California Department of Toxic Substance Control’s EnviroStor database2° and tne State Wate

Resources Control Board’s GeoTracker database2’ include hazardous release and con:arniration

sites. A search of each da:azase was conducted or October 4, 2021. The searches revealed no

bazadous material reease sites on the Project site. The closest hazardous sire in the Project

vicinity identified was a voluntary cleanup site 350 feet southwest of the Project site, located at

9431 13 Avenue, Harford, CA 93230.

Hanford General Plan

Tne General Plan include objectives and policies relevant to hazads and hazardous ma:eria s in its

Health, Safety, and Noise Element:

Goal H6: Avoidance of properties contaminated by toxic or hazardous materials.

Policy H29 Household Hazardous Materials. Coordinate with other public agencies to

educate consumers about the proper household use and disposol of hazardous materials.

Policy H30 Industrial Hazardous Materials. Require industrial uses that rely extensively on

the use of hazardous materials to adopt an acceptable use, storage, disposal, and

emergency response program that has been approved by appropriate agencies.

Policy H31 Adequate Separationfrom Sensitive Uses. Require adequate separation between

industrial areas where hazardous materials are present and sensitive uses such as schools,

residential areas, parks, and public facilities.

Policy H32 Project Review Evaluation. Evaluate the risks involving the disposal, transport,

manufacture, storage and handling of hazardous material in Hanford in the project review

process.

20CSIIIOr9IC Department of Toxic Substances conto. [virostD. Accessed October 14, 2021,

rttps://hvww.envlrostor.dtsc.ca goV/DublIC/

California State Water Resources Control Board. GeoTracker. Accessed October 14, 2021,

https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
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Policy 1-133 Educational Opportunities. Coordinate with Kings County to provide educational

opportunities to the public regarding the generotion of small quantity, household and

agricultural waste products regarding their responsibilities far source reduction and proper

and safe hazardous waste management.

Policy H34 Sensitive Receptors. Avoid siting uses with new sensitive receptors near existing

industrial facilities that use or produce hazardous material or may emit toxic air

contaminants.

Policy H35 Kings County Health Department. Coordinate with the Kings County Health

Department for the implementation of the Hazardous Materials Disclosure Law.

4.9.2 Impact Assessment

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project consists of a residential development. The type of

hazardous materials that would be associated with the Project are those typical of residential

developments: household cleaners, landscape maintenance, soaps, pesticides for pest control,

etc. Because of the use, it is not expected that the Project would routinely transport, use, or

dispose of hazardous materials other than those typical of residential uses and such materials

would not be of the type or quantity that would pose a significant hazard to the public. Potential

impacts during construction of the Project could result from the use of fuels and lubricants for
construction equipment. However, these impacts would be short-term and temporary, and would
be reduced to less than significant levels through compliance with local, state, and federal
reguiatior.s in addtion to standard equipment operating practices, For these reasons, the Project
would have a less :nan signif’cant impact.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably

foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials

into the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. As described under criterion a) above, it is not anticipated that the
Project itset wil involve any operations that wou!d require routine :ranspo’t, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials and there’o’e is not anticipated to create a significant baza’d to the pubic or

the environment through release of hazardous materials. Whe potential impacts would occur
through construction-related transport and disposal of hazardous materials, such impacts would

be short-term and temporary, and would be reduced to less than significant levels through
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compliance with local, state, and federal regulations in addition to standard equipment operating Q
practices. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,

substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Less than Significant Impact. The nearest schools within one-quarter miles of the Project Site

include Sierra Pacif:c Hgn School and Frontier Elementary School. As described under criteria a)

aid b) above, the Project is not antcipated to emit hazard emissions or hand e hazardous

materials, substances, or water that would pose a risk or threat to the school or surrounding area.

Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.

d) Be located on a site which is included an a list of hazardous materials sites compiled

pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a

significant hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact. According to Envirostor and Geotracker, the Project is not Located on a site that is

included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section

65962.5. Therefore, the Project would not create a significant hazard to the public of the

environment. For these reasons, there would be no impact.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result

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

No Impact. The nearest public use airport is the Hanford Municipal Airport located more than

three (3) miles southeast of the Project site. According to the Kings County Airport Land Use

Compatibility Plan (1994), the site is not within the Hanford Municipal Airport InHuence Area and

is therefore not subject to land use compatibility policies.22 Thus, the Project would not result in a

safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area and no impact would occur as a

resu1t of the Project.

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

plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project would not involve any new or altered infrastructure

associated with evacuation, emergency response, and emergency access routes within the City or

22 county ol Kings. (1994). Kings county Airport Land use compatibility Plan. Accessed October 14, 2021,

https://wwwcounlyofkingsconi/horne/showpuhlisheddocument/3094/635274871 108830000 0
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County. Construction of frontage improvements may require lane closure; however, these

activities would be short term and access through Grangevifle Boulevard and 13th Avenue would

be rnantaned through standa’d traffic control. Following construction, Grangeville Boulevard and
131b Avenue would continue to orovide access to the site. Furthermore, the Project would be

sjbject to compliance with applicable standards for on-site emergency access including turn radii

and fire access. TbeeSoee, the Project would have a less than signiEcant impact.

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury,

or death involving wildland fires?

Less than Significant Impact. According to the Califorra Department of Forestry and Fire

Protection (Cal Fire), the city of Hanford, inclusive of the Project site, is not identified bas a Very

High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ); rather, the site is within an area of local responsibility

and is considered an area of low fire risk.23 Additionally, the Project would be required to be

developed and operate in compliance with all regulations of the current California Fire Code.

Therefore, the Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or

death involving wildland fires. For these reasons, the Project would have a less than significant

impact.

4.9.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.

23 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. FHSZ Viewer. Accessed on October 5, 2021,
https://egis.fire.ca.gov/FH5Z/.
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4.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
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0
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iv. Impede or redirect flood

flows?

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche
zones, risk release of polljtants X
due_to_poject_inundaUon?

e) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable
groundwater_management_plan?

4.10.1 Environmental Setting

The Project site is within city limits and thus, will be required to connect to water and stormwater

services. The City and responsible agencies have reviewed the Project to determine adequate

capacity in these systems and ensure compliance with applicable connection and discharge

requirements. Overall, the review of the Project by the City and responsible agencies indicates

that the Project would rot requHe or resut in the relocation or construction of new or expanded

facilities and as such, would not cause significart environmenta. effects.

Water

The City of Hanford’s water supply system is a groundwater system. The city is located within the

Tulare Lake Hydrologic Region and is wthir tie Tulare Lake Groundwater Subbasin which

transmits, filters, and stores water from the main San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin. The

system consists of 14 groundwater wells, three (3) storage reservoirs, distribution mains, and fire

hydrants. The system does not use surface water. Groundwater is recharged by rain and snowfall

in addition to percolation from storm water basins, local waterways, and agricultural irrigation.

The Project would include installation of a 12-inch water main along Grangeville Boulevard to
connect to the existing water main in addition to eight (8)-inch water mains throughout the

subdivision. Each unit will connect to the City’s water system through installation of meters.

Storm water

The existing drainage infrastructure within the City of Hanford’s Stormwater Management

Program inciude natural dranage channels, retention basins, natural vegetation, piping, and pump

stations. There are some areas where storm drainage is controlled by drainage inlets and

urderground structures. The system consists of 30 pump stations, 57 miles of pipeline, and 220

acres of drainage basins and drainage ditches. The proposed Project includes a 1.53-acre, on-site

retention basin to cap:ure stormwater from the subject site. The stormwater wi percolate and

allow for groundwater recharge.
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4.10.2 Impact Assessment Q
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise

substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

Less than Significant Impact. Because the Project site is geater thai one (1) acre in size, the

develooe is required to prepare a SWPPP ( ion 4 ) n compliance with the Gereral Pemit for

Discharges of Storm Water Assocated with Constrjction Activity (i.e., General Permit Order No.

2012-0006-DWQ). The SWPPP estimates the sediment r;sk associated wth consvuction activties

and includes oest management practices (BMP) to control erosion. BMPs specific to erosion

contro cover erosion, sediment, tracking, and waste managemert controls. Implementation of

the SWPPP minimzes the potertia for the Project to result in substantial soil erosion or .oss of

topsoil. These provsions mirimize the potential for the Project to violate ary waste discharge

requVements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality. Further, runoff

resuiting from the Project woud be managed by the City in compliance with the Storm Drainage

Master Plan in addition to approved grading and drainage plans. Thus, compliance with existing

regulations including the General Construction Permit, BMPs, and Storm Drainage Master Plan

would reduce potential impacts related to water quality and waste discharge to less than

significant levels.

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater

recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the

basin?

Less than Significant Impact. The City’s long-term water resource planning for existing and future

demand is addressed in the City’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) and 2017 Water

System Master Plan (WSMP).24 25 These plans are intended to serve as a tool for planning and

phasing the construction of future domestic water supply infrastructure for the projected buildout

of the city of Hanford, in accordance with the General Plan.

According to these plans, the City uses groundwate wells as the sole source of suppy. As sucri,

groundwater should be viewed as a sustainable resouce. As of 2017, tiere are 14 active

11 city of Hanford (2016). 2015 UrDan Water Maagemer.t PIa, Accessed October 13, 2021,

https://cms6revzeco.rn/revize/hafodca/document center/Pubic%2OWots/Water%2OManagemert/2015%20U

wMp%2ccapte%2o1.ocf
25 cty of Hanford (2017). 2017 Water system Master Plan. Accessed October 14, 2022,

hrips://cms6 rev’ze.com/revize/hanfordca/document center/Publlc%20Works/2017 Water%2Osystem%2OMaster
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CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Resjdent,aI subdivision I 90



INITIAL STUDV I MIrlc,A lED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOVEMBER 202 Recirculated February 2022 Rev’ sed March 2022

groundwater wells with a rated supply of approximately 34.9 million gallons per day (mgd) that

may increase or decrease in efficiency ratings as groundwater levels fluctuate and/or recover. To

account for these fluctuatiors, the plans recommend that the City monitor well efficiencies on a

frequent bass to adequately manage the groundwater supply. In the case of persisten: droughts,

it may therefore be El ecessary for the City to construc: additional wells to maintain adequate

supoly capacity. Based on the buildout water sunply requvements, the plans recommend the

construction of 11 new groundwater wells including Main-W2 to be located at Centennial Drive

approximately 2,600 ft. north of Grangevi’le Bojevard, west of tne Project site.

Because the Peojec: has been previously accounted for and analyzed within the Gereral Plan, it

can be p’esumed that the existing and planned water distribution system and supplies should be

adequate to serve the Project, and the Project woud thereby not interfere substantially with

groundwater recharge or impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin. In addition,

adherence to connection requirements and recommendations pursuant to the City’s water supply

planning efforts (i.e., compliance with California Plumbing Code, efficient appliances, efficient

landscaping, etc.) should not negatively impact the City’s water provision. For these reasons, a less

than significant impact would occur as a result of the Project.

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

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

Less than Significant Impact. Erosion is a natural process in which soil is moved from place to place

by wind or from flawing water. The effects of erosion within the Project Area can be accelerated

by ground-disturbing activities associated with development. Siltation is the settling of sediment

to :ne bed of a stream or lake which increases the turDidity of water. Turbd water can have

harmful effects to aquatic life by clogging fish gids, reducng spawning haotat, and suppress

aquatic vegetation growth.

Implemertaton of the proposed Project would resuit n the development of agricultural lands.

Bare soils, common within farmlands, are more susceptible to erosion than an already deveoped

urban land, thus it is expected eros1on would occur on-site. During construction actvities, and in

compliance with the Project’s SWPPP, construction-re!ated erosion controls and BMPs would be

implemented to reduce potential impacts rea:ed to erosion and siltation. These BMPs would

include, but are not limited to, covering and/or binding soil surfaces to pevert soil from being

detached and transported by water or wind, and the use of barriers such as straw bales and

sandbags to control sediment. Together, the controls and BMPs are intended to limit soil

transportation and erosion.
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In addition, the Project would increase impervious surfaces by installing paving, concrete pads, Q
and sidewalks. In order to adequately discharge and capture stormwater runoff, the Project has

been conditioned by the City to construct [list facilitiesJ. In addition, the proposed drainage pattern

is required to be constructed per regulations of the Storm Drainage Master Plan and will be

-eviewed zy the City to ensure proper drainage. Consequen:iy, this review and approval oy the

City ard compliance wi:h standard requirements would mean that the Project wouid result in a

less :ban significant mpact.

ii. Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner, which would

result in flooding on- or off-site?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project incudes the construction of a 1.53-ac’e stormwater

basn, wnch will be required to comply wi:h the Storm Drainage Mas:er Plan and will be revewed

by the City. Compliance with regu!ations and approval by the City would ensure that surface runoff

is controlled in a manner which would not result in Nooding on- or off-site. For this reason, the

Project would have a less than significant impact.

iii. Create or contribute runoff water, which would exceed the capacity of existing or

planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff?

Less than Significant Impact. As previously mentioned, the Project includes the construction of a

1.53-acre stormwater basin, which will be reviewed by the City. Such facilities are required to

comply with the Storm Drainage Master Plan and Project-specific grading and drainage plans are

subject to review by the City prior to the final development approval. Therefore, provision of

facilities as approved by the City would ensure that surface runoff is controlled in a manner which

would not result in the creation or contribution of runoff water that would exceed the capacity of

existing or planned stormwater drainage services or provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff. For this reason, a less than significant impact would occur because of the Project.

iv. Impede or redirect flood flows?

Less than Significant Impact. Although the construction of the proposed Project would increase

impervious surfaces, the Project would not alter drainage patterns because Project-specific

gradng and drainage plans are required to e reviewed by the C’ty before deveopment approval.

Further, the Projec: is subject to construction of master par faci!ties in addtion to temporary

faciities :n order to adequately serve the Project. As a result, the Prnject would not impede o

redirect flood ows and a less than signiEcart impact would occur as a result.

0
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d) In flood hozard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project

inundation?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is not in a flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zone (he.,
standing waves on river, reservoirs, ponds, and lakes); the Project site is approximately 93 miles

from the Pacific Ocean and there are no rivers, reservoi’s, ponds, or lakes within the site, and the

Project site is designated as Zone X on the most recent Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) No.

06031C0180C and No. 06031C0185C dated June 16, 2009. Zone X is an area of minimal flood

hazards witn a 0.2 percent-annual-chance of flood (i.e., 500-yea’ flood). In addition, tne Project

area as wel as the city as a whole nas historcal y oeen subject to low to moderate grou.nd shaking

and has a reatiVely low probab[ty of shaking. Seiches are unlikely to form due to the low seismic

energy produced the area. Therefore, as a low-risk area, the Project would have a ess :nan

significant impact as it relates to the risk release of pollutants due to project inundations.

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable

groundwater management plan?

Less than Significant Impact. A groundwater sustainability plan was adopted for the Tulare Lake

Sub-basin in January 2020 by the Mid-Kings River Groundwater Sustainability Agency of which the

City of Hanford is a member. 26 The proposed Project is required to comply with the adopted plan

(Mid-Kings Groundwater) to meet the 2040 sustainability deadline for the basin. As mentioned

above, groundwater is and will continue to be the source supply in wet and dry hydrologic periods.

Based on the UWMP and WSMP, the City will continue to monitor groundwater supplies as a

sustainable resource in order to remain compliant with groundwater sustainability goals. In turn,

the Project is subject to compliance with the General Plan, all water quality control plans, and

other hydrological requirements established by the City. Therefore, based on compliance with

such plans, it can be determined that the Project would rot conflict w1th or obstruct

mp’ementation of water quality control p1ans or sustainable groundwater managemert p!ans. For

these reasons, a less than significant impact would occur because of the Proect.

4.10.3 Mitigation Measures

None Required.

26 Mid-Kings River Groundwater SustainabiLity Agency (2020). Tulare Lake Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability PIan
Accessed October 13, 2021, http://www.midklngSrivergsa.Drg/assets/tu!are-Lake-subbasin-groundwater
sustainability-plan%2c-ianuary-2020.pdf
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4.11 LAND USE PLANNING 0
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4.11.1 Environmental Setting

In general, the Project site is within an area of the city that is predominately characterized by

residential, educational, and recreational development. The property to the east of the Project

ske is developed with an existing single-family residential subdivision that would be connected to C:)
the proposed Project by two (2) local streets. In addition, the property to the north of the Project

site across Grangeville Boulevard is currently undergoing construction to develop a single-family

residential subdivision. Regarding educational development, Sierra Pacific High School and the

College of the Sequoias are located to the south of the Project site and Frontier Elementary is

located to the north. Silver Oaks Park and Hanford Sports Complex and are located less than a

quarter mile to the north and south of the site, respectively. As a result, the area is characterized

by a mix of development types and uses, as well as typical infrastructure, such as roadways,

streetlights, parking lot lights, and ambient light sources tyucal of residentia1 deve’opment.

4.11.2 impact Assessment

a) Physically divide on established community?

Less than Significant Impact. Typcally, physica! division of ar estab’isbed community is associated

with new, ntersecting roadways, or new incompatible uses inconsistent witn the planned or

existing land uses. The Project site is currently used for agricultural operations but has a planned

land use designation for residential uses and is corsistent with the surroundng properties in that

the area is planned for residential, educational, and recceational deveoprnent.

0
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While the Project will introduce new roadways, the proposed roadways are local streets that are

internal to the residential subdivision. The local streets are necessary to provide for internal

circulation. The proposed local streets will be constructed per City Standards and will prnvide for

safe access to GrangevHle Boulevard. Therefore, the new roadways are necessary for internal

circulation and would not physically divde an established community since they are internal to

the sjbdvision.

As such, the Project does not represent a significant change in the surrounding area as it wil.

develop a site planned for residential uses with a residential development. This development is

compatible with the planned lard uses within the area. In addition, the new roadways w I be

internal to the development and are necessary to provide for safe internal circulation and access

to Grangevile Boulevard. For these reasons, the Project would have a less than significant impact.

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy,

or regulation adoptedfor the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Less than Significant Impact. Policy conflicts do not, in and of themselves, constitute a significant

environmental impact. Policy conflicts are considered to be environmental impacts only when they

would result in direct physical impacts or where those conflicts relate to avoiding or mitigating

environmental impacts. As such, associated physical environmental impacts are discussed in this

document under specific topical sections, such as Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, and

Tribal Cultural Resources. However, a discussion of certain land use plans, policies, and regulations

that are applicable to the proposed Project are included in Table 44. As discussed below, the

Project is generally consistent with the General Plan.

Table 4-1 Discussion on Land Use Pohcies in the General Plan
General Plan Policy Project Consistency

Policy LiS compatibility with Surrounding Consistent. The Project proposes a use tnat is
Neighborhoods. Ensure that new development consistent with the use type and intensity al owed

is compatibe with existing and surrounding within the site’s planned and use designation and

neighDorhoods. zone district. As such, through comphance with
aoplicab:e poicies and regulations, the Project would
be compatible with existing and surrounding
neighborhoods.

Policy L19 Minimum and Maximum Residential Consistent. The Project has a General Plan land use
Densities. Establish minmum ard maximum designation of Low-Density Residential which has a

density ranges for each residentia zone in the density range of two (2) to 10 du/ac and allows for

Zoning Ordinance that are consistent with the lots to range from 5,000 to 10,000 sf. The Project

planned densities of each residential land use would allow for the corstruc:on of a residential

designation subdivision that consists of 161 single-family lots to

. occupy approximately 36.48 acres, for a residential
density of 4.52 du/ac. The minimum lot size

proposed is 5,000 sf. Therefore, the Project is
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including roadways, water, sewer, and storm

drainage facilities, to seve :be Project. In particu ar,
the Prnject proposes a network of local streets that
wil connect to Gra’igeviLe Boulevard. Additionally,
the Project will provide street improvements for
safer access a”d connectivity, The Project also
proposes instal,ation of water and sewer mains to
connect to existing facilities, in addition to an onsite
basin to accommodate storm water orainage.
Thereore, the Proect wil have sufficient uban
irrastructure and public facilities to accommodate
the number and type of development being
proposed.
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‘V

consistent with the planned densities and is within
the range of permitted lot sizes. The Project is also
within the R-L-5 zone district, which is consistent
with the Low-Density Residential land use
designation.

Policy L24 Availability of Infrastructure. Ensure

that new residential develooments have

sufficient urban infrastrjczure and pubhc

faci.ities to accommodate tne number and

type of deve opment being proposed.

0

0

0

Policy L25 Maintenance Districts. Require new Consistent. The Project is subject to review and

residential subdivisions to form maintenance approval by the City, which includes conditioning

districts to maintain shared public specific requirements such as maintenance districts.

improvements, such as landscaping, lighting,

walls, streets, and other improvements as

determined by the City Council.

Policy L26 Residential Parking. Residential Consistent. According to HMC Section 17.54.040,

developments shall provide adequate on-site single-family dwellings require two (2) spaces per

parking for the specific use. dwelling unit with at least one (I) covered space
(garage or car port). The Project proposes single-
family lots with garages and driveways that will
accommodate parking needs for future residents. In
addition, the local street network will include a
parking lane. Therefore, the Project would provide
adequate parking for the proposed use that is
consistent with the alowances of the HMC.

Policy L28 Street Trees and Landscaping. Consistent. Street trees and landscaping are

Encouage a9 new residential developments to proposec as part of the Project ad will be subject to

:nc:ude shade trees a:ong the street aid insta review ano approval by the City.

landscaping and irrigation systems that mee:

State requirements for low water use.

Policy L31 Purpose of the Low-Density Residential Consistent. The Project site has a olanned land use

Land Use Designation. Establish the Low-Dens:y designation o’ Low Der.si:y Residental and proposes

Residertial land use designation to prnvide the development of a single-’amly residential

mainly single family development on lot sizes subdivision at a size and density permtted by the

typically found in uroan settings. General Plan and HMC.
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Policy L32 Typical Uses in the Low-Density Consistent. The Project site has a planned [and use
Residential Land Use Designation. Define the uses designation of Low Density Residential and proposes
allowed in the Low Density Residential land the development of a sine-faniily residential

use designation to inciude residential uses in a subdivision at a size and density permitted by the

variety of single-family lot types. Duplexes, General Plan and HMC.

second dwelling units, and home occupations
can also be al owed when made compatible
with the residential nature of the
neighborhood.
PolicyL33 Size of Lots in theLowDensityResidential Consistent. The Project site has a planned land use
Land Use Designotion, While it is recognized that desigra:on of Low Density Residentiai and proposes
existing lot sizes of 10,000 to 40,000 square the developme’t of a single-family resdentia

fee: are incided n this desgna:ion, new subdivision at a size and density permitted by the

individual lot sizes shall range from 5,000 to General Plan and HMC.

10,000 square feet in size. Under Planned Unit
Development provisions, smaller lot sizes at
higher densities may be permitted when
clustered around shared open space amenities
or through density bonus policies.

Further, through the entitlement process, the Project is reviewed for compliance with applicable

regulations inclusive of those adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating environmental

effects. Overall, the entitlement process would ensure that the Project complies with the General

Plan, HMC, and any other applicable policies. As such, the Project would have a less than significant

impact.

4.11.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.
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4.12 MINERAL RESOURCES ()
Less than

Potentially Less than
Significant with No

Would the project: Significant Significant
Mitigation Impact

Impact Impact
Incorporated

a) Result ir the loss of availability of a

known mineral resource chat

would be of value to the region and

the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a

locally-important mineral resource

recovery site dehneated on a local X

general plan, specific plan or other

land use plan?

4.12.1 Environmental Setting

The C&rfornia Geologica Survey (CGS) cassifies and desgrates areas wthin California that contain

or potential y con:ain sgnifican: mineral resojrces. Lands ae classified into Aggregate and

Mineral Resource Zones (MRZ5), which identify known or inferred significant mineral resources.

According to the Cajorna Departmen: of Conservation, CGS’s Suface Mining and Reclamation

Act (SMARA) Mineral Lands Classification (MLC) data portal, the c1ty of Hanford is not v/thin a

mineral resource study area.27 In additon, according to the General Plan, the city of Hanford is not

within a Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources recognized oil field. Rather, the General

Plan identifies sand and gravel for road and building construction as the only likely mineral

resources in the area. Lastly, according to the Kings County General Plan, there are no oil fields or

areas designated for mineral recovery in the city of Hanford.

4.12.2 impact Assessment

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the

region and the residents of the state?

27 calfo-’ia Deoartment of conservatiofl. SMARA Meral Land cassficat:on. Accessed on October 4, 2021,

httos .//wwwconservationca gov/cgs/mera s/rn veEalandClassficatic.nsrnaEa
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No Impact. The Project site is not located in an area designated for mineral resource preservation

or recovery. Therefore, the Project would not result in the loss of aVailability of a known mineral

resource that would be of value to the regon and the residents of the state. Therefore, no moact

would occur as a result of the Project.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site

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

No Impact. As described above, tne Project site is not located ½ an area designated fo mineral

resource preservation or recovery and as a result, the Project would not result in the loss of

availability of a krown mineral resource that wou d be of vaue to the region and the residents of

the state. Further, the ste is not de ineated on the General Plan, a Specific Plan, or other land use

plan as a locally important mineral resource recovery site, thus it would not result in the loss of

availability of a locally important mineral resource. Therefore, no impact would occur as a result

of the Project.

4.12.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.
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0
4.13 NOISE

Less than
Potentially . . Less than

Significant with No
Would the project: Significant . . Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

Incorporated

a) Generation of a substantial

temporary or permanent increase

in ambient noise levels in the

vicinity of the project in excess of

standards established in the local

general plan or noise ordinance, or

applicable standards of other

agencies?

b) Generation of excessive

groundborne vibration or

groundborne noise levels?

c For a project located within the

vicinity of a private airstrip or an

airport land use plan or, where

sun a plan nas not been adopted,

witnin two mUes of a oublic airport X

or pubrc use a::rport, wou.d the

project expose people residing or

working in the project area to

excessive noise levels?

4.13.1 Environmental Setting

In general, there are two (2) types of noise sources: 1) mobile source and 2) stationary sounds.

Mobile source noises are typically associated with transportation including automobiles, trains,

and aircraft. Stationary sounds are sources that do not move such as machinery or construction

sites. Two (2) noise genecating activities of the Proect woud include construction (shortterm,

tempoary) and operational (long-term) noise.

The Hanford General Pian Noise Eiement and HMC outline polIcies and regulations to mitigate

heath effects o’ noise ir the community and prevent exposures to excessve noise levels. In

partcular, polcies in the General Plan regarding rew deveopmert include: ()
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Policy H41 Interior Noise Exposure. Adopt State Noise Insulation Standards (California Code

of Regulations, Title 24) and Chapter 35 of the Uniform Budding Code (UBC) concerning

interiar naise exposure for new single, multi-family housing, hotels and motels.

Policy H42 Noise Evaluation for New Development Evaluate proposed development

praposals against existing andfuture noise levels from graund transportation noise sources.

Policy H43 Non-Transportation Noise. Mitigate noise created by non-transportation noise

sources so as not to exceed the maximum allowable interior and exterior noise level

standards.

Policy H48 Noise Mitigation for Construction Activities. Require all development projects to

mitigate noise impacts associated with construction activities.

Policy H50 Sound Walls. Utilize sound walls at the perimeter of new residential

developments to protect from noise generated by transportation corridors.

Sensitive land uses include residential, schools, churches, nursing homes, hospitals, and open
space/recreation areas. Commercial, farmland, and industrial areas are not considered noise
sensitive and generally have higher tolerances for exterior and interior noise levels. The nearest
sensitive receptors to the Project site are the two (2) existing single-family residences located on
a portion of the Project site (to be excluded through a lot line adjustment), in addition to single-
family residences located immediately south of the site.

4.13.2 Impact Assessment

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in

the vicinity of the praject in excess of standards established in the local general plan or

noise ordinance, or in other applicable local, state, or federal standards?

Less than Significant Impact. Noise generating activities of the Project would include tra’fic noise

and stationery-source noise, such as operations and construction as descrbed below. Overall, the

Project would resut in a less than significant impact in regard to noise.

Stationary-Source Noise

Operations: The primaCy source of on-gong nose from the futue residental project w I be from
vehicles traveling to and from the site. The Project will generate an increase in traffic on some

roadways in the Project area. However, the relatively low number of new trips associated with the

Project is not likely to increase the ambient noise levels by a significant amount as the area is active
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with vehicles and the proposed Project wiN not introduce a new significant source of noise that Q
isn’t already occurring in the area.

Construction: Stationary-source noise would result from construction activities through tne use of

construction equipment for grading the site and buildng the proposed structures. The Project s

anticipated to begin construction in February 2024 with full buildout by July 2024. Construction

pnases would include standard construction activities such as demolition, site preoaration,

grading/excavation, draining/utilities/trenching, fourdations/concrete pour, budng

construction, and pavng.

The nearest sensitive land uses are single-family residential located approximately ± 70-feet from

proposed lots and are located within the Project site (to be excluded through the lot line

adjustment). According to the Federal Highway Administration Roadway Construction Noise

Model (RCNM), all possible construction equipment at 70-feet from the nearest noise sensitive

land use (i.e., single-family residence) would generate a maximum noise level of 98.3 A-weighted

decibels (dBA), which is 13.3 dBA over the default noise limit (85 dBA). Although the nearby

residential uses would experience elevated noise levels from construction, these activities would

be temporary and would generally take place Monday through Friday between 7:00 am and 8:00

pm, as oermitted by HMC Section 9.10.060:

HMC Section 9.10.060 Noises Prohibited. Construction or Repair of Buildings, Excavation of C
Streets and Highways. The construction, demolition, alteration or repair of any building or

the excavation of streets and highways other than between the hours of 7:00 am. and 8:00

p.m. In cases of emergency, construction or repair noises are exempt from this provision. In

non-emergency situations, the city manager, or designee, may issue a permit, upon

application, if the city manager, or designee, determines that the public health and safety,

is affected by loud and raucous noise caused by construction or repair of buildings or

excavation of streets and highways between the hours of 8:00 p.m. and 7:00 am. will not

be impaired, and if the city manager, or designee, further determines that loss or

inconvenience would otherwise result. The permit shall grant permission in non-emergency

cases for a period of not more than three (3) days. The permit may be renewed once for a

period of three (3) days or less.

Overall, Project construction is not expected to result in a significant impact because the noise

would be regulated by me HMC. Noise would thereby be generated during daylight hou’s and rot

during evening or more noise-sensitive Lme periods; and the increase in noise woud cease upon

completion of the Project. For these reasons, a less than significant impact would occur.

Although the Project would result ir increased amb:ent noise level at the Project site, comp ance

with the Genera: P an policies and Chapter 9.10 Loud orAnnoying Noises of the HIVC reqjirerrents

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar ResLdenhlal Subdivision I 102



INITIAL STUDY I MTrIGA TED NEGATIVE DECLARATL0N

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOVEMBER 2021 R€c I rcul ared February 2022 Revised March 2022

would result in the Project’s compliance with appUcable standards. Overall, the Project would

result in a less than significant impact in regard to noise.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Ground borne vibraton may result from construction, dependng 01

the use of equpment (e.g., pile drivers, bulldozers, jackhammers, etc.), distance to affected

structures, and soil type. Depending on the method, equipment-generated vibrations could

soread thougb the ground and effect nearby budings. It is not anticipated that the Project would

generate excessive ground borne vibration or ground acme nose levels, gven the type of
improvements assocated with the development. Futher, constwctior or operation of the Project

\.voud not involve equipment that would generate suostantial groundoorne vibration of gound

borne noise levels. As discussed under criteria a), project-generated stationary noise sources

would be regulated by the HMC. Through compliance with the HMC, the Project would result in a

less than significant impact.

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

expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The nearest public use airport is the Hanford Municipal Airport located more than

three (3) miles southeast of the Project site. According to the Kings County Airport Land Use

Compatibility Plan (1994), the site is not within the Hanford Municipal Airport Influence Area and

is therefore not subject to land use compatibility policies.28 Thus, the Project would not result in a

expose people residing or working in the Project area and no impact would occur as a result of the
Project.

4.13.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.

28 County of Kings. (1994). Kings county Airport Land use compatibility Plan. Accessed October 14, 2021,
https://www.counlyofkings.com/home/showpublisheddocument/3094/635274871108830000
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0
4.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less than
Potentially Less than

Significant with No
Would the project: Significant Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

Incorporated

a) Induce substantial unplanned

population growth in an area,

ether directly (for exampe, by

proposing new homes and X

businesses) or irdirectly (for

example, though extension of

roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of

existing people or housing,

necessitating the construction of

replacement housing elsewhere?

4.14.1 Environmental Setting

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(d) requires that a CEQA document discuss the ways in which the

proposed Project could foster economic or population growth, or the construction of additional

housing, either directly or indirectly, in the surrounding environment. The CEQA Guidelines

provide the example of a major expansion of a wastewater treatment plant that may allow for

more construction within the service area. The CEQA Guidelines also note that the evaluation of

growth inducement should consider the characteristics of a project that may encourage or

facilitate other activities that could significantly affect the environment. Direct and Indirect

Grnwtn Inducement corsists of actvities that drectly facilitate population growtn, such as

construction of new dwelling units.

4.14.2 Impact Assessment

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example,

by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of

roads or other infrastructure)?

Less than Significant Impact. A key consideraton n evaluatirg grow:n inducement is whetner the

activity in question constitutes “planned growth.” A residential project that is consistent with the
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underlying General Plan would generally be considered planned growth because it was previously
contemplated by these long-range documents, and, thus, would not be deemed to have a

significant grow:n-inducrg effect. The Proect does not represent a significant cnange in the
surrounding a’ea as it will facilitate the dev&opment of a use that is compatible with the existing

and planned land uses within the area. In addition, the Project is consistent with the planned land

use desgnation. 1.9 additor, the extension of urban infrastructure to serve the proposed Project
may be considered “growth accommodating” because it is intended to facilitate planned growth.

However, the anticipated population of 460 wUl not affect any regional zooula:on, housing or

employment projections anticipated by City policy documents. Thus, since the prnposed Project is

considered panned growth, the imnact is less than signifcant.

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

No Impact. The Project site is currently used for agricultural and commercial uses and will not
result in the displacement of people or housing. Therefore, the Project would have no impact.

4.14.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.
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0
4.15 PUBLIC SERVICES

Less than
Potentially . Less than

Significant with . . No
Would the project: Significant . Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

Incorporated

a) Result in substantial adverse

physical impacts associated with

the orovison of new or physically

alteed governmental facilities,

need for new or ohysicaly altered

governmental facilities, the

construction of which could cause

significant environmental impacts,

in order to maintain acceptable

service ratios, response times or

other performance objectives for

any of the public services:

I. Fire protection? X

ii. Police protection? X

iii. Schools? X

iv. Parks? X

v. Other public facilities? X

4.15.1 Environmental Setting

The Project is located within Hanford city limits and thus, would be subject to fees to for the

construct:on, acquisition, and imprnvernents for such services:

Fire Protection Services

Fire Protection Services in the cty are provided by the Hanford Fire Department (HFO). The HFD

operates a totai of three (3) fire stations :nat serve the city: EVe Station 1 located at 350 W.

Grangeville Boulevard, Fire Station 2 oca:ed at 10553 Houston Avenue, and Fire Station 3 located

at 1070 S. l2 Street. Tne Project site is in the service area of Fire Station 1, wHcb is 2.1 miles

from the site. To address impacts to fire protection sevices, the City of Hanford has implemented

the Fire Protection Development Impact Fee pursuant to Chapter 15.45 of the HMC, which

requires developers to pay the “fair share” of capital improvements related to fire protection
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services and facilities. A Fire Protection Development Impact Fee has been assessed for the

proposed Project based on the Facility size. Lastly, the Project was reviewed by the HFD and is

subject to reguiaUons ard standards such as the California Uniform Fire Code (UFC), which
includes regulations on construction, mairtenarce and building use. The UFC addresses fire

department access, fire hydrants, sprinklers, fre alarm sys:em, etc., for new buildings.

Consultation Received: Consultation was received from the Hanford Fire Department on October
14, 2021. Comments include the Project’s compliance to applicable codes and requirements,

nermit submittal, installation of fire hydrants and automatic sprinkler systems, access road

requirements, etc. Such requirements shall be incorporated in the Project’s Conditions of
Approva.

Police Protection Services

Police Protection Services in the city are provided by the Hanford Police Department (FPD). The

HPD is located at 425 North Irwin Street, which is approximately 2.4-miles from the Project site.
According to the Fiscal Year (Pt’) 2021-2022/2022-2023 City of Hanford Budget, the HPD handled

over 60,478 incidents in FY 2019-2020. To address impacts to police protection services, the City
of Hanford has implemented the Police Protection Development Impact Fee pursuant to Chapter

15.46 of the HMC, which requires developers to pay the “fair share” of capital improvements

related to police protection services and facilities. A Police Protection Development Impact Fee

has been assessed for the proposed Project based on the Facility size.

Schools

Educational services within the Project area are primarily served by Hanford Elementary School

District (HESD) and Hanford Joint Union High School District (HJUHSD). Schools within a one (1)-
mires radius of the Protect site include Frontier Elementary School, Pioneer Urion Elementary

School, Simas Elementary School, and Sierra Pacific High School. Funding for schoos and school
facilities impacts is outIined n Education Code Sectior 17620 and Government Code Section

65995 et. seq., which governs the amount of fees that can be evied against rew development.

These fees are used to construct new or expanded school facilities. Payment of fees authorized by
the statute is deemed “full and complete mitigation.”

Consultation Received: Corsultation was received from Renee Creech with the Hanford Joint Union

High School District or July 22, 2021 stating the follow:ng, “This project is another housing

development in our school boundary that is already impacted. This causes issues for traffic,

transportation, and classroom learning of students and staff” Traffic and transportation impacts

are addressed in Section 4.17.

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision I 107



INITIAL StUDY / MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOV EM B ER 2021 Rec’ rculal ed F eM ‘a ry 2022 Revised March 2022

Parks and Recreation Q
Par< and Recreation Facilities are overseen by the Hanford Parks and Community Servces

Department. According to the 2020 Parks and Recreation Master Plan, the City currently offers

299.70 acres of park la9d which equates to a total Leve of Se’vice (LOS) of 5.06 acres of park land

per 1,000 residents based on the City’s 2018 population.29 The 2035 General Plan includes a LOS

standard goal of 3.5 acres per 1,000 resdents for future growth. Similar to other public services,

the City had established tne PacK Facilities Impact Fee puesuant to Chapter 15.44 of the HMC,

wnch requires developers to pay for parks and recreational facilities improvements. The Project

may also be subject to requirements of the Quimby Act, including park land dedication and/or

payment of fees in-lieu thereof (or a combination of both). The nearest parks to the Project site

include the Silver Oaks Park and the Hanford Sports Complex.

4.15.2 Impact Assessment

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision

of new or physically altered governmental facilities, or the need for new or physically altered

governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental

impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance

objectives for any of the public services:

i. Fire protection?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The Project site is w:thin the city limits

and therefore would be served by the HFD. The Project site is in the service area of Fire Station 1,

which is 2.1 mhes from the site. Tb.e Project’s proximity to existing stations would support

adequate service ratios, response times, and other performance objectives for fire protection

services. In addition, the HED reviewed the Project for requirements related to water supply, fire

hydrants, and fire apparatus access to the building(s) on site. Based on HFD’s review, it can be

determined that the Project can be served by existing facilities and would not result in the need

for new or altered facilities. However, to further reduce potential Project impacts, the Project shall

be subject to Fire Protection Department Impact Fees pursuant to MM PUB-I. With mitigation

incorporated, the Project’s impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

MM PUB-I. The Developer shall pay the Fire Protection Deportment Impact Fees

29 city of Haord. (2020) Parks and Recreaton Maste- PIa 2020. Accessed October 13, 2021,

httos://cms5.rev,ze corn/-evize/hanfo-dca/2O2032OHanfod%2OPar<s%2OMaster%20P a” pal Q
CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision I 108



INITIAL STUDY / MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOVEMBER 2021 Recirculated February 2022 Revised March 2022

ii. Police protection?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The Project site is within the city limits

and therefore would be served by the HPD. The nearest pokce station to the proposed Project is
located approximately 2.4-miles from the site. Since the Project site is located immediately

adjacent to a residential area that is currently served by the Police Department, it can be presumed

that the addition of the subdivision within a growing residential area would not cause the

Department to significantly expand its existing service area or construct a new facility to serve the

Project. However, to further reduce potential Project impacts, the Project shall be subject to Police

Protection Develooment Impact Fees pursuant to MM PUB-2. With mitigation incorporated, the

Project’s impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

MM PUB-2. The Developer shall pay the Police Protection Development Impact Fees

iii. Schools?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Educational services for the nrooosed

Project will be provded by the Harford Elementary School District (HESD) and Hanford Joint Union

High School Distr:ct (HJUHSD). Tie development and managing of school sites are the

responsiuity of school districts and elected governing school boards. The General Plan orovdes

policy which focuses on collaboration with school districts to determine new school locations and

utilization of school facihties for genera public needs. The development is consistent with the

General Plan and will ze subject to School Impac: Fees in order to mitigate the e’fect of the project

on schools. In particular, funding for schools and school facities impacts is outlined in Education

Code Section 17620 and Government Code Section 65995 et. seq., which governs th.e amount of

fees that can be levied against new development. These fees are used to construct new o

expanded school facilities. Payment of fees authorized by the statute is deemed “full and complete

mitigation.” Thus, to offset any notentia’ impacts, the Project shall be subject to Schooi Impact

Fees pLrsuant to MM PUB-3. \‘Vith mitigation incorporated, the Project’s impacts would be

reduced to less than significant.

MM PUB-3. The Developer shall pay the School Impact Fees

iv. Parks?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The Project proposes a residential use

and thus, would result in a net increase in the area population. As a new subdivision, the Project

is subject to the Park Facilities Impact Fee in addition to the Quimby Act. Thus, to offset any

potential impacts, the Project shall be subject to Park Facilities Impact Fees and the Quimby Act

pursuant to MM PUB-4. With mitigation incorporated, the Project’s impacts would be reduced to

less than significant.
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MM PUB-4. The Developer shall pay the Park Facilities Impact Fees and comply with the Q
Quimby Act Requirements.

v. Other public facilities?

Less than Significant Impact. Development of the Project will increase the demand fo’ other public

services, such as libraries. Howeve, the City does not have a requiremert or standard fo tne

number or size of a lorary based on the City’s population. Therefore, a significant impact or the

need for rew or ate-ed ‘acilties to provide o:he’ public sevices is not anticoated ard thus the

project will result in a less than significant impact.

4.15.3 Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incoroorate, as apolicable, the Public Services related

mitigation measures as iden:fied in the Mitigation Mortaring and Renorting Program dated

October 18, 2021, including the mitigation measure identified above.

0

0
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4.16 RECREATION

I Less than
Potentially I Less than

Significant with No
Would the project: Significant Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

Incorporated

a)
Increase the use of existing

neighborhood and regiona parks

or other recreational facilities such

that substantial physical

deterioration of the facility would

occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include

recreational facilities or require

the construction or expansion of

recreational facilities which might
X

have an adverse physical effect on

the environment?

4.16.1 Environmental Setting

Park and Recreation Facilities are overseen by the Hanford Parks and Community Services

Department. According to the 2020 Parks and Recreation Master Plan, the City currently offers

29970 acres of park land which equates to a total Level of Service (LOS) of 5.06 acres of park land

per 1,000 residents based on the City’s 2018 population.3° The 2035 General Plan includes a LOS

standard goal of 3.5 acres per 1,000 resdents ‘or ‘utu-e growth. Simhar to other public services,

the City had establisied the Park Faclies Impact Fee pursuant to Chapter 15.44 of the HMC,

which requires dev&opers to pay for parks and recceational facilities improvements. The Project

may also be subject to requirements of the QurrDy Act, includirg park land dedcation and/or

payment of fees in-lieu thereof (or a combination of both). The nearest parks to the Project site

include the Silver Oaks Park and the Hanford Sports Complex.

30 city of Hanford. (2020) Parks and Recreation Master Plan 2020. Accessed October 13, 2021,
https://cmsbtevize COrn/Tevrze/hanfordca/2O20%2CHanford%20Parks%2OMaster%20Pan.pdf
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4.16.2 Impact Assessment

a) In crease the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational

facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be

accelerated?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project p’oposes a residential se and thus, would result in a net

:ncrease in the area popuation. As a new subdivision, tne Project is subject to the Park Facilities

Impact Fee in addi:ion to the Quimby Act. Compliance wth tiese requirements through MM PUB-

4 (See Section 4 ,C ) would offset any impacts that would result in the need or new or physicaHy

altered parks. For these reasons, the Project would have a less than significant impact.

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational

facilities that might have an adverse physical effect an the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project does not propose recreational facilities. As stated under

criterion a) above, the Project is subject to the Park Facilities Impact Fee in addition to the Quimby

Act. Through compliance with these requirements, the Project is paying its “fair share” for the

future construction of facilities and/or to reimburse the City for such facilities. For these reasons,

a less than significant mpact would occur as a result of the Project.

4.16.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.

0
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4.17 TRANSPORTATION

Less than
Potentially Less than

Significant with No
Would the project: Significant Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

Incorporated

a) Conflict wth a program, plan,

ordinance or policy addressing the

circulation system, including X

transit, roadway, bcycie and

pedestrian facilities?

b)
Corflict or be !nconsis:ent wth

CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, X

subdivision (b)?

c) Substantially ircrease hazards due

to a geomet’lc design feature (e.g.,

sharp carves or dangerous X

intersections) or incompatible uses

(e.g., farm equioment)?

d)
Result in inadequa:e emergency

access?

4.171 Environmental Setting

The Prniect site is bound to the north by Grangeville Boulevard, a two (2)-lane east-west arterial

and to the west by 13th Avenje, a two (2)-lane north-south major artera. The prmary access

points to the subdivision are proposed on Grangeville Boulevard at “I Street” (future local) and “i
Street’ (future local). No access is proposed from 13th Avenue.

the portions of Grangeville Boulevard and 13th Avenue will be improved with curb, gutter,

sidewalk, landscaping, and streetlights. The Project would also be connected to the existing,

adjacent residential subdivision to the east by “Ella Street” and uMalone Street” (existing and

future locals). Local streets (60-ft. width) contained within the subdivision will include sidewalk,

curb, gutter, landscaping, and parking lanes. At present, no fixed-route transit service, bicycle

facilities, or pedestrian facilities serve the Project site.

Consultation Received: Consultation was received from Oscar Gonzalez with Kings Area Rural

Transit (KART) on July 29, 2021, which stated, “KART would like consideration for a bus stop 12’x7’-
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sidewalk 7’ wide from curb to sidewalk at 12’xl’. We can fit a Bench and Transit Can.” Such Q
requirements shall be incorporated in the Project’s Conditions of Approval.

Traffic Study and VMT Analysis

A Traffic Study and VMT Analysis for the Project were conducted by Peters Engineering Group. The

study ard analysis were amended on ianua’y 28, 2022, wth an updated VIV.T analysis that is based

upon rew substantial evidence. Results of the study and analysis are incorporated herein. The

study inc;udng the VMT An&ysis are prnvded r Appendix

4.17.2 Impact Assessment

a) Conflict with a pragram, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system,

including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would be required to comply with all project level

requirements implemented by a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation

system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Based on Engineering

comments prepared for the project, standard frontage improvements are required, which will

address the circu ation system. The Project is also requred to submit imrovemen: p ans,

includng roadway mprovemen:s, for rev:ew and approval by the City Engineer to ensure Q
improvements will be consistent wtb City standards. ThereTo’e, througn compuiance witn the

programs, plars, ordinances, and polcies addressing the circulation system (inclusive of transit,

madway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities), a less than significant impact would occur because of

the P’oect.

In addition, the State of California does not recognize traffic congestion and delay as an

environmental impact per CEQA. However, Policy T29 of the Hanford General Plan states:

“Maintain a peak hour Level of Service (LOS) Eon streets and intersections within the area bounded

by Highway 198, 10th Avenue, 11th Avenue, and Florinda Avenue, inclusive of these streets.

Maintain a peak hour Level of Service (LOS) 0 on all other streets and intersections with the Planned

Growth Boundary.” The results of the Traffic Study conducted by Peters Engineering Group

indicate that the intersections analyzed near the Project site are currently operating at acceptable

LOS and are expected to continue to operate at acceptable LOS with buildout of the Project. Thus,

the Project is expected to have a less than significant impact.

Based on the above assessment, it can be determned that the Project wil. not conflict wth the

General Plan, policies, or odinance ard the impact is less than significant.

0
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b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3,

subdivision (b)?

Less than Significant Impact. Under Senate Bill 743 (SB743), tratfic impacts are related to Vehicle

Mies Traveled (VMT). The VMT metric became mandatory on July 1, 2020. Senate Bill (SB) 743

requres that relevant CEQA analysis of transportation impacts be conducted using a metric known

as vehicle miles traveled (VMT) instead of Level of Service (LOS). VMT measures how much actual

automobi1e travel (additional miles driven) a proposed Project would create on California roads. If

the project adds excessive automobile travel onto roads, then the project may cause a significant

transportatons impact.

The State CEQA Gu:delines were amended to implement SB 743 sy addng Section 15064.3.

Among its provisions, Section 15064.3 confirms that, except with respect to transportation

projects, a project’s effect on automobile delay shall not constitute a significant environmental

impact. Therefore, LOS measures of impacts on traffic facilities are no longer a relevant CEQA
criteria for transportation impacts. In place of LOS analysis, VMT metrics for thresholds of

significance are now required to be utilized to determine if a project promotes reductions in

greenhouse gas emissions, multimodal transportation networks, and diversity of land uses.

According to the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research’s (OPR) Technical Advisory (TA) on

Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA, land use projects, residential, office, and retail

projects tend to have the greatest influence on VMT. For that reason, OPR recommends the

quantified thresholds described above for purposes of analysis and mitigation. In regard to

recommended thresholds for residential projects, the OPR advises: “a proposed Project exceeding

a level of 15 percent below existing VMT per capita may indicate a significant transportation

impact. Existing VMT per capita may be measured as regional VMT per capita or as city VMT per

capital.” Thus, residential deve’opment that woud gererate vehicIe travel that is 15 or more

percent below the exsting resdential VMT er capita, measured against the region or city, may

indicate a less-than significant transportation impact.

Based upon the revised VMT anaysis contained in Appendix B, wnicb. is based on new substantial

evidence, OPRs per capita recommendation is a valid threshold for the City of Hanford because it

is consistent with CARB’s thirteen percent (13%) GHG vehicle emission reduction target to which

KCAG’s members, including the City, are subject. It is reasonable to conclude that a reduction in

VMI direct y corresponds to a reduction in GHG emissions f’on’ passenger vehices and that a

proposed project that is estimated to generate a per capita or per emp.oyee VMT tha: is more

than 15 percent below that of existing development will result in GHG emission reduction

consistent with CARB’s 13 percent reduction target for the KCAG metropolitan planning

organization (MPO). For purposes of the City’s VMT evaluation efforts, it is appropriate to utilize
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OPR’s recommended fifteen-percent-beLow-existing-development VMT threshold because it is Q
consistent CARB’s applicable GHG emission reduction target.

The TA sugges:s that sc’eening thresholds be utilized :o iden:ty proec:s :nat are expected to

cause a less-:’ian-significan: imoact. Page 12 of the TA ndicates:

“Many agencies use ‘screening thresholds’ to quickly identify when a project should be

expected to cause a less-than-significant impact without conducting a detailed study. (See

e.g., CEQA Guidelines, § 15053(c)(3)(C), 15128, and Appendix G.) As explained below, this

technical advisory suggests that lead agencies may screen out VMT impacts using project

size, maps, transit availability, and provision of affordable housing.”

With respect to map-based screening, the TA states:

“Residential and office projects that lacate in areas with law VMT, and that incorporate

similar features (i.e., density, mix of uses, transit accessibility), will tend to exhibit similarly

low VMT Maps created with VMT data, for example from a travel survey or a travel

demand model, can illustrate areas that are currently below threshold VMT (see

recommendations below). Because new development in such locations would likely result

in a similar level of VMT, such maps can be used to screen out residential and office projects

from needing to prepare a detailed VMT analysis.” Q
KCAG created an onlire VMT mapoing tool tna: idertifies VMT per capita and VMT per emp;oyee

by :ra’fic anays’s zone (TAZ).31 The KCAG mapoing tool reflects a VMT per capita of 7.78 for the

TAZ in which the Project will be ocated, wbcb is more than fifteen percent beow the Courty JMT

per capita average of 9.6.

KCAG’s mapping tool was created utilizing trip-based transportation models created for the eight

(8) San Joaquin Valley MPOs to satisfy the requirements of SB 375. The modeling process is

described in the Documentation for the EIGHT SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY MPO TRAFFIC MODELS TO

MEET THE REQUIREMENTS OF SB 375 (August 30, 2012)4, which is incorporated herein by

reference.

31 Ki’Tgs County Associatior- of GoveEnments. 2021. ‘Kings Co.nty Online VVT Mapping Too!.” Accessed on January 4,

2021, h3s://www.aFcgis.com/apps/webaopVieweF/Vdex.htrnI?d=84o4s473O8ac41af8S779212180ff36c. Q
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According to Appendix VIII of KCAG’s 2018 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), the 2012
transportation mod& was revalidated for a 2015 base year and is described on Appendix VIII page

26 as:

“The KCAG model was revalidared to a 2015 base yeor for the 2018 RTP. The revalidatian

included new inventories of base year housing and employment, updates to the rood

network and transit caverage to reflect recent chonges in the transportation system, and

updated traffic counts to represent the 2015 base yeor. The KCAG model traffic validation

is based on several criteria, including vehicle-miles of travel, total volume by road type, and

percent of links within acceptable limits”

Revahda:on effo’ts u: zed traffc data provded by the City. The RTP and the City’s underlying

traffic data are incorporated herein by reference. Page 26 of Appendix VIII describes KCAG’s VM1

projection process as follows:

“Vehicle miles of travel (VMT) were estimated from the travel demand model by multiplying

link volumes by link distances. The madel estimates intrazanal trips (trips remaining within

a TAZ) but does nat assign these trips ta the made! road network. The intrazanal trips were

multiplied by the estimated intrazonal distances to calculate intrazonal VMT.”

It can be concluded that, based upon KCAG’s VMT mapping tool, the Project’s VMT impact will be

less than significant because VMT associated with the Project will be below the fifteen-percent-

below-existing-development threshold. Therefore, the Project may be presumed to cause a less

than significant impact pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3(b).

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

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

Less than Significant Impact. The Project desgn does not contain any geometric design featues

that would create hazards. Implementation o the Project would require the improvement and

expansion o the roadway network serving the Project site. As discussed urder crtelon a) above,

the Project is subject to standard frontage improvements, which would be designed pursuant to

appLcable ‘ederal state, and local design standards. Camp •ance with such standards would

ensure that any traffic hazards are mmnimized. Further, the Proect proposes the development of

a residertial site that is in an area generally characterized by existing ard planned residertial,

educatonal, ard recreationa uses. Therefore, the Project does not propose an incompatibe use

as it is consistent wth the existing development in the area and is similar in nature to the
surrounding uses. As a result, implementation of the Project would result in a less than significant

impact related to hazards due to roadway design features or incompatible uses
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ci) Result in inadequate emergency access? ()
Less than Significant Impact. The Project does not involve a change to any emergency response

plan. In addition, the City’s Engineering Department and Fire Department have reviewed the

Project and imposed standard conditions to ensure adequate site access including emergency

access. ri the case that Project coristuction requires ane closu’es, access through Grangevflle

Boulevard and 13th Avenue woud be mantain ed through standard taffic control and there’ore,

potential lane closures would not affect emergency evacuation p ans. Thus, a less than significant

impact wou d occur because of the Project.

4.17.3 Mitigation Measures

None equred.

0
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4.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in

the signficance of a tribal cutural

resource, defined in PRC section 21074

as either a site, feature, place, cultura

landscape that is geographically defined

in terms of the size and scope of the

landscape, sacred place, or object with

cultural value to a CalJornia Native

American tribe, and that is:

4.18.1 Environmental Setting

Less than

Significant with

Mitigation

Incorporated

Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) requires consultation witn California Native American tribes durng the

CEQA process to determine potentia effects of. proposed projects on a tribal cultural resource.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 210803.1, the ‘ead agency shah begin

consultation with the California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated

with the geographical area of the proposed project. Such significant cultural resources are either

sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a tribe

which is either on or eligible for inclusion in the California Historic Register or local historic register,

fl
‘F

No

Impact

Potentially

Significant

Impact

Less than

Significant

Impact

a)
Listed or eligible for listing in the

California Register of Historical

Resources, or in a local register of X

historical resources as defined in

PRC section 5020.1(k), or,

b) A resource determined by the lead

agency, in its discretion and

supported by substantial evidence,

to be significant pursuant to

criteria set forth in subdivision (c)

of PRC section 5024.1. In applying x
the criteria set forth in subdivision

(c) of PRC section 5024.1, the lead

agency shall consider the

significance of the resource to a

Cali’onia Native American tribe.

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential subdivision I 119



INETIAL STUDY / MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOVEMBER 202i Recirculated February 2022 Revised March 2022 ‘V

or, the lead agency, at its discretion, and support by substantial evidence, choose to treat the 0
resources as a Tribal Cultural Resources (PRC Section 21074(a)(1-2)). According to the most recent

census data, California is home to 109 currently recognized Ir.dian tribes. Tribes in Calfornia

currentiy have nearly 100 separate reservations or Rancherias.

Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and

project proponents to dscuss the level of environmenta review, identfy and address potential

adverse impacts to triba culturai resources, and reduce tne potental for de.ay and conflict in the

environmental review process. (See PRC Section 21083.3.2.) Information may also be availaole

from the California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per PRC Section

5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information System administered by the California

Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that PRC Section 21082.3(c) contains provisions

specific to confidentiality.

Generally, the term ‘cultural resources’ describes property types such as prehistoric and historical

archaeological sites, buildings, bridges, roadways, and tribal cultural resources. As defined by

CEQA, historical resources include sites, structures, objects, or districts that may have historical,

prehistoric, architectural, archaeological, cultural, or scientific importance. Such resources are

eligble for listing in the CaLfonia Register of Historic Resources by the State Hstorical Resources

Commission. The ci:y of Harford has tHee (3) buidtigs listed on the National Register oT Historic

Places: Hanford Carnegie Library, Kings County Courthouse, and Taoist Temple.

The City of Hanford conducted tribal consultation pursuant to AB 52 and SB 18. In response, the

Cty received pre-consultation from :he Santa Rosa Ranclera Tachi Yokut Tribe. The Tribe

requested that an archeological survey be conducted in addition to a California Historical

Resources Information System (CHRIS) search and Sacred Lands File (SLF) search with the Native

American Heritage Commission (NAHC). In addition, the Tribe has requested the following

Mitigation Measures (MM) to be incorporated with the proposed Project:

MM CR-i. If cultural resources are discovered during construction or related activities, all

work shall be halted and a qualified archeologist and the City of Hanford shall be notified.

The find shall be properly investigated and appropriate measures shall be taken before

construction may continue.

MM cR-2. Prior to ground disturbing activities, construction stoff sholf receive a culturol

presentation by the Santa Rosa Roncherio regarding cultural resources and lows and

regulations for the discovery of cultural resources and humon remains.

MM CR-3. A Native American monitor shall be present for ground disturbing activities.

0
on’ OF HANFORD — Lennar Resldentlai Subdivision I 120



INITIAL STUDY / M1TIGA FED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

PUBLIC DRAFT

NOV EMBER 2021 Re nrc,, I ared February 2022 Revised March 2022

MM CR-4. A Burial Treatment Plan shall be signed by the applicant/property owner prior to

any earth disturbing activities.

MM CR-S. A curation agreement shall be signed with the Santa Rosa Rancheria.

CHRIS Record Search

The Southern San Joaquin Information Center (SSiIC) conducted a California Historical Resources

Information System (CHRIS) Record Search for the Project site and surrounding area (05-mile

rad:us, “Project Area”) on September 13, 2021 (Confidential). The results indicate that the Project
Area had been partly surveyed p’eviously and that one (1) cultural resource, the hstohc Last

Chance Ditch (CA-KIN-191H) crossed znrough it. Based on the map provded, :‘ne cul:ural resource

is not located on the Project site.

SLF NAHC Record Search

A NAHSC Sacred Lands Files search was conducted on October 4, 2021. The search results were

negative and did not indicate any known sacred sites or tribal cultural resources within the Project

Area.

Phase / Survey

A Phase I cultural resources survey for the Project area was conducted by ASM Affiliates on

September 14. 2021. The report is confidential and s therefore not provided in this initial study;

however, results are incorporated herein. No historical or archaeological resources of any kind

were discovered within the Project Area. In addition, the previously recorded historical Last

Chance Ditch was found to be abandoned and filled-in. Based on the proximity of the Project site

to the Last Chance Ditch, the survey consders the site to be archaeologica!ly sensitive. Fo owing

the suggestions of the Santa Rosa Ranchela Tachi Yokut Tribe, the survey recommends the

afoementioned mitigation measures.

4.18.2 Impact Assessment

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural

resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,

cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the

landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe,

and that is:

a) Listed or eligible far listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local

register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or
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Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 4. •, the Project site does not contain any Q
property or site features that are eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Sources,

0-in a local register of historical resouces as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(K). Nevertheless, there

is some possibiVty that a non-visibie, buried s’te may exist and may be uncoveed during gourd

dis:ubing construction activities whicn would constitute a significant rrpact, Hanford General

PIar Policy 049 imposes measures to mitigate wher resources are uncoveced durng construct;on.

In addition, mitigation measures MM CR-I to MM CR-S requested by Santa Rosa Rancheria are

incorporated herein to mitigate for potentia subsurface cult•jral resources and human remains.

Therefore, if any human remains were discovered, implementation of related regulations and

mitigation measures would reduce the Project’s impact to less than significant. Thus, if such

resources were discovered, implementation of the required condition would reduce the impact to

less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial

evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) af Public

Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criterio set forth in subdivision (c) of Public

Resource Code Section 5024.1. the lead agency shall consider the significance of the

resource to a California Native American tribe.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site has no: been deteemined by tne City to be a

sgnificart resource pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 and to-date, no substantial

information has been provided to the city to indicate otherwise. According to the NAHC records,

no sacred sites or trbai cultura resources are known in or near the study area. Further, the Project

site, inciusve of site :eatures is not Isted in the Calfornia Register of Historical SoUrces. However,

there ;s some possibility that a non-visible, ouried site may exist and may be uncovered during

ground disturbing construction activities which would constitute a significant impact. Hanford

General Plan Policy 049 imposes measures to mitigate when resources are uncovered during

construction. In addition, mitigation measures MM CR-I to MM CR-S requested by Santa Rosa

Rancheria are incorporated herein to mitigate for potential subsurface cultural resources and

human remains. Therefore, if any human remains were discovered, implementation of related

regulations and mitigation measures would reduce the Project’s impact to less than significant.

Thus, if such resources were discovered, implementation of the required condition would reduce

the impact to less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

4.18.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.

0
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4.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less than
Potentially . . Less than

Significant with . No
Would the project: Significant . . . Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

Incorporated

a) Require or result in the relocation or

construction of new or expanded

water, wastewater treatment or

storm water drainage, electric

power, natural gas, or X

telecommunications facilities, the

construction or relocation of which

could cause significant

environmertal effect?

b) Have sufficient water supplies

available to serve the project ard

reasonably foreseeable future X

development du’lng normal, dry

and multiole dry years?

c) Result in a determination by the

wastewater treatment provider,

which serves or may serve the

project that it has adequate X

capacity to serve the project’s

projected demand in addition to the

provider’s existing commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of

state or local standards, or in excess

of the capacity of loca!

infrastructure, or otherw:se impair

the att&nment of solid waste

reduction goals?

e) Comply wtb federal, state, and

local management and reduction

statutes and regulations related to

solid waste?
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4.19.1 Environmental Setting

The Project site is within city limits and thus, wiU be required to connect to water, sewer,

stormwater, and was:ewater services. Natural gas, eectricity, and teecommunications are

nrovded by private companies. Each utlity system is described beow. Overall, the review of the

Project oy tne Cty and responsible agencies indicates that tre Project would not require or result

ir the relocation or corstruction of new or expanded facilities and as such, would not cause

signticant environmertal effects.

Water

The City of Hanford’s water supply system is a groundwater system. The city is located within the

Tulare Lake Hydrologic Region and is within the Tulare Lake Groundwater Subbasin which

transmits, filters, and stores water from the main San .Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin. The

system consists of 14 groundwater wells, three (3) storage reservoirs, distribution mains, and fire

hydrants. The system does not use surface water. Groundwater is recharged by rain and snowfall

in addition to percolation from storm water basins, local waterways, and agricultural irrigation.

The Project would include installation of a 12-inch water main along Grangeville Boulevard to

connect to the existing water main in addition to eight (8)-inch water mains throughout the

subdivision. Each unit will connect to the City’s water system through installation of meters.

Wastewater

The City of Hanford wastewater system Drovides for teatment, disposa, and reuse of effluent,

which meets all of the state’s discharge requirements for the city. The wastewater system conssts

of a treatment plant and 22 sanitary sewer lift stations located throughout the city. The treatment

facility has a capacity of 8.0 million gallons per day and is located south of Houston Avenue and

east of 11th Avenue. The City’s wastewater system also pursues water conservation strategies to

ensure long-term reuse of treated disinfected wastewater to reduce the need for groundwater.

Solid Waste

Solid waste in the city is collected by a private contractor, Kings Waste Recycling Authority (KWRA).

Refuse is sorted at the KWRA facility to recover recyclable materials before being hauled to the

landfills in Kettleman Hills. For single-family residential customers, the City has instituted a

greenwaste collecton mixed recycle coilection program.

Storm water

The existing drainage infrastructure within the City of Hanford’s Stormwater Management

Program include natura drainage channels, retention basns, natural vegetation, piping, and pump
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stations. There are some areas where storm drainage is controlled by drainage inlets and
underground structures. The system consists of 30 pump stations, 57 miles of pipeline, and 220

acres of drainage basins and drainage ditches.

Natural Gas and Electricity

PG&E and Southern California Edison Company are the natural gas and electrc servce providers
or the area, incrementally expards and updates its service system as needed to serve its users.

Consultation Received: Consultation was received from PG&E on July 27, 2021 with inormaton

and requirements as it related to Gas facilites and Electric facili:ies. Such requirements shah be
incorporated in the Project’s Conditions of Approval.

Telecor nications

Accordingly, telecommunications providers in the area (AT&T and Comcast) incrementally expand

and update their service systems in response to usage and demand.

Consultation Received: Consultation was received from Michael Wilson with AT&T on July 23,
2021, which stated, “new subdivision to feed fiber in joint trench. AT&T will provide redlines to

developer. Any relocation conditions should be relayed to me by developer or city (Grongeville

aerial-to-aerial, I expect).” Such requirements shall be incorporated in the Project’s Conditions of

Approval.

4.19.2 impact Assessment

a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater

treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications

facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental

effects?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project ste is witnin city limits and thus, will be required to

connect to water, stormwater, solid waste, and wastewater services. Natural gas, electricity, and
telecommunications a’e provided by private comoanies. The C:ty and responsible agencies have

reviewed the Project to determine adequate capacity in these systems and ensure compliance

with applicable connection requHements. In additior to connectons to wate’, stormwate-, sold

waste, and wastewater services, the Project wIl be served by the anpropriate natural gas,
electricity, and telecommunications providers for the Project area. Overall, the review of the
Project by the City and responsible agencies indicates that the Project would not require or result

in the relocation or construction of new or expanded facilities and as such, would not cause
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significant environmental effects. Through compliance with the applicable connection

requirements, a less than significant impact would occur as a result of the Project.

b) Hove sufficient water supplies oval/able to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable

future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

Less than Significant Impact. As dscussed in detail in Section 4. , the City’s long-term water

resource planning is addressed in the City’s 2015 UWMP and the 2017 WSMP. Accordng to these

plans, the City’s per capita consumptIon has generally remained unchanged in recent history (2000

to 2015), with a slight decrease from 2012-2015 due to the drought and water shortage measures.

The City predicts that the water shortage contingency measures and continued installation of

water service meters will result in a continued downward trend in water use.

In addition, the plans indicate the City uses groundwater wells as the sole source of supply. As

such, groundwater should be viewed as a sustainable resource. As of 2017, there are 14 active

groundwater wells with a rated supply of approximately 34.9 million gallons per day (mgd) that

may increase or decrease in efficiency ratings as groundwater levels fluctuate and/or recover. To

account for these fluctuations, the plans recommend that the City monitor well efficiencies on a

frequent basis to adequately manage the groundwater supply. In the case of persistent droughts,

it may therefore be recessary for the City to construct additional wells to maintain adequate

supply capacity. Based on the buildout water suply ‘equremen:s, the zlans recommend the Q
construction of 11 new groundwater wells including Main-W2 to be located at Centennial Drive

approximately 2,600 ft. north of Grangevile Boulevard, west of the Project site.

Because the Project has been previously accounted for and analyzed wthin the General Plan, it

can be presumed that the existing and planned water distribution system and supplies should be

adequate to serve the Project during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. In addition, adherence

to connection requirements and recommendations pursuant to the City’s water supply planning

efforts (i.e., compliance with California Plumbing Code, efficient appliances, efficient landscaping,

etc.) should not negatively impact the City’s water provision. For these reasons, a less than

significant impact would occur as a result of the Project.

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may

serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand

in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

Less than Significant Impact. The Cty o’ Hanford WastewaterT-eatmen: Plant (WWTP) is the city’s

facility forteeatment, disposal, and reuse of wastewater for resdentia, commercia, and industrial

accounts. As previously mentioned, the Project is consistent with the planned land use designation

previously accounted for in the Genera: Plan. The wastewatee impacts for the Project were

evauated by the City Engireer to ensure compliance with the City’s wastewater treatment 0
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requirements and capacity. Based on the City’s review, the Project has adequate capacity based

on the estimated sewage collection and treatment demand. In particular, the Project will install

eight (8)-inch sewer main along “A Street” to (IL Street” and Malone Street. For these reasons, the

Project would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements such that a new faci ity would be
required, nor would the existing WWIP Facility need to be expanded. As such, the Project wou d

nave a less than sigr.ficant impact.

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

Less than Significant Impact. Project construction as well as future residences vi II be seved Dy tie

City’s contracted waste hauler and would be required to comply wth HMC Chapter 13.12 Solid

Waste Collection and Disposal, which outlines requirements and specifications for solid waste
collection. In addition, the General Plan outlines goals and policies for source reduction and
recycling:

Goal P5: Adequate solid waste disposal capacity to meet existing and future demands.

Goal P6: Continued waste stream reduction through education, recycling and other means.

Policy P27 Recycling Programs. Participate in and encourage waste diversion and recycling

programs and efforts.

Policy P28 Kings Waster Recycling Authority. Participate as a member and support the Kings

Waste Recycling Authority.

Compliance with these measures and policies would serve to reduce impacts of solid waste by
promoting reguia co1,lection and encouraging the recycling of materials. For this reason, the

Project would have a less than significant impact.

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and

regulations related to solid waste?

Less than Significant Impact. As described under cterion d) above, Project activities that ge9erate

solid waste would be handled, transported, and disposed of in accordance with all app cable

statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Therefore, a less than significant mpact would

occur as a result of the Proect.

4.19.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision I 127



INITIAL STUDY I MITIGATED NEGA FIvE DECLARATIDN

PUBLIC DRAFT

NDVEMBER 2021 Recirculated February 2D22 Revised March 2D22

4.20 WILDFIRE

4.20.1 Environmental Setting

fl
‘V

The Hanford Fire Department provides emergency and fire protection services within the city

limits of Hanford. Emergency services provided by the Fire Department include technical rescue,

hazardous materials response, emergency medical services, and emergency disaster

management. Station 1, located at 350W. Grangeville Boulevard provides service north of SR 198,

wnile Station 2 at 10553 Houston Avenue provides south of SR 198. The Project site is located

no’th of SR 198 and therefore would be served by Station 1.

0

V ocated in or near state responsibili:y
or lands classified as very high tire
hazard severity zones, Would the

project:

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less than
Significant with

Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant

Impact

No
Impact

0

0

a)
Substantially imoar an adopted
emergency response plan or X
emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and
other factors, exacerbate wildfire
risks, and thereby expose project
occupants to pollutant X

concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?

c)
Require the installation or
maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
ureaks, emergercy water sources, x
Dower lines or other utQities) that
may exacerbate fire risk or that
may result in temporary or ongoing
impacts to the environment?

d) Expose people o’ structures to
signi9cant risks, including
downsiope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of
runoff, post-fire slope instability,
or_drainage_changes?
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The Project site is located on a relatively flat property within the city limits planned for residential

use. Further, the Project site is not identified by the California Department of Forestry and Fire

Protection (Cal FVe) or the Cty of Hanford as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ);
rather, the ste is wthin a Local Responsibility Area (LRA) as defined by Cal Fre and is corsidered

ar area of low fve risk.32 Lastiy, the Project has beer reviewed by the City and the Hanford Fire

Department and is required to be developed and operate in compliance with all regulations of the

current California Fire Code.

4.20.2 Impact Assessment

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

No Impact. The Project would not substantially impair access to the existing roadway network.

Safe and convenient vehicular and pedestrian circulation would be provided in addition to

adequate access for emergency vehicles. Circulation and emergency vehicle access have been
reviewed by the City and it has been determined that the Project would be suitable for such

circulation and access. Therefore, the Project would not substantially impair any emergency

response plan and no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

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

No Impact. The Project site is located on a relatively flat property with minimal slope and is not in

an area that is subject to strong prevailing winds or other factors that would exacerbate wildfire

risks. Further, the site is not identified by Cal Fire or the City as a VHFHSZ. Therefore, no impact
would occur because of the Project.

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

No Impact. The Project is located within city ‘imits in an area wth existing and Dlanned

development, including residen:ia, educationa, and ecreatonal uses. As a result of ongoing

development, infrastructure such as mads and utilities has been instaled and maintained

32 cal Fire, “FHSZ Viewer.” Accessed on October 12, 2021, https://egis.fire.ca.gov/FFISZ/
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accordingly. The Project itself will result in further installation and maintenance of new (,
infrastructure that has been reviewed and/or conditioned by the City. Through compliance with

c:ty standards and regulations for public nealth, safety, and welfare, such infrastructure would rot

exacerbate fire risk or resut in temporary or ongoing impacts to the envtonment and no impact

woud occur as a result of the Project.

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downs/ape or downstream

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

changes?

No Impact. The Project site is located on a relatively flat property with minimal slope and is not

subject to downslope, downstream flooding, or landslides. Therefore, the Project would not

expose people or structures to significant risks and no impact would occur as a result of the

Project.

4.20.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.

0

0
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4.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less than
Potentially . . . Less than

Significant with . No
Would the project: Significant . . . Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact

Incorporated

a) Does the project have the

potential to degrade the quality of

the environment, substantially

reduce the habitat of a fish or

wildlife species, cause a fish or

wildlife population to drop below

self-sustaining levels, threaten to x
eliminate a plant or animal

community, educe the number or

restrict the range of a rare or

endangered p ant or animal or

eliminate impotant examples of

the major periods o’ California

history or prebistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that

are individually limited, but

cumulatively considerable?

(“Cumulatively considerable”

means that the incremental effects

of a project are considerable when

viewed in connection with the

effects of past projects, the effects

of other current projects, and the

effects of probable future

projects)?

c) Does the project have

environmental effects which will

cause substant’al adverse effects

on hjman beings, either directly or

indirectly?

x
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4.21.1 Impact Assessment

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the

environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or

wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or

animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of an

endongered, rare, or threatened species, or eliminate important examples of the major

periods of California history or prehistory?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The analyses of environmental issues

contained in this Initial Study indicate that the Project is not expected to have substantial impact

on the environment or on any resources identified in the Initial Study. Standard requirements that

will be implemented through the tentative subdivision map and lot line adjustment review process

and the various mitigation measures have been incorporated herein reduce all potentially

significant impacts to less than significant. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant

impact.

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively

considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a

project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the

effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

Less than Significant Impact. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(i) states that a Lead Agency shall

consider whether the cumulative impact of a project is significant and whether the effects of the

project are cumuatively corsiderable. The assessment of the significance of toe cumulative ef’ects

of a pmject must, the-efoe, be conducted in connection witn the effects of past projects, other

current projects, and probable future projects. Due to the nature of the project and consistency

with environmental policies, incremental contributions to impacts are considered less than

cumulatively considerable. All project-related impacts were determined to be less than significant.

The Project would not contribute substantially to adverse cumulative conditions, or create any

substantial indirect impacts (i.e., increase in population could lead to an increased need for

housing, increase in traffic, air pollutants, etc.). As such, Project impacts are not considered to be

cumulatively considerable given the insignificance of project-induced impacts. The impact is

therefore less than significant.

c) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects

an human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less than Significant Impact. The analyses of ervironmental issues contained in this lrita Study

indicate that tne project is not expected to have substartia! impact on humar bengs, either

direct y or md Vectiy. Standard requirements and conditions have been incorpoa:ed in the project
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to reduce all potentially significant impacts to less than significant. Therefore, the Project would
have a less than significant impact.
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S MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

a
‘V

This mitigation measure monitoring and reporting checklist was prepared pursuant to California [nvironmentat Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines

Section 15097 and Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code (PRC). The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program includes project-specific

mitigation measures in the 2035 Hanford General Plan Update LIR (“ElF” noted before each mitigation measui e) and mitigation measures identified

in the Initial Study.

The rifling of implemert ng each mitigatior ir.easu’e is idertfied in in the checklist, as well as dentVies tie ertity responso e for ye’ ‘yirg that :ne

flit gation measures applied to a project are ce’”crmed P’oject asplicants are responsible fo’ providing cv dence that mitigation measures are

implemented. As lead agency, the City of Hanford is responsible forverifying that mitigation is performed/rompleted.
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Verification of
Method of Timing of Responsible for

Mitigation Measures
Verification Verification Verification

Completion

Date Initials

Agriculture

MM AG-a. The Project shall comply with HMC Section Verify During site Developer to

16.40.110 Right to Farm, sub-section (E) Disclosure and
compliance plan review provide (or

Recordation Requirements, “all approvals for
process comply), City of

improvement or development of property including
Hanford to

without limitation application for rezonings, land
verify.

divisions, zoning permits, and residential building

permits, on property in the cityof ‘Hanford wi:’iin one (1)

“nite of the citys j’ban I mit inc. sha I include a conditon

that notce and disc osure of this ag’icu’ltural land use

solcy be gver by the app’cant, or the owner if di’ferent

from the applcant. The apo icant, or owne’ if different

from tne applicant, shal also acsnow ecge the contents

of the notice and disclosure, which includes a description
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of the property the notice and discosurepertainsto, in

the Of’icia Recorcso’ the K:ngs County Recorde,and

reco’cedat tI-c anal can’.s own expe’se.Tie Hanford

CornmunityDevelopmentDepartmentis rescorisbiefor

carrying out the notice, disclosure, and recordation

requiredby the HMC.

Air Quality

EIR MM 4.3-1: AppropriateSiting of SensitiveReceptors

The City of Hanford shall requireresidentialdevelopment

projectsand projectscategorizedas sensitivereceptors

to be located an adequatedistancefrom existing and

potential sourcesof toxic emissionssuch as freeways,

major arterials, industrial sites, and hazardousmaterial

locations.In addition, the City of Hanford should require

new air pollution point sourcessuch as, but not limited

to, industrial, manufacturing,and processingfacilities to

be located an adequatedistancefrom residentialareas

and othersensitivereceptors(seetable below).

Recommendationson Siting New SensitiveLand

UsesSuchAs Residences,,Schools,DaycareCenters,

Playgrounds,or Medical Facilities

SourceCategory Advisory Recommendations

Avoid siting new sensitveand

usesw: n n 500 feet of a

freeway,u-ban roadswith

a
‘V

Verify During site

compliance plan review

process

Developer

provide
comply),

[Hanford

verify.

to

(or

City of

to

reewaysand High

TrafFc Roads
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