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NOTE TO READER:

This Initial Study/MND was originally circulated from November 19, 2021, to December 9, 2021,
and is being recirculated pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5 RECIRCULATION OF A
MEGATIVE DECLARATION PRIOR TO ADOPTION. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15073.5:

{a) A lead agency is required to recirculate a negative declaration when the document must
be substantially revised after public notice of its availability has previously been given
pursuant to Section 15072, but prior to its adoption. Notice of recirculation shall comply
with Section 15072 and 15073.

{(b) A “substantial revision” of the negative declaration shalfl 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, or

{2) The lead agency determines that the proposed mitigation measures or project revisions
will not 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 addition, modifications have been made to this document in conformance to CEQA Guidelines
section 15073.5(c}) in response to a letter received from the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife dated March 4, 2022. The general response is provided below, with a more detailed
response provided in Section 4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES.

Response

The Notice of Intent to adopt a Mitigated 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 Res:dential Subdwision | 7
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Fhese responses consist of clarifications and substitution of more effective mitigation measures and
are not “substantial revisions” as outlined in Section 15073.5, and thus do not require
recirculation. Specifically, section 15073.5(c} of the CEQA Guidelines provides 4 separate
circumstances where recirculation is not required; this Project qualifies 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 {IS/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
DECLARATION.

(a) As a result of the public review process for a proposed mitigated negative declaration,
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.

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 with a hearing on Vesting 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 included in the Planning Commission Resolution for the
proposed project. The modified mitigation measures have been proposed by a
qualified biologist and based on a field survey and are thus, more effective than
the origina! mitigation measures.

(¢} No recirculation of the proposed mitigated negative declaration pursuant to Section
15072 is required where the new mitigation measures are made 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
significant effect to at least the same degree as, or to a greater degree than, the original
measure and will create no more adverse effect of its own than would have 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 biologist and based on a field
survey.

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

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision | @
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1 INTRODUCTION

Precision Civil Engineering, Inc. {(PCE) has prepared this iInitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
(IS/MND) on behalf of City of Hanford (City) to address the environmental effects of the proposed Lennar
Residential Subdivision (Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 934; Lot Line Adjustment 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 Hanford is the Lead Agency for this proposed
Project. The site and the proposed Project are described in detail in Section 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION.

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 (EIR) 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 fead agency finds that there is no substantial evidence in light of the whole record that the project
may have a significant effect on the environment. An ND is a written statement describing the reasons
why a proposed Project, not otherwise exempt from CEQA, would not have a significant effect on the
environment and, therefore, why it would not require the preparation of an EIR {CEQA Guidelines Section
15371). According to 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, that the
proposed Project may have a significant effect on the environment, or

b. The IS identified potentially significant effects, but:

1. Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed 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 whole record before the agency, that the proposed
Project as revised may have a significant effect on the environment.

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision | 10
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This IS/MND contains five chapters plus appendices. SECTION 1 INTRODUCTION provides bases of the
IS/MND’s regulatory information and an overview of the proposed Project. SECTION 2 PROJECT
DESCRIPTION provides a detailed description of proposed Project components. SECTION 3
DETERMINATION concludes that the Initial Study is a mitigated negative declaration, 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 environmental analyses for all impact areas
and the mandatory findings of significance. A brief discussion of the reasons why the Project impact is
anticipated to be potentially significant, less than significant 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 VMT Analysis, and Pre-Consultation
Letters, and CDFW Comment Letter and Response are provided as Appendix A, Appendix B, Appendix C,
and Appendix D respectively, at the end of this document,

* Consultation from Renee Creech with the Hanford Joint Union High School District on July 26, 2021
e Consultation from Chad Curran with Pacific Gas and Electric Company on July 27, 2021

e Consultation from Michael Wilson with AT&T on July 23, 2021

e Consultation from Oscar Gonzalez with Kings Area Rural Transit (KART} on July 29, 2021

e Consultation from the SIVAPCD on August 11, 2021

e Consultation from the Hanford Fire Department on Cctober 14, 2021

* Consultation from the Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut Tribe on July 27, 2021

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

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision ] 11
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This section describes the components of the proposed Project in more detail, including project location,
project objectives, and required project approvals.

Lennar Residential Subdivision {Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 934; Lot Line Adjustment No. 2021-05)

City of Hanford
317 N. Douty Street
Hanford, CA 93230
Lead Agency Applicant
Gabrielle de Silva Myers Lennar Homes of California, Inc.
Senior Planner 8080 N Palm, Suite #110
(559) 585-2578 Fresno, CA93711

Precision Civil Engineering
1234 O Street
Fresno, CA 93721

The proposed Project is located in the southeastern area of the city of Hanford, California on the southeast
corner of 13t Avenue and Grangeville 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
site is identified as APNs 009-050-01, 009-050-02, 009-050-03, and 009-050-04 of Kings County and is a
portion of Section 27, Township 18 South, Range 21 East, Mount Diablo Base and Meridian.

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision [ 12
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The centroid of the Project area is 36.34129960049618, -119.68891697174561.

The Project site has a General Plan land use designation of Low Density Residential (Figure 2-2). In
accordance with the 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) du/ac. According to the General Plan
Land Use Policy L31, 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-family lots with the density of 4.52 du/ac and a minimum lot size of 5,000 sf.,
which is consistent with the General Plan.

The Project site is in the R-L-5 Low-Density Residential Zone District (Figure 2-3). The City of Hanford
Municipal Code (HMC) allows residential uses, such as single-family dwellings, supportive housing,
transitional housing, and residential care facilities, in the R-L-5 zone. Other permitted uses are day cares,
park or playgrounds, public schools, and storm drainage basins. The development standards for the R-L-5
Zone District and the dimensions for the proposed Project are outlined in

Table 2-1 R-L-5 Development Standards

R-L-5 Development Standards Proposed Project
Lot Area {minimum) | 5,0005sf. 5,000 sf. (average: 6,403 sf.)
Lot Dimensions (minimum)
Lot Frontage 40 feet (ft.) 43 ft.
. Interior 50 ft. 50 ft.
S Corner 60 ft. 60 ft.
Lot Depth 90 ft. 99 ft,
Setbacks front 15 ft. 15 ft.
rear 15 ft. 15 ft.
side 5 ft. {interior), 10 ft. {property line} |5 ft. (interior} and 10 ft.
(property line)
Distance between structures {minimum) | 10 ft. 10 ft.
Maximum Height 35 ft. 35 ft.
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The proposed 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 development
in the city of Hanford. The Project would allow for the construction of a residential subdivision that
consists of 161 single-family lots {4.52 du/ac) to occupy approximately 36.48-acres located on the
southeast corner of 13" Avenue and Grangeville Boulevard in Hanford, CA (APNs 009-050-01, 009-050-
02, 009-050-03, and 009-050-04). The minimum proposed lot is 5,000 sf. and the average lot area is 6,403
sf. The Project also proposes a 1.53-acre outlot {Qutlot A} for an onsite stormwater drainage basin.

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 soil 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 herbaceous 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 not protected and will be removed.

Historically, the Project site and vicinity have been designated and operated as agricultural land.
Grangeville Boulevard, a two (2)-lane east-west arterial forms the northerly Project site boundary and 13t
Avenue forms the westerly Project site boundary. As referenced in Table 2-2, the 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 zoned and planned for residential uses.
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Table 2-2 Existing Uses, General Plan Designations, and Zone Districts of Surrounding Properties

Direction
from the Existing Land Use Planned Land Use Zone District
Project site

North Vacant low Density  Residential, | R-L-5: Low Density Residential (5,000

Medium Density Residential st.), R-M: Medium Density Residential
South Agriculture and single- | Low Density Residential, Open [ R-L-5: Low Density Residential (5,000
family residential Space sf.), P-F: Public Facilities
East AgriFuIturfa anfi single Low Density Residential R-L-5: Low Density Residential (5,000
family residential sf.)
West Agriculture County - Agriculture County - Agriculture

The Project requires approval of Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 934 and Lot Line Adjustment No. 2021-
05. The Vesting Tentative Tract Map will allow for the subdivision of the site and the lot line adjustment
will adjust the property lines of affected parcels {APNs 009-050-01, 02, 03, and 04).

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 [ot line adjustment.

This section describes the overall components of the Project, such as the proposed buildings, landscape,
vehicle and pedestrian circulation, and utilities.

Demolition

Existing structures related to Northstar Veterinary Services Clinic in addition to trees and crops would be
subject to demaolition to accommodate the Project.

Site Layout and Elevations

As shown in Figure 2-4, the Project proposes the construction of 161 single-family lots {4.52 units per
acre) to occupy approximately 36.48-acres. The minimum proposed lot is 50-ft. by 100-ft., or 5,000 sf.,
and the average lot area is 6,403 sf. The Project also proposes one outlot for a stormwater drainage basin.
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Site Circulation and Parking

Grangeville Boulevard, a two (2)-lane east-west arterial forms the northerly Project site boundary and 13
Avenue, a two (2)-lane north-south major arterial forms the westerly Project site boundary. The primary
access points to the subdivision are proposed on Grangeville Boulevard at “I Street” (future local) and “J
Street” (future local). No access is proposed from 13" Avenue. The portions of Grangeville Boulevard and
13t 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 “Malone
Street” (existing and future locals). Local streets (60-ft. width) contained within the subdivision 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 (Cutlot A} for an onsite stormwater drainage basin.

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 issue permits prior to implementation of the Project
as listed below.

¢ Grading Permit

¢ Encroachment Permit

s Building Permit

* Sign Permit

¢ San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
e California Regional Water Quality Control Board

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision 20



Recirculated February 2022 Revised March 2022

The analysis of the Project throughout this Initial Study relied in part on the technical studies listed
below prepared for the Project, as well as other sources, including, but not limited to, Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 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 Analysis prepared by Peters Engineering Group. The
study and analysis were amended on January 28, 2022.

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

e 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 | 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, results are incorporated herein.

The State requires lead agencies to consider the potential effects of proposed projects and consuit
with California Native American tribes during the local planning process for the purpose of
protecting Traditional Tribal Cultural Resources through the California Environmental Quality Act
{CEQA} Guidelines. Pursuant to PRC Section 21080.3.1, the lead agency shall 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, or,
the lead agency, at its discretion, 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, California is home to 109 currently recognized Indian tribes. Tribes in California
currently have nearly 100 separate reservations or Rancherias

Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead 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
Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note that PRC Section 21082.3{c} contains provisions
specific to confidentiality.

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 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-1. If cultural resources are discovered during construction or refated activities, alf
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 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.

MM CR-4. A Burial Treatment Plan shall be signed by the applicant/property owner prior to
any earth disturbing activities.

MM CR-5. A curation agreement shall be signed with the Santa Rosa Rancheria.
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3 DETERMINATION

As indicated by the discussions of existing and baseline conditions, and impact analyses that follow
in this Chapter, environmental factors not checked below would have no impacts or less than
significant impacts resulting from the project. Environmental factors that are checked below
would have potentially significant impacts resulting from the project. Mitigation measures are
recommended for each of the potentially significant impacts that would reduce the impact to less
than significant.

[ Aesthetics [ Land Use Planning

[J Agriculture and Forestry Resources [0 Mineral Resources

O Air Quality O Noise

LJ Biological Resources [J Population and Housing

O Cultural Resources O Public Services

O Energy O Recreation

O Geology and Soils O Transportation

O3 Greenhouse Gas Emissions [J Tribal and Cultural Resources
O Hazards and Hazardous Materials O utilities and Service Systems
O Hydrology and Water Quality O wildfire

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

Potentially Significant Impact. This category is applicable if there is substantial evidence that an effect
may be significant, and no feasible mitigation measures can be identified to reduce impacts to a
less than significant level. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when
the determination is made, an EIR is required.

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
how they would reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from earlier
analyses may be cross-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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This category applies when a project would not create an impact in the specific
environmenta!l issue area. “No Impact” answers do not require a detailed explanation if they are
adequately supported by the information sources cited by the lead agency, which show that the
impact does not apply to the specific project (e.g., the project falls outside 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 analysis).

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 Forestry Resources {program and cumulative), Air Quality
{cumulative), Biological Resources (program and cumulative), Cultural Resources (program and
cumulative), Greenhouse Gases (cumulative), and Population and Housing {program and
cumulative) for the EIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21157.1 and California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines Section 15177, this Project has been evaluated with respect to each item on
the attached environmental checklist to determine whether this project may cause any additional
significant effect on the environment which was not previously examined 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 physical environment. The
information contained in the Project application and its related environmental assessment
application, responses to requests for comment, checklist, initial study narrative, and any
attachments thereto, combine to form a record indicating that an initial study has been completed
in compliance with the State CEQA Guidelines and the CEQA.
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All new development activity and many non-physical projects contribute directly or indirectly
toward cumulative impacts on the physical environment. It has been determined that the
incremental effect contributed 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 application 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 those identified in the
2035 General Plan Update EIR, and/or impacts which require mitigation measures not included in
the EIR Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. The completed environmental checklist
form indicates whether an impact is potentially significant, 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 EIR 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 EIR. Both
the EIR 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 significant adverse
effect on the environment.

On the basis of this initial evaluation (to be completed by the Lead Agency):

[J i find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

B | 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 project have been
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 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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O | find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An EIR is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[ 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and {b) have been 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
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4.1.1 Environmental Setting

The city of Hanford is located within Kings County in the San Joaquin Valley in central California in
an area that can be characterized as urban agricultural. The city is predominately flat with minimal
natural watercourses; no scenic vistas are identified by the Hanford General Plan. The Project site
is in the northwestern area of the city of Hanford, situated on the southeast corner of Grangeville
Boulevard and 13™ 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, educational, and recreational development. The property to the east of the Project
site is developed with an existing single-family residential subdivision that would be connected to
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 typical of residential development.

412 Impact Assessment

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

No Impact. The Hanford General Plan does not identify or designate scenic vistas within the City
or Sphere of Influence. In addition, the Project site does not contain any visual features or historic
resources as identified in the General Plan. As a result, the Project would not adversely affect
scenic vistas and no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

1 Caltrans. California State Scenic Highway System Map. Accessed on October 1, 2021,
https.//caltrans.maps.arcgis. com/apps/webappviewer/findex html?id=465dfd3d807c46cc8e8057116f1aacaa
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‘ b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock out-
croppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. According to the California State Scenic Highway Program, there are no officially
designated State Scenic Highways in the city of Hanford. The closest eligible scenic highway is a
portion of SR-198 that is approximately 15.5 miles from the Project site. As such, the proposed
Project would not damage scenic resources, including trees, rock out-croppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway and no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

¢) In non-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
evening hours either through interior lighting from windows or exterior lighting (e.g., street
lighting, parking lot lighting, landscape lighting, cars, and trucks). Development of the Project site
would incrementally increase the amount of light from streetlights, exterior lighting, and vehicular
headlights in addition to light and glare from construction 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 HMC, which contain specific,
enforceable requirements and/or restrictions intended to prevent light and glare impacts:

Q>

D. Generaf Outdoor Lighting Standards. The following requirements and standards shalf apply
in all 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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2.No lights or light fixtures shall flash, revolve, blink or otherwise resemble a traffic
control signal or operate in such a fashion to create a hazard for passing traffic.

3.Building mounted lighting fixtures shall be attached only to the walls of the building.
The top of a light fixture attached to a building wall shall not be higher than the top of
the building parapet or the top of the roof eave, whichever is fower.

4.Canopy 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 of freestanding 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. Fifty {50) feet in height when located in the RC regional commercial zone or
freestanding light fixtures for public outdoor recreational facilities.

E. Specific Outdoor Lighting Standards. in addition to the general outdoor lighting standards
stated in subsection D, the following additional requirements shalf apply to outdoor lighting
fixtures in the R-L, R-M, R-H, and OR zone districts:

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

adjacent grade at the base of the support for 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.
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{(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))?

d)

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

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

CITY OF HANFORD = Lennar Residential Subdivision

| 31



4.2.1 Environmental Setting

The Project site is located within the city limits of Hanford. The existing land use of the subject site
is agriculture; however, the site is pfanned for low-density residential uses and is within the R-L-5
Low Density Residential Zone District. The site does not contain forestry resources such as forest
land or timberland.

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
land 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 ogricultural production. This land 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 date.” According to the FMMP, California Important Farmland Finder, the Project
site is categorized as Prime Farmland, Semi-Agricultural and Rural Commercial Land, and Rural
Residential Land.?

The Hanford 2035 General Plan EIR, adopted April 15, 2017, contemplated the 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.?

 California Department of Conservation. (2018). California Important Farmland Finder. Accessed on October 1, 2021,
hitps.//maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/

* Council of the City of Hanford. (2017). Resolution of the certifying environmental impact report SCH no. SCH No.
2015041024. Statement of Overriding Caonsiderations.
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The California Land Conservation Act of 1965 (i.e., the Williamson Act) allows local governments
to enter contracts with private landowners to restrict parcels of land agricultural or open space
uses. Inreturn, property tax assessments of the restricted parcels are lower than full market value.
The Project site is not subject to the Williamson Act Contract.

4.22 Impact Assessment

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland, or Farmiand of Statewide Importance
(Farmiand), 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-1. The Project shall comply with HMC Section 16.40.110 Right to Farm, sub-section
(E) Disclosure and Recordation Requirements, “all approvals 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 applicant, shail
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
recordation required by the HMC.
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b} Inaccordance with the General Plan EIR, 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 or located within an area zoned for agricultural uses
and is not under Williamson Act contract. Thus, the Project would result in no impact.

¢) 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 of forest land or conversion of forest 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 nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use?

Less than Significant impact. The Project site is within 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 farmland to non-agricultural
was anticipated by and previously analyzed through the General Plan EIR. 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.

423 Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incorparate, 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.
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Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Conflict  with  or  obstruct
implementation of the applicable
air quality plan (e.g., by having
potential emissions of regulated
criterion pollutants which exceed
the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution
Contral Districts (SIVAPCD)
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?

Expose sensitive receptors 1o
substantial pollutant
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 Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Impact Assessment was prepared for the Project by VRPA
Technologies, Inc. on September 30, 2021. The report and supporting tables are provided in

. The environmental setting, methodology, 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 topological
conditions affecting air quality, and current 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 guality 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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The SIVAB 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. Cumulatively, counties within the Air Basin represent approximately
16 percent of the State's geographic area. The Air Basin is bordered by the Sierra Nevada
Mountains an the east (8,000 to 14,492 feet in elevation), the Coastal Range on the west (4,500
feet in elevation), and the Tehachapi Mountains on the south (9,000 feet elevation). The San
Joaquin Valley is open to the north extending to the Sacramento Valley Air Basin.

Kings County is located within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin [as determined by the California Air
Resources Board (CARB)). Air 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 SIVAB 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
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 SIVAB
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).

Hanford is located in one of the most polluted air basins in the country. Temperature inversions
can trap air within the Valley, thereby preventing the vertical dispersal of air pollutants. In addition
to topographic conditions, the local climate can also contribute to air quality problems. Climate in
Hanford is characterized by warm, dry summers and cool winters with significant Tule fog.

Ozone, classified as a “regional” pollutant, often afflicts areas downwind of the original source of
precursor emissions. Ozone can be easily transported by winds from a source area. Peak ozone
levels tend to be higher in the southern portion of the Valley, as the prevailing summer winds
sweep precursors downwind of northern source areas before concentrations peak. The separate
designations reflect the fact that ozone precursor transport depends on daily meteorological
conditions.
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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 that increase the likelihood of a climate conducive to high CO concentrations.

Precipitation and fog tend to reduce or limit some pollutant concentrations. Ozone needs sunlight
for its formation, and clouds and fog block the required radiation. CO is slightly water-soluble, so
precipitation and fog tends to “reduce” CO concentrations in the atmosphere. PM10 is somewhat
“washed” from the atmosphere with precipitation. Precipitation in the San Joaquin Valley is
strongly influenced by the position of the semi-permanent subtropical high-pressure belt located
off the Pacific coast. In the winter, this high- pressure system moves southward, allowing Pacific
storms to move through the San Joaquin Valley. These storms bring 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 Jeaquin 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
through 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 primarily to
the winter months with some also occurring in late summer and fall. Average annual rainfall for
the entire San Joaquin Valley is approximately 5 to 16 inches. Snowstorms, hailstorms, and ice
storms occur infrequently in the San Joaquin Valiey and severe occurrences of any of these are
very rare.

The winds and unstable air conditions experienced during the passage of storms result in periods
of low pollutant concentrations and excellent visibility. Between winter storms, high pressure and
light winds allow cold moist air to pool on the San Joaquin Valley 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
advection fog, generally occurs along the coast.

Conditions favorable to fog formation are also conditions favorable to high concentrations of CO
and PM10. Ozone levels are low during these periods because of the lack of sunlight to drive the
photochemical reaction. Maximum CO concentrations tend to occur on clear, cold nights when a
strong surface inversion is present and large numbers of fireplaces are in use. A secondary peak
in CO concentrations occurs during 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, however, can act as a sink for CO and nitrogen oxides (NOx), lowering
pollutant concentrations. At the same time, fog could help in the formation of secondary
particulates such as ammonium sulfate. These secondary particulates are believed to be a
significant contributor of winter season violations of the PM10 and PM2.5 standards.

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 SIVAB 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.},
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 SIVAB, 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 Joagquin 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 portions of regional gaseous and particulate
emissions. Local large employers such as industrial plants can also generate substantial regional
gaseous and particulate emissions. In addition, construction and agricultural activities can
generate significant temporary gaseous and particulate emissions (dust, ash, smoke, etc.).

Ozone is the result of a photochemical reaction between Oxides of nitrogen {NOx) and Reactive
Organic 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 Plan.
In addition, mobile sources contribute 26 percent of all the ROG emitted from sources within the
San Joaquin Valley.
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The principal factors that affect air quality in and around Hanford are:

1. The sink effect, climatic subsidence and temperature inversions and low wind speeds
2. Automobile and truck travel
3. increases in mabile and stationary pollutants generated by local urban growth

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,
industrial contaminants and their potential to produce various effects depend on the size and type
of industry, pollution controls, local topography, and meteorological conditions. Major sources of
industrial emissions in Kings County consist of agricultural production and processing operations.

The primary contributors of PM10 emissions in the San Joaquin Valley are farming activities (22%)
and road dust, both paved and unpaved (35%) in 2020 according to emission projections from the
CARB. Fugitive windblown dust from “open” fields contributed 14 percent of the PM10.

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: Consultation was received from the SIVAPCD on August 11, 2021. The
District offers comments regarding

1) Project Related Criteria Polfutant 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 Rufes and Regulations

Project related criteria pollutant emissions are addressed in the following assessment.

432 Impact Assessment

The impact assessment for air quality focuses on potential effects the Project might have on air
quality within the Hanford region. The SIVAPCD has established thresholds of significance for
determining environmental 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 SIVAPCD
significance criteria. The impacts to be evaluated will be those involving construction and
operational emissions of criteria pollutants. The SIVAPCD has established thresholds for certain
pollutants shown in Table 6.

Table 6
SIVAPCD Air Quality Thresholds of Significance

Otone Precursor Emissions {tons/year)

Project Type
Construction Emissions 100 10 10 27 15 15
lPermil?::;:t::r:leil:s::;\:slivilies) L Ll 10 27 15 15
(Non'Perr::::t;::l:::;::i:::nimies] e ) 10 27 15 15

Source: SIVAPCD 2020

CalEEMod is a statewide land use emissions computer model designed to provide a uniform
platform for government agencies, land use planners, and environmental professionals to quantify
potential criteria pollutant and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associated with both construction
and operations from a variety of land use projects. The model quantifies direct emissions from
construction and operations (including vehicle use), as well as indirect emissions, such as GHG
emissions from energy use, solid waste disposal, vegetation planting and/or removal, and water
use.
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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
quality analysis is necessary or desirable such as CEQA and NEPA documents, pre-project planning,
compliance with local air quality rules and regulations, etc.

Short-Term Impacts

Short-term impacts are mainly related to the construction phase of a project and are recognized
to be short in duration. Construction air quality impacts are generally attributable to dust and
exhaust pollutants generated by equipment and vehicles. Fugitive dust is emitted both during
construction activity and as a result of wind erosion over exposed earth surfaces. Clearing and
earth moving activities do comprise major sources of construction dust emissions, but traffic and
general disturbances of soil surfaces also generate significant dust emissions. Further, dust
generation is dependent on soil type and soil moisture. Exhaust pollutants are the non-useable
gaseous waste products produced during the combustion process. Engine exhaust contains CO,
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.

PM10 emissions can result from construction activities of the Project. The SIVAPCD has
determined that compliance with Regulation VIl and other control measures will constitute
sufficient mitigation to reduce PM10 impacts to a level considered less-than significant for most
development projects. Even with implementation of District Regulation VIl and District Rule 9510,
large development projects may not be able to reduce project specific construction impacts below
District thresholds of significance.

Ozone precursor emissions are also an impact of construction activities and can be quantified
through calculations. Numerous variables factored into estimating total construction emission
include: level of activity, length of construction period, number of pieces and types of equipment
in use, site characteristics, weather conditions, number of construction personnel, and amount of
materials to be transported onsite or offsite. Additional exhaust emissions would be associated
with the transport of workers and materials. Because the specific mix of construction equipment
is not presently known for this Project, construction emissions were estimated using CalEEMod
Model defaults for construction equipment.
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Table 7 shows the CalEEMod estimated construction emissions that would be generated from
construction of the Project. Results of the analysis show that emissions generated from
construction of the Project will not exceed the SJVAPCD emission thresholds.

Table 7
Project Construction Emissions {tons/year

\ o I No, | #OG 50, | Pm,

Project Conslruction Emissons {tons) 281 109 7% ool 066 0.34 497.88
SVAPCD Level of Sgruficance 100 10 10 27 15 15 None
Does the Project Exceed Standard? No No o No Mo No No

Sowce: CallEMod VRPA 2021

Long-Term Emissions

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 established for criteria pollutant emissions as documented in
Section 3.1. Operational emissions have been estimated for the Project using the CalEEMod
Model and detailed results are included in Appendix A,

Results of the CalEEMod analysis are shown in Table 8. Results indicate that the annual operational
emissions from the Project will be less than the SIVAPCD emission thresholds for criteria
pollutants.

Table 8
Project Operational Emissions (tons/year)

Summary Report | fxe]

Project Opeational Ermssions

SVAPCD Level of ugrubcance 100 10 10 27 15 15 None

Ooes the Project Exceed Standard? No No No No No No Ng

Source. CaltEMod. VRPA 2023

As noted previously, the Project will be subject to the SIVAPCD’s Regulation VIII-Fugitive PM10
Prohibitions. Regulation Vil is comprised of District Rules 8011 through 8081, which are designed
to reduce PM10 emissions (predominantly dust/dirt) generated by human activity, including
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construction and demolition activities, road construction, bulk materials storage, paved and
unpaved roads, carryout and track out, landfill operations, etc.

Localized Operational Emissions — Carbon Monoxide

The SIVAPCD 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 conditions.
Adjusted counts were then compared to the Modified HCM-Based Level of Service {LOS) Tables
{Florida Tables). Results of this analysis demonstrates that adjacent roadway segment will operate
at LOS ‘D’ or 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 SIVAPCD’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 quality (i.e., children, the elderly, and those with pre-existing serious health
problems affected by air quality). Land uses that have the greatest potential to attract these types
of sensitive receptors include schoois, parks, playgrounds, daycare centers, nursing homes,
hospitals, and residential communities. From a health risk perspective, the proposed Project is a
Type B project in that it may potentially place sensitive receptors in the vicinity of existing sources.
Type A projects would potentially place new toxic sources in the vicinity of existing receptors.
Considering the components of the Project and the Source Categories provided in Table 4, the
proposed Project is not a Type A project and would not place new toxic sources in the vicinity of
existing sources,
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TABLE 4
Recommendations on Siting New Sensitive Land Uses Such As Residences, Schools, Daycare
Centers, Playgrounds, or Medical Facilities*

SOURCE CATEGORY ADVORY RECOMMEN DA RONS

- Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within 500 feet of a freeway, urban roads with 100,000 vehicles/day,
or rural roads with 50,000 vehicles/day
- Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within 1,000 feet of a distribution center [that accommodates more
than 100 trucks per day, more Lhan 40 trucks with operating transpart refrigeration units (TRUs) per day, or
where TRUun t operations exceed 300 hours per week)

Freeways and High-Traffic Roads *

Distisbistion Centers

-Take into account the configuration of existing distribution centers and avoid locating residences and
other new sensitive land uses near entry and exit points I
- Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within 1,000 feet of a majar service and maintenance rall yard

Rail Yards
- Within one mile of a rail yard, consider possible sitinglimitations and mitigation agpioaches
P - Avoid siting of new sensitive land uses immed:ately downwind of ports in the most heavilyimpacted
_______ zones. Comsult bocat air districts or the AR8 on the status of pending analyses of health risks.
Refineries - Avoid siting new sensitive land uses immed:ately downwind of petroleurm refingries. Consult with local
air districts and other lecal agencies to determine an appropriate separation.
Chrome Platers - Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within 1,000 feet of a chrame plater

- Avold siting new sensitive land uses within 300 feet of any dry cleaning operation For operations with
two or more machines, provide 500 leet_Far aperations with 3 or more machines, consult with the locat air
Dry Cleaness Using Perchloroethylene |district

-Donot site new seniitive land uses inthe same building with perchloroethylene dry cleaning operations

- Avoid siting new sens:tive land uses within 300 feet of a large gas station {defined as a facility with a
Gasoline Dispensing Facilities throughgut of 3.6 million gallans per year or greater) A 50 foot separation is recommended for typical gas
d.spensing facilities

1: The recammendation to avpid siting new sensitive land uses within 500 feet of a freeway was identified in CARB's Air Quality and Land Use
Handbook published in 2005. CARB recently published a technical advisory 1o the Air Quatity and Land Use Handbook indicating that new research
has demonstrated promising sirategies to reduce pollution exposure alongiransportation corridors

The first step in evaluating the potential for impacts to sensitive receptors for TAC's from the
Project is to perform a screening level analysis. For Type B Projects, one type of screening tool 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

Typically, 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,
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anger, or anxiety) to physiological (e.g., circulatory and respiratory effects, nausea, vomiting, and
headache).

Quality and intensity are two properties present in any odor. The quality of an odor indicates the
nature of the smell experience. For instance, if a person describes an odor as flowery or sweet,
then the person is describing the quality of the odor. Intensity refers to the strength of the odor.
For example, a person may use the word “strong” to describe the intensity of an odor. Odor
intensity depends on the odorant concentration in the air.

When an odorous sample is progressively diluted, the odorant concentration decreases. As this
occurs, the odor intensity weakens and eventually becomes so low that the detection or
recognition of the odor is quite difficult. At some point during dilution, the concentration 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 SIVAPCD. Any project with the potential to frequently expose members of
the public to objectionable odors should be deemed to have a significant impact.

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

e 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 SIVAPCD has identified some common types of
facilities that have been known to produce odors in the SIV 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 be significant.

Localized Operational Emissions — Naturally Occurring Abestos (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 SIVAPCD’s Rule 8021. Compliance with Rule 8021 would limit fugitive dust
emissions from construction, demolition, excavation, extraction, and other earthmoving activities
associated with the Project.

The Project is subject to the SIVAPCD’s ISR program, which is also known as Rule 9510. Rule 9510
and the Administrative ISR Fee Rule (Rule 3180) are the result of state requirements outlined in
the California Health and Safety Code, Section 40604 and the State Implementation Plan (SIP}. The
purpose of the SIVAPCD's ISR program is to reduce emissions of NOx and PM10 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 SIVAPCD website, it was determined that
the Project’s total cost for emission reductions is $126,272.64 without implementation of emission
reduction measures. The ISR 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
plan (e.g., by having potential emissions of regulated criterion pollutants which exceed
the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control Districts (SIVAPCD) adopted thresholds for
these pollutants)?

Less than Significant Impact. The primary way of determining consistency with the air quality plan’s
(AQP’s) assumptions is determining consistency with the applicable General Plan to ensure that
the Project’s population density and land use are consistent with the growth assumptions used in
the AQPs 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 genera! plans to estimate future average
daily trips and then VMT, which are then provided to SIVAPCD to estimate future emissions in the
AQPs. Existing and future pollutant emissions computed in the AQP are based on land uses from
area general plans. AQPs detail the control measures and emission reductions required for
reaching attainment of the air standards.

The applicable General Plan for the project is the City of Hanford 2035 General Plan. 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
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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 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?

Less than Significant Impact. The Kings County area is nonattainment for Federal and State air
quality standards for ozone, in attainment of Federal standards and nonattainment for State
standards for PM10, and nonattainment for Federal and State standards for PM2.5. The SIVAPCD
has prepared the 2016 and 2013 Ozone Plans, 2007 PM10 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 PM10 Maintenance Plan, and 2012 PM2.5 Pian.

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. It
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 SIVAPCD has
established thresholds of significance for determining environmental significance which are
provided in Table 6.

As discussed above, results of the analysis show that emissions generated from construction and
operation of the Project will be less than the applicable SJ)VAPCD emission thresholds for criteria
pollutants. Therefore, no mitigation is needed.

¢) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less than Significant Impact. Sensitive receptors refer to those segments of the population most
susceptible to poor air quality (i.e., children, the elderly, and those with pre-existing serious health
problems affected by air quality). Land uses that have the greatest potential to attract these types
of sensitive receptors include schools, parks, playgrounds, daycare centers, 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
Project is to perform a screening level analysis. For Type B Projects, one type of screening tool 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. 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, Therefore, the Project will not expose
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations and any impacts would be less than
significant.

The annual emissions from the construction phase of the Project will be less than the applicable
SIVAPCD emission thresholds for criteria pollutants as shown in Table 7. Therefore, construction
emissions associated with the Project are considered less than significant.

Long-Term emissions from the Project are generated primarily by mobile source (vehicle)
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
sumrarizes the Project’'s operational impacts by pollutant. Results indicate that the annual
operational emissions from the Project will be less than the SIVAPCD emission thresholds for
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 SIVAPCD requires that an analysis of potential odor impacts be
conducted for the following two situations:

e 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

e Receivers —residential or other sensitive receptor projects or other projects built for the intent
of attracting people located near existing odor sources.

The intensity of an odor source’s operations and its proximity to sensitive receptors influences the
potential significance of odor emissions. The SIVAPCD has identified some common types 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 be significant. The Project will not
generate odorous emissions given the nature or characteristics of the Project.

Based on the assessment above, the Project will not generate potential odorous emissions or
attract receivers and other sensitive receptors near existing odor sources. Therefore, no
mitigation is needed.

4.3.3 Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incorporate, as applicable, the Air Quality related
mitigation measures as identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program dated
October 18, 2021.
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f)  Conflict with provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan.

4.4.1 Environmental Setting

Historically, the Project site and vicinity have been designated and operated as agricultural land.
In addition, the site contains existing residential and commercial structures. Therefore, the site
has been highly disturbed as a result of periodic grading, disking, 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.

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.*

The Project site is located in the Hanford Quad. The California Department of Fish and Wildlife's
Natural Diversity Database {CNDDB) indicates one {1) federally listed, state listed, or special-status
wildlife and plant species that have been observed in or near the Hanford Quad: San Joaquin kit
fox.> There are three (3) occurrences of the San Joaquin kit fox in the five (5)-mile radius from the
Project site:

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

4u.s. fish and Wildlife Service. Information and Planning Consultation Online System. Accessed on October 12, 2021,
https://ecos.fws pov/ipac/

*California Department of Fish and Wildlife. Biogeographic Information and Observation System. Accessed on October
4,2021, https://apps wildlife.ca. gov/bios/ ?tool=cnddbOuick

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision | 51



Recirculated February 20232 Revised March 2022

e #214: Aug 15, 2000, 3.54 miles southeast;
e #922:1971, 3.69 miles southeast.

The general habitat for the San Joaquin kit fox is annual grasslands or grassy open states with
scattered shrubby vegetation, and their micro habitat is loose-textured sandy soils for burrowing
and a suitable prey base.

A search of the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI} shows no federally 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. ® The NWI does identify a man-made “RSUBFx habitat” that
runs across Grangeville and turns south through the site’s center. The RSUBFx 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.

The General Plan identified endangered or threatened species potentially within the city include
the hoary bat, Swainson’s hawk, Western pond turtle, and San Joaquin kit fox. The Hanford
General Plan outlines policies related to the conservation of biological resources:

Goal 04 Protection of natural habitat and other biclogical 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 O35 Impacts from Development. Ensure that potential impacts to biological
resources and sensitive habitat are carefully evaluated when considering development
projects.

£ s Fish & Wildlife Service. National Wetlands Inventory. Accessed October 4, 2021,
httpsy//www fws govi/wetlands/data/Mapper. htmil
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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 drought-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 biclogical impacts to less than significant.
These EIR 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 measure is listed below.

EIR MM 4.4-1: 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 to 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 on a case-by-case basis, as needed:

e Prepare biological assessment(s) that include recommendations to reduce impacts to
special status species ond habitat(s), including avoidance, minimization, ond/or
mitigation measures.

e Perform preconstruction survey(s) for special status species to identify the potential for
construction-related impacts and need for avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation
measures.

if, after all avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures have been exhausted or are
determined to not be feasible, then new development would have to consuit with the applicable
wildlife agencies in order to determine how to compensate for 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 for the loss of habitat at an agreed
upon ratio with the applicable wildlife agency.
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Comment Letter from California Department of Fish and Wildlife

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (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 wildlife (biological
resources). Generally, the CDFW letter presents concerns that the Project could potentially impact
three (3) special-status species: the Swainson’s hawk, burrowing owl, and San Joaquin kit fox, as
well as potential impacts to nesting birds, The comment letter in-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 gualified 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 COFW letter. LOA’s recommended mitigation measures are incorporated
herein as clarification of the “EIR” mitigation measures described above.

442 Impact Assessment

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or requiations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or the
LL.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 SiKF would occur on the site, and highly
unlikely that the Project site has or would be utilized by the burrowing owl. The eucalyptus trees
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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, LOA recormmended the GP MMRP
mitigation 4.4-1 could be clarified and made more effective regarding Swainson’s hawk, San
Joaquin kit fox, burrowing owl, and nesting birds. As such, the following mitigation measures are
a substitution for EIR Mitigation Measure 4.4-1: Mitigation Recommendations to Reduce Impacts
to Special-status Species and Habitat(s).

Mitigation Measure MM BI0O-4.4-1.1: The Project shall implement the following measures to
mitigate for possible disturbance to Swainson’s hawks if they are nesting within 0.5 miles of the
Project site:

* Avoidance. If feasible, vegetation removal and initial grading of the Project site will occur
outside the Swainson’s hawk nesting season (March 1-September 15).

e Pre-construction Surveys. If vegetation removal and initial grading must occur between
March 1 and September 15, a qualified biologist will conduct pre-construction surveys for
Swainson’s hawk nests following the survey methodology developed by the Swainson’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 more than 10 days prior to the start of Project implementation.

e Establish Buffers. Should any active nests be discovered within 0.5 miles of proposed
construction zones, the biologist will identify o suitable construction-free buffer around the
nest. This buffer will be identified on 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 an active Swainson’s hawk nest, a qualified biologist will monitor the nest daily for
one week, and thereafter once a week, throughout the duration of construction activity.
Should the nature of construction activity significantly change, such that a higher level of
disturbance will be generated, monitoring will 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 Swainson’s hawks at the
nest site are no longer susceptible to deleterious disturbance.

* Nest Tree Replacement. In the unlikely event that @ SWHA nest tree is found on 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 BIO-4.4-1.2: The Project shall implement the following measures to
mitigate for loss of suitable habitat and impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox during ground-disturbing
activities of the Project site:
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e Pre-construction Surveys. Preconstruction surveys for the SIKF shall be conducted on and
within 200 feet of the project site, where accessible, within 30 days prior to the start of
ground disturbance activities on the site. The primary objective is to identify kit fox habitat
features (e.qg., potential dens and refugia) on and adjacent to the site and evaluate their
use by kit foxes.

e Avoidance. Should active kit fox dens be detected during preconstruction surveys, the
Sacramento Field Office of the USFWS and the Fresno Field Office of COFW will be notified.
A disturbance-free buffer will be established around the burrows in consultation with the
USFWS and CDFW, to be maintained until an agency-approved biologist has determined
that the burrows have been abandoned.

e Exclusion. If the kit fox does not abandon the burrow, then a den exclusion plan will be
developed in consultation with USFWS and CDFW. The exclusion plan would, at a minimum,
include the following elements.

o Kit fox 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 alf onsite 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-way doors to gain access to the dens.

o The one-way doors will be monitored for three days through the placement of
mation sensing cameras and daily review of the captured images by o qualified
biologist.

o Once the cameras show no more activity at a den site, the interior of the den will be
viewed through the use of a bore scope to ensure kit fox are absent from the dens.

o Once the den is determined vacant it will be plugged with sand bags and
immediately and carefully excavated following the USFWS Standardized
recommendations for protection of the endangered San Joaquin kit fox prior to or
during ground disturbance (USFWS 2011). The dens will be completely excavated,
backfilled, and compacted to prevent later use by kit foxes.

Mitigation Measure MM BIO-4.4-1.3: The Project shall implement the following measures to
mitigate for possibility that site conditions become slightly more favorable for burrowing owl prior
to the start of construction of the Project:

s Take Avoidance Survey. A take avoidance 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 on Burrowing
Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012). The survey area will include aoll suitable habitat on and within
200 feet of Project impact areas, where accessible.
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( * Avoidance of Active Nests and Roosts. If Project activities are undertaken during the
breeding season (February 1-August 31} and active nest burrows are identified within or
near Project impact areas, a 200-foot disturbance-free buffer will be established around
these burrows. During the non-breeding season (September 1-January 31), resident owls
occupying burrows in or near Project impact areas will be avoided through the
establishment of a 50-foot disturbance-free buffer or passively refocated to alternative
habitat as described below. Smaller buffer areas during the non-breeding season may be
implemented with the presence of a qualified biological monitor during all activities
occurring within 50 feet of occupied burrows. Buffers will remain in place for the duration

of Project activities occurring within the vicinity of burrowing ow! activity.

* Passive Relocation of Resident Owls. During the non-breeding season (September 1-January
31}, resident owls 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 burrows 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 ow!
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 BIO-4.4-1.4: The Project shall implement the following measures to
mitigate for loss 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 raptors and migratory birds, the Project wilf
be constructed, if feasible, from September 16th and January 31st, which is outside the
avian nesting season.

® Preconstruction Surveys. If Project activities must occur during the nesting season (February
1-September 15), a qualified biologist will conduct preconstruction 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,
for alf nesting raptors and migratory birds. If no active nests are found within the survey
areq, no further mitigation is required.

e FEstablish Buffers. Should any active nests be discovered near proposed work areas, no
disturbance buffers of 250 feet around active nests of non-listed bird species and 500 feet
around active nests of non-listed raptors will be established. If work needs to occur within
these no disturbance buffers, a qualified biologist will monitor the nest daily for one week,
and thereafter once a week, throughout the duration of construction activity. Should the
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nature of construction activity significantly change, such that a higher level of disturbance
will be generated, monitoring will 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 the nest site is no longer susceptible
to deleterious disturbance.

Consequently, while the site provides low suitability for habitat for any candidate, sensitive, or
special status species, more effective measures incorporated herein would 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 on 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.

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally 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 primary wetland indicators include hydrophytic vegetation,
hydric soils, and surface hydrology. The on-site topography consists of leveled agricultural land
containing single-family residences and commercial uses. In addition, there does not appear to be
ponds or standing water on the Project site. Further, the soils at the site are 100% of Nord
complex.” The characteristics of Nord complex are fine sandy loam or stratified sandy loam to
loam, O to 2 percent slopes, well drained, and very low runoff. The depth to water table is more

7 United States Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service. Web Soil Survey. Accessed on
October 4, 2021, https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/ WebSoilSurvey.aspx
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than 80 inches. The runoff class is low to medium. This soit type is not subject to annual flooding
or ponding. Lastly, 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. For these reasons,
it can be determined that the Project site would not result in any impact on state or federally
protected 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 native 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 corridars typically include vegetation and topography that facilitate the movements of
wild animals from one area of suitable habitat to another, in order to fulfill foraging, breeding, and
territorial needs. These corridors often provide cover and protection from predators that may be
lacking in surrounding habitats. Wildlife corridors generally include riparian zones and similar
linear expanses of contiguous habitat.

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 BIO-1.4 to
reduce potential impacts to less than significant. As a results, it can be determined that the Project
would have a less than significant impact with MM B/0-1.4 in place.

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

No Impact. The General Plan outlines policies related to the conservation of biological resources
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
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 site is within the PG&E San Joaquin Valley Operation and Maintenance
Habitat Conservation Plan {HCP). The HCP covers PG&E’s routine operations and maintenance
activities and minor new construction, on any PG&E gas and electrical transmission and
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 incorporate, as applicable, the Biological Resources
related mitigation measures as identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
dated March 2022.
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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.

The General Plan identifies policies on historic and cultural resources related to new development
including:

Policy 046 Archaeological Site Consultation. Consuft 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 inventory Southern
San Joaquin Valley at California State University, Bakersfield about potential cuftural 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.

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 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-1. If cultural resources are discovered during construction or related activities, all
work shalf 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 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.

MM CR-4. A Burial Treatment Plan shall be signed by the applicant/property owner prior to
any earth disturbing activities.

MM CR-5. A curation agreement shall be signed with the Santa Rosa Rancheria.

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
radius, “Project Area”) on September 13, 2021 {Confidential). The results indicate that the Project
Area had been partly surveyed previously and that one (1) cultural resource, the historic Last
Chance Ditch (CA-KIN-191H) crossed through it. Based on the map provided, the cultural resource
is not located on the Project site.

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision | 82



Rucirfulated February 2022 Revised March 202

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.

A Phase | 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, 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 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 15064.57

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 the 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 significant.
In addition, mitigation measures MM CR-1 to MM CR-5 are requested by Santa Rosa Rancheria
and are incorporated herein to mitigate for potential subsurface cultural resources. As a result,
the Project will have a less than significant impact with mitigation measures incorporated.

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-1 to MM
CR-5 are requested by Santa Rosa Rancheria and are incorporated herein to mitigate for potential
subsurface cultural resources. Thus, if such resources were discovered, implementation of the
required condition would reduce the impact to less than significant. As a result, the Project will
have a less than significant impact with mitigation measures incorporated.

¢) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal 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-1 to MM CR-5 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, impiementation of related regulations and mitigation
measures would 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 in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
dated October 18, 2021, including the mitigation measure identified above.
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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 violated existing energy standards, had 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 3 (Title 24, Parts
6 and 11) every three years as part of the California Code of Regulations. The standards were
established in 1978 in effort to reduce the state’s energy consumption. 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 conditioning, and
lighting.® The California (CALGreen), Part 11, Title 24, California

8 California Energy Commission. 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards. Accessed on September 17, 2021,
https:/fwww.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/building-energy-efficiency-standards/2019-building-
energy-efficiency

CITY OF HANFORD — Lennar Residential Subdivision | 65



A
Recirculated February 2021 Revised March 207232 "
Code of Regulations, was developed in 2007 to meet the state goals for reducing Greenhouse Gas
emissions pursuant to AB32. CALGreen covers five (5) categories: planning and design, energy
efficiency, water efficiency and conservation, material and resource efficiency, and indoor
environmental quality.® The 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards went into effect on January
1, 2020. Additionally, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) oversees air pollution control
efforts, regulations, and programs that contribute to reduction of energy consumption.
Compliance with these energy efficiency regulations and programs ensure that development will
not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy sources.

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.10

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 consumption in Hanford:

Policy 013 Solar Power Generation. Support and encourage solar generation facilities that support
residential, 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 that new development incorporate energy-
efficient design features for HVAC, lighting systems, and insulation that meet or exceed California
Code of Regulations Title 24.

¥ California Department of General Services, (2020), 2019 California Green Building Standards Code. Accessed on
October 4, 2021, https://codes.iccsafe.org/content/CGBC2019P3

1" State of California. {2008). Energy Action Plan 2008 Update. Accessed on October 4, 2021,
https://docs.cpuc ca gov/word odffREPORT/28715 pdf
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Policy 016 Vegetation to Conserve Energy. Encourage the use of native and drought tolerant shade
trees and vines on southern and western exposure building walls as an energy conservation
technigue.

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
residential development with 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
temperary. 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 with such
regulations would ensure that the short-term, temporary construction activities do not result in
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources. Compliance with such
regulations would ensure that the short-term, temporary construction activities do not result in
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.

Operations

Operations would involve heating, cooling, equipment, and vehicle trips. Energy consumption
related to operations would be associated with natural gas, electricity, and fuel. Energy and natural
gas consumption were estimated using CalEEMod ( ) and vehicle trips were estimated
through a Vehicle Miles Traveled {VMT) analysis ( }- Results are outlined below.
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o FElectricity: total electricity consumption (residential and non-residential} for Kings County in
2019 was 1,583,071,346 kWh and the estimated population was 152,940. 1 12 Thus, the 2019
per capita electricity usage for Kings County was approximately 10,350 kWh. In comparison,
the estimated electricity demand for the Project at buildout is 1,283,810 kWh/yr and the
estimated population is 460. Thus, the estimated per capita electricity usage for the Project is
2,790 kWh per year. Based on these estimates, the per capita electricity consumption for Kings
County with the project can be expected to decrease to 10,328 kWh/yr.13 Overall, when
compared to energy outputs for Kings County, the Project would not result in wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of electricity.

e 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, ¥ 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 (S) percent
to 476 kBTU/yr.1® 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, Title 24, and General Plan policies. Such standards and policies are intended to
increase energy efficiency and reduce energy demand. Therefore, while the Project would
increase energy demand, such energy would be consumed more efficiently as required by
state regulations. Documentation demonstrating compliance with such standards will be
required to be submitted with the building permit application; and compliance will be enforced
by the Building Department.

1 California Energy Commission, Electricity Consumption by County. Accessed October 12, 2021,
https://ecdms.energy.ca gov/elecbycounty.aspx

12y.8. Census Bureau. Quick Facts for Kings County, California. Accessed October 12, 2021,
https:/fwww.census.gov/quickfacts/kingscountycalifornia

13 Tg get this number, add the 2019 total electricity usage for Kings County to the estimated usage generated by the
Project (1,583,071,346 kWh plus 1,283,810 kWh equals 1,584,355,156 kwh), then divide by the estimated
population with the Project {152,940 plus 460 equals 153,400) to get 10,328 kWh per capita.

14 California Energy Commission. Gas Consumption by County. Accessed October 12, 2021,
https:/fecdms.energy.ca.gov/zasbycounty aspx

I* To get this number, add the 2019 total natural gas consumption for Kings County to the estimated usage
generated by the Project (69,152,009 kBTU plus 3,870,050 equals 73,022,059}, then divide by the estimated
population with the Project (152,940 plus 460 equals 153,400) to get 476 kBTU per capita.
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e 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. According to the Traffic Study and VMT Analysis conducted by the Peters
Engineering Group, the Project site is located in an area that is expected to generate VMT at a
rate of no mare than 15 percent below the Countywide average per capita. Therefore, a less

than significant impact would occur as a result of the Project.

Overall, the results of the analyses do not rise to a leve! of significance given the Project’s required
compliance with various energy efficiency regulations and policies including CALGreen, Title 24,
the General Plan, and CARB. Thus, through compliance, the Project is not expected to result in
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources and a less than significant
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

MNone Required.
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d) Be located on expansive soil, as

defined in Table 18-1-B of the

Uniform Building Code (1994}, X
creating substantial risks to life or
property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately

supporting the use of septic tanks
or alternative wastewater disposal

systems where sewers are not X
available for the disposal of waste
water?
f)  Directly or indirectly destroy a
unigue 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.

There are no active faults mapped in the city of Hanford or Kings County, nor are the city or region
located in any Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones. 1® Further, the Project site is not located in an
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone as established by the Alquist-Priolo 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 Mitigation Plan, there is no history of earthquakes in the

1% California Department of Conservation. {2010). 2010 Fault Activity Map of California. Accessed on October 8,
2021, https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Pages/Program-RGMP/2010 faultmap.aspx
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city of Hanford and the peak ground acceleration is low. 7 The nearest active faults are San
Andreas (46.5 miles southwest) and the White Wolf Fault {100+ miles southeast).

A search of the Web Soil Survey by the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service indicates
that the Project site is comprised 100% of Nord complex.!® The characteristics of Nord complex
are fine sandy loam or stratified sandy loam to loam, O to 2 percent slopes, well drained, and very
low runoff. The depth to water table is more than 80 inches. The runoff class is low to medium.
This soil type is not subject to annual flooding or ponding.

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 Plan, the 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.t®

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
erasion within Kings County or the city of Hanford.

7 Kings County Office of Emergency Management. (2012}. Kings County Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation
Plan. Accessed on October 8, 2021,
httos:/fwww.countyofkings.com/home;/showpublisheddocument;/23875,/6372989922084 70000

" United States Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service. Web Soil Survey. Accessed on
October 4, 2021, https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda gov/App/WebSoilSurvey aspx

¥ County of Kings. (2010. 2035 Kings County General Plan. Accessed on October 8, 2021,
https:/fwww.countyofkings.com/home/showpublisheddocument/3106/635274892572 100000
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Ground subsidence is the settling or sinking of surface soil deposits with little or no horizontal
motion. Soils with high silt or clay content are subject to subsidence. According to the Kings County
Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan, fand subsidence in the region rarely occurs and its
impacts are not significant,

The General Plan include objectives and policies relevant to earthquakes in its Health, Safety, and
Noise Element:

Policy H15 Building Codes and Standards for Earthquakes. Maintain and enforce current
buildings codes and standards to reduce the potential for 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 H17 Geologic and Soils Studies. Require geologic and soils studies to identify potential
hazards as part of the approval process for all new development prior to grading activities
where questionable conditions exist.

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 within the city of Hanford. 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 Xis 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 of 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 on
other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Speciaf Publication 42,
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No Impact. There are no known active earthquake faults in Hanford, nor is Hanford within an
Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zone as established by the Alquist-Prioto Fault Zoning Act. As such,
development of the Project in an area void of earthquake faults would not cause rupture of a
known earthquake fault. Therefore, no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

ii.  Strong seismic ground shaking?

No Impact. The Project site is in an area that is traditionally characterized by relatively low seismic
activity. Further, the site is relatively flat with stable soils and is not in close proximity to any fault
lines. In addition, the Project would be required to conform to current seismic protection
standards in the California Building Code (CBC) 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 CBC 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
landforms. Further, the city of Hanford does not have a significant liquefaction potential since it is
in a stable geologic formation. For these reasons, liquefaction or seismically induced settlement
or bearing loss is considered unlikely, 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 activity, and required compliance with City standards, the Project
does not have any aspect that could result in seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction.
Therefore, no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

iv. Landslides?

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 require typical site
preparation activities such as grading and trenching which may result in the potential for short-
term soil disturbance or erosion impacts. Construction would also involve the use of water which
may cause further soil disturbance, Such impacts would be addressed through compliance with
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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 Construction Activity {i.e., General Permit Order No.
2012-0006-DWQ). The General Permit requires the development of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP} by a certified Qualified SWPPP Developer (QSD). The SWPPP estimates
the sediment risk associated with construction activities and includes best management practices
{BMP) to control erosion. BMPs specific to erosion contro! cover erosion, sediment, tracking, and
waste management controls.

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
significant.

¢} 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 18-1-8 of the Uniform Building Code
(1994, as updated), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

No Impact. The Project site comprises stable, native soils that are not classified as expansive soils
as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994) that would create substantial direct
or indirect risks to life or property. Therefare, no impact would occur as a result of the Project.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

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 in Cultural Resources ( ), there are no known

paleontological resources or unique geological features known to the City within this area or on
this 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. Hanford General Plan Policy 049 mitigates for cultural resources that are encountered
unexpectedly during construction. In addition, mitigation measures MM CR-1 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 if such resources were discovered, impiementation of the
required condition would reduce the impact to less than significant.

4.7.3 Mitigation Measures

None required.
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4.8.1 Environmental Setting

An Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Impact Assessment was prepared for the Project by VRPA
Technologies, Inc. on September 30, 2021. The report and supporting tables are provided in
. The environmental setting, methodology, and assessment are incorparated herein,

4.8.2 Impact Assessment

CARB, in consultation with MPOs, has provided each affected region with reduction targets for
GHGs 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),
which was adopted in August 2018, projects that the Kings County region would achieve the
prescribed emissions targets.

In 2009, the SIVAPCD adopted the following guidance documents applicable to projects within the
San Joaquin Valley:

¢ Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects
under CEQA (SIVAPCD 2009}, and

+ District Policy: Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for Stationary Source Projects Under CEQA
When Serving as the Lead Agency (SIVAPCD 2009).
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This guidance and policy are the reference documents referenced in the SIVAPCD’s Guidance for
Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts adopted in March 2015 (SIVAPCD 2015). Consistent
with the District Guidance and District Policy above, SIVAPCD (2015} acknowledges the current
absence of numerical thresholds, and recommends a tiered approach to establish the significance
of the GHG impacts an the environment:

e |If a project complies with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation
program which avoids or substantially reduces GHG emissions within the geographic area in
which the project is located, then the project would be determined to have a less than
significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions;

e |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

e 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. This threshold is often used by
agencies, such as the California Public Utilities Commission, to evaluate GHG impacts in areas that
do not have specific thresholds (CPUC 2015). Though the Project is under SIVAPCD 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 SCAQGMD.

Table 9
Project Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Summary Report

Project Operational Emissions Per Year 2,080 MT/yr

Source; CafEEMod, VRPA 2021

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision | 78



Al
Recircwlated February 2027 Revised March 2022 "
‘ a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Less than Significant Impact. The SIVAPCD acknowledges the current absence of numerical
thresholds and recommends a tiered approach to establish the significance of the GHG impacts
on the environment:

e If a project complies with an approved GHG emission reduction plan or GHG mitigation
program which avoids or substantially reduces GHG emissions within the geographic area in
which the project is located, then the project would be determined to have a less than
significant individual and cumulative impact for GHG emissions;

e 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 (SCAQMD) Governing Board adopted the staff proposal for an interim GHG

( significance threshold for projects where the SCAQGMD 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
SIVAPCD 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 Regional Climate Action Plan identifies a baseline (2005) GHG emissions inventory for
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 0.2% of the total GHG emissions for Kings County’s baseline GHG emissions.

Based on the assessment above, the Project will not generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly 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 statewide GHG emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020. Under
AB 32, CARB must adopt regulations by January 1, 2011 to achieve reductions in GHGs to meet
the 1990 emission cap by 2020. On December 11, 2008, CARB adopted its initial Scoping Plan,
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 Scoping Plan
builds on the efforts and plans encompassed in the initial Scoping Plan.

SB 375 requires MPOs to adopt a SCS or APS that will prescribe land use allocation in that MPO's
regional transportation plan. CARB, in consultation with MPQOs, has provided each affected region
with reduction targets for GHGs 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 Order B-30-15 establishes a California greenhouse gas reduction target of 40 percent
below 1990 levels by 2030 to ensure California meets its target of reducing greenhouse gas
emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. Executive Order B-30-15 requires MPQ’s to
implement measures that will achieve reductions of greenhouse gas emissions to meet the 2030
and 2050 greenhouse gas emissions reductions targets.

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 SIVAPCD to estimate future emissions in the
AQPs. The applicable Genera! Plan for the project is City of Hanford 2035 General Pian 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 population growth and VMT
applied in those plan documents. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the growth
assumptions used in the applicable AQP. It should also be noted that yearly GHG emissions
generated by the Project {Table 9} are approximately 79% less than the threshold identified by the
SCAQMD (see the discussion for Impact 4.2.1 above).
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CARB's 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan builds on the efforts and plans encompassed in the
initial 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 with those strategies.

e (alifornia Light-Duty Vehicle GHG Standards — Implement adopted standards 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 with this measure
through existing regulation. The Project would not conflict or obstruct this reduction measure.

¢ Low Carbon Fuel — Development and adoption of the low carbon fuel standard. 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 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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g) Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires?

4.9.1 Environmental Setting

For the purposes of this section, the term “hazardous materials” refers to "injurious substances,”
which include flammable liquids and gases, poisons, corrosives, explosives, oxidizers, radioactive
materials, and medical supplies and waste. These materials are either generated or used by
various commercial and industrial activities. Hazardous wastes are injurious substances that have
been or will be disposed. 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:

e Toxic: causes human health effect

e Ignitable: has the ability to burn

e Corrosive: causes severe burns or damage to materials
e Reactive: causes explosions or generates toxic gases

“Hazardous wastes” are defined in California Health and Safety Code Section 25141{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 materials and hazardous waste can result in
public health hazards if released into the soil or groundwater or through airborne releases in
vapors, fumes, or dust. Soil and groundwater having concentrations of hazardous constituents
higher than specific regulatory 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
groundwater to be classified as hazardous waste.

Hazardous waste generators may include industries, businesses, public and 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
transpart, use, and disposal of hazard materials.

The California Department of Toxic Substance Control’s EnviroStor database’” and the State Water
Resources Control Board's GeoTracker database?! include hazardous release and contamination
sites. A search of each database was conducted on October 4, 2021. The searches revealed no
hazardous material release sites on the Project site. The closest hazardous site in the Project
vicinity identified was a voluntary cleanup site 350 feet southwest of the Project site, located at
9431 13" Avenue, Hanford, CA 93230.

The General Plan include objectives and policies relevant to hazards and hazardous materials 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 disposal 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 Separation from 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.

California Department of Toxic Substances Control. Envirostor. Accessed October 14, 2021,
hitps://www.envirostor dtsc.ca.gov/public/

1 california  State Water Resources Control Board. GeoTracker. Accessed October 14, 2021,
https://gectracker. waterboards.ca gov/
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Policy H33 Educational Opportunities. Coordinate with Kings County to provide educational
opportunities to the public regarding the generation of small quantity, household and
agricultural waste products regarding their responsibilities for 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 hozardous 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.

492 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 temparary, and would
be reduced to less than significant levels through compliance with local, state, and federal
regulations in addition to standard equipment operating practices. For these reasons, the Project
would have a less than significant 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 itself will involve any operations that would require routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials and therefore is not anticipated to create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through release of hazardous materials. While 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
practices. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact.

¢} 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 Pacific High School and Frontier Elementary School. As described under criteria a)
and b) above, the Project is not anticipated to emit hazard emissions or handle 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 on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

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 Influence Area and
is therefore not subject to land use compatibility policies.?? Thus, the Project would not resultin a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project area and no impact would occur as a
result 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

2 County of Kings. (1954). Kings County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. Accessed October 14, 2021,
httos://www . countyofkings.com/home/showpublisheddocument/3094/635274871108830000
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( County. Construction of frontage improvements may require lane closure; however, these
activities would be short term and access through Grangeville Boulevard and 13 Avenue would
be maintained through standard traffic control. Following censtruction, Grangeville Boulevard and
13™ Avenue would continue to provide access to the site. Furthermore, the Project would be
subject to compliance with applicable standards for on-site emergency access including turn radii
and fire access. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant 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 California 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.?*> 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.

I california Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. FHSZ Viewer. Accessed on October 5, 2021,
‘ https://egis fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/.

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision B7



Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a)

Violate any water quality standards
or waste discharge requirements
or otherwise substantially degrade
surface or ground water quality?

b)

Substantially decrease
groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may
impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

¢)

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:

i. Result in a substantial
erosion or siltation on- or
off-site;

ii. Substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface
runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on-
or off-site:

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

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision

| 88



Recirculated February 20232 Revised March 2022 "
iv. Impede or redirect flood
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implementation of a water quality
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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 not require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded
facilities and as such, would not cause significant environmental effects.

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.

The existing drainage infrastructure within the City of Hanford's Stormwater Management
Program include natural drainage channels, retention basins, natural vegetation, piping, and pump
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. The proposed Project includes a 1.53-acre, on-site
retention basin to capture stormwater from the subject site. The stormwater will percolate and
allow for groundwater recharge.
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4,10.2  Impact Assessment

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 greater than one (1} acre in size, the
developer is required to prepare a SWPPP ( } in compliance with the General Permit for
Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity (i.e., General Permit Order No.
2012-0006-DWQ). The SWPPP estimates the sediment risk associated with construction activities
and includes best management practices (BMP) to control erosion. BMPs specific to erosion
control cover erosion, sediment, tracking, and waste management controls. implementation of
the SWPPP minimizes the potential for the Project to result in substantial soil erosion or loss of
topsoil. These provisions minimize the potential for the Project to violate any waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality. Further, runoff
resulting from the Project would 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).?* 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 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

4 City of Hanford (2016). 2015 Urban Water Management Plan. Accessed October 13, 2021,
https://cms6.revize.com/revize/hanfordca/document center/Public%20Works/Water%20Management/2015%20U
WMP%20Chapter%201 pdf

5 City of Hanford {2017). 2017 Water System Master Plan, Accessed October 14, 2021,

9%20Plan%20-%20FINAL%20-%20Reduced. pdf
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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 necessary for the City to construct additional wells to maintain adequate
supply capacity. Based on the buildout water supply requirements, 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 Grangeville Boulevard, west of the Project site.

Because the Project has been previously accounted for and analyzed within the General Plan, it
can be presumed that the existing and planned water distribution system and supplies should be
adequate to serve the Project, and the Project would 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:

i. 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 flowing 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 the bed of a stream or lake which increases the turbidity of water. Turbid water can have
harmful effects to aquatic life by clogging fish gills, reducing spawning habitat, and suppress
aquatic vegetation growth.

Implementation of the proposed Project would result in the development of agricultural lands.
Bare soils, common within farmlands, are more susceptible to erosion than an already developed
urban land, thus it is expected erosion would occur on-site. During construction activities, and in
compliance with the Project’s SWPPP, construction-related erosion controls and BMPs would be
implemented to reduce potential impacts related to erosion and siltation. These BMPs would
include, but are not limited to, covering and/or binding soil surfaces to prevent 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,
and sidewalks. in order to adequately discharge and capture stormwater runoff, the Project has
been conditioned by the City to construct [list facilities]. In addition, the proposed drainage pattern
is required to be constructed per regulations of the Storm Drainage Master Plan and will be
reviewed by the City to ensure proper drainage. Consequently, this review and approval by the
City and compliance with standard requirements would mean that the Project would result in a
less than significant impact.

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 includes the construction of a 1.53-acre stormwater
basin, which will be required to comply with the Storm Drainage Master Plan and will be reviewed
by the City. Compliance with regulations and approval by the City would ensure that surface runoff
is controlled in a manner which would not result in flooding 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 stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
poliuted 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
grading and drainage plans are required to be reviewed by the City before development approval.
Further, the Project is subject to construction of master plan facilities in addition to temporary
facilities in order to adequately serve the Project. As a result, the Project would not impede or
redirect flood flows and a less than significant impact would occur as a result.
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( d) In flood hazard, 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 (i.e.,
standing waves on river, reservoirs, ponds, and lakes}; the Project site is approximately 93 miles
from the Pacific Ocean and there are no rivers, reservoirs, 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 with a 0.2 percent-annual-chance of flood {i.e., 500-year flood). In addition, the Project
area as well as the city as a whole has historically been subject to low to moderate ground shaking
and has a relatively low probability 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 less than
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 not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of water quality control plans or sustainable groundwater management plans. For
these reasecns, a less than significant impact would occur because of the Project.

4.10.3  Mitigation Measures

None Required.

 Mid-Kings River Groundwater Sustainability Agency (2020). Tutare Lake Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Plan.
Accessed October 13, 2021, http://www.midkingsrivergsa.org/assets/tulare-lake-subbasin-groundwater-
‘ sustainability-plan%2¢-january-2020. pdf

CITY OF HANFORD - Lennar Residential Subdivision | 93



Recirculated February 2022 Revised March 2022 "
Less than
Potentially e . Less than
. o Significant with o No
Would the project: Significant L Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a) Physically divide an established X
community?
b) Cause a significant environmental
impact due to a conflict with any
land use plan, policy, or regulation X

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

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
site is developed with an existing single-family residential subdivision that would be connected to
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 Schoo! and the
College of the Sequoias are located to the south of the Project site and Frontier Elementary is
ocated 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.

4,11.2 Impact Assessment

a) Physically divide an established community?

Less than Significant Impact. Typically, physical division of an established community is associated
with new, intersecting roadways, or new incompatible uses inconsistent with 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 consistent with the surrounding properties in that
the area is planned for residential, educational, and recreational development.
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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 provide for
safe access to Grangeville Boulevard. Therefore, the new roadways are necessary for internal
circulation and would not physically divide an established community since they are internal to
the subdivision.

As such, the Project does not represent a significant change in the surrounding area as it will
develop a site planned for residential uses with a residential development. This development is
compatible with the planned land uses within the area. In addition, the new roadways will be
internal to the development and are necessary to provide for safe internal circulation and access
to Grangeville 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 adopted for 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 . As discussed below, the
Project is generally consistent with the General Plan.

Table 4-1 Discussion on Land Use Policies in the General Plan
General Plan Policy Project Consistency

Policy L18 Compatibility with Surrounding | Consistent. The Project proposes a use that is
Neighborhoods. Ensure that new development | consistent with the use type and intensity allowed
is compatible with existing and surrounding | within the sites planned land use designation and
neighborhoods. zone district. As such, through compliance with
applicable policies 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 minimum and maximum | designation of Low-Density Residential which has a
density ranges for each residential 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 construction 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 dufac. The minimum lot size
proposed is 5,000 sf. Therefore, the Project is
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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 124 Availability of Infrastructure. Ensure | Consistent. There is existing urban infrastructure,
that new residential developments have | including roadways, water, sewer, and storm
sufficient urban infrastructure and public | drainage facilities, to serve the Project. in particular,
facilities to accommodate the number and the Project proposes a network of local streets that

. il connect to Grangeville Boulevard. Additionally
type of development being proposed. Wl ’
U2 P g prop the Project will provide street improvements for

safer access and connectivity. The Project also
proposes installation of water and sewer mains to
connect to existing facilities, in addition to an onsite
basin to accommodate storm water drainage.
Therefore, the Project will have sufficient urban
infrastructure and public facilities to accommodate
the number and type of development being
proposed.

Policy 125 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 126 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 (1) 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 allowances of the HMC.

Policy 128 Street Trees and Landscaping. | Consistent. Street trees and landscaping are
Encourage all new residential developments to | proposed as part of the Project and will be subject to
include shade trees along the street and install | review and approval by the City.

landscaping and irrigation systems that meet
State requirements for low water use.

Policy 131 Purpose of the Low-Density Residential | Consistent. The Project site has a planned land use
Land Use Designation. Establish the Low-Density | designation of Low Density Residential and proposes
Residential land use designation to provide | the development of a single-family residential
mainly single family development on lot sizes subdivision at a size and density permitted by the
typically found in urban settings. General Plan and HMC.
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Policy L32 Typical Uses in the Low-Density | Consistent. The Project site has a planned land 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 single-family residential
use designation to include 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 allowed when made compatible
with the residential nature of the
neighborhood.

Policy L33 Size of Lots in the Low Density Residential | Consistent. The Project site has a planned land use
Land Use Designation. While it is recognized that | designation of Low Density Residential and proposes
existing lot sizes of 10,000 to 40,000 square the development of a single-family residential
feet are included in this designation, 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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4.12.1  Environmental Setting

The California Geological Survey (CGS) classifies and designates areas within California that contain
or potentially contain significant minera! resources. Lands are classified into Aggregate and
Mineral Resource Zones {(MRZs}, which identify known or inferred significant mineral resources.
According to the California Department of Conservation, CGS’s Surface Mining and Reclamation
Act (SMARA)} Mineral Lands Classification (MLC) data portal, the city of Hanford is not within a
mineral resource study area.?’ In addition, according to the General Plan, the city of Hanford is not
within a Division of Qil, 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?

7 california Department of Conservation. SMARA Mineral Land Classification. Accessed on October 14, 2021,
https:/fwww.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/minerals/mineral-land-classification-smara
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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 region and the residents of the state. Therefore, no impact
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, the Project site is not located in an area designated for mineral
resource preservation or recovery and as a result, the Project would not result in the toss of
availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of
the state. Further, the site is not delineated 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

Nane required.,
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4,13.1  Environmental Setting

In general, there are two (2) types of noise sources: 1) mobile source and 2} stationary sounds.
Mabile 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 generating activities of the Project would include construction (short-term,
temporary) and operational {long-term} noise.

The Hanford General Plan Noise Element and HMC outline policies and regulations to mitigate
health effects of noise in the community and prevent exposures to excessive noise levels. in

particular, policies in the General Plan regarding new development 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 Building Code (UBC) concerning
interior noise exposure for new single, multi-family housing, hotels and motels.

Policy H42 Noise Evaluation for New Development. Evaluate proposed development
proposals against existing and future noise levels from ground transportation noise sources.

Policy H43 Non-Transportation Noise. Mitigate noise created by non-transportation noise
sources so as not fo 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 apen
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 substantiaf 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 in other applicable local, state, or federal standards?

Less than Significant Impact. Noise generating activities of the Project would include traffic noise
and stationery-source noise, such as operations and construction as described below. Overall, the
Project would result in a less than significant impact in regard to noise.

Stationary-Source Noise

Operations: The primary source of on-going noise from the future residential project will 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
Projectis 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 will not introduce a new significant source of noise that
isn’t already occurring in the area.

Construction: Stationary-source noise would result from construction activities through the use of
construction equipment for grading the site and building the proposed structures. The Project is
anticipated to begin construction in February 2024 with full buildout by July 2024. Construction
phases would include standard construction activities such as demolition, site preparation,
grading/excavation,  draining/utilities/trenching,  foundations/concrete  pour,  building
construction, and paving.

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 permitted by HMC Section 9.10.060:

HMC Section 9.10.060 Noises Prohibited. Construction or Repair of Buildings, Excavation of
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 a.m. 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 a.m. 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 the HMC. Noise would thereby be generated during daylight hours and not
during evening or more noise-sensitive time periods; and the increase in noise would cease upon
completion of the Project. For these reasons, a less than significant impact would occur.

Although the Project would resuit in increased ambient noise level at the Project site, compliance
with the General Plan policies and Chapter 9.10 Loud or Annoying Noises of the HMC requirements
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‘ would result in the Project’s compliance with applicable 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 vibration may result from construction, depending on
the use of equipment {e.g., pile drivers, bulldozers, jackhammers, etc.), distance to affected
structures, and soil type. Depending on the method, equipment-generated vibrations coutd
spread through the ground and effect nearby buildings. It is not anticipated that the Project would
generate excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels, given the type of
improvements associated with the development. Further, construction or operation of the Project
would not involve equipment that would generate substantial groundborne vibration of ground
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.

¢) 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.?® 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.

% County of Kings. (1994). Kings County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. Accessed October 14, 2021,
‘ hitps://www.countyofkings.com/home/showpublisheddocument/3094/635274871108830000
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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
Growth Inducement consists of activities that directly facilitate population growth, 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 consideration in evaluating growth inducement is whether 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 growth-inducing effect. The Project does not represent a significant change in the
surrounding area as it will facilitate the development 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 designation. In addition, 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 will not affect any regional population, housing or
employment projections anticipated by City policy documents. Thus, since the proposed Project is
considered planned growth, the impact is less than significant.

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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4.15.1  Environmental Setting

The Project is located within Hanford city limits and thus, would be subject to fees to for the
construction, acquisition, and improvements for such services:

Fire Protection Services in the city are provided by the Hanford Fire Department (HFD). The HFD
operates a total of three (3} fire stations that serve the city: Fire Station 1 located at 350 W.
Grangeville Boulevard, Fire Station 2 located at 10553 Houston Avenue, and Fire Station 3 located
at 1070 S. 12 Street. The Project site is in the service area of Fire Station 1, which is 2.1 miles
from the site. To address impacts to fire protection services, 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 regulations and standards such as the California Uniform Fire Code (UFC}), which
includes regulations on construction, maintenance and building use. The UFC addresses fire
department access, fire hydrants, sprinklers, fire alarm system, 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,

permit submittal, installation of fire hydrants and automatic sprinkler systems, access road
requirements, etc. Such requirements shall be incorporated in the Project’s Conditions of
Approval.

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 {FY) 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 Palice Protection Development Impact Fee
has been assessed for the proposed Project based on the Facility size.

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)-
miles radius of the Protect site include Frontier Elementary School, Pioneer Union Elementary
School, Simas Elementary School, and Sierra Pacific High Schoo!. Funding for schools and school
facilities impacts is outlined in Education Code Section 17620 and Government Code Section
65995 et. seq., which governs the amount of fees that can be levied against new 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.”

Consuftation Received: Consultation was received from Renee Creech with the Hanford Joint Union
High School District on July 22, 2021 stating the following, “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
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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
299.70 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.?® The 2035 General Plan includes a LOS
standard goal of 3.5 acres per 1,000 residents for future growth. Similar to other public services,
the City had established the Park Facilities impact Fee pursuant to Chapter 15.44 of the HMC,
which 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 within 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 miles from the site. The Project’s proximity to existing stations would support
adequate service ratios, response times, and other performance objectives for fire protection
services. in addition, the HFD 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-1. With mitigation
incorporated, the Project’s impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

MM PUB-1. The Developer shall pay the Fire Protection Department Impact Fees

¥ City of Hanford, (2020) Parks and Recreation Master Plan 2020. Accessed October 13, 2021,
https://emsé.revize.com/revize/hanfordea/2020%20Hanford%20Parks%20Master%20Plan. pdf
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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 police station to the proposed Project is
located approximately 2.4-miles from the site. Since the Project site is located immediately
adjacent to aresidential 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 Development 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 shalf pay the Police Protection Development iImpact Fees
iii.  Schools?

Less than Significant impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Educational services for the proposed
Project will be provided by the Hanford Elementary School District {HESD) and Hanford Joint Union
High School District (RJUHSD). The development and managing of school sites are the
responsibility of school districts and elected governing school boards. The General Plan provides
policy which focuses on collaboration with school districts to determine new school locations and
utilization of school facilities for general public needs. The development is consistent with the
General Plan and will be subject to School Impact Fees in order to mitigate the effect of the project
an schools. In particular, funding for schools and school facilities impacts is outlined in Education
Code Section 17620 and Government Code Section 65995 et. seq., which governs the amount of
fees that can be levied against new 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.” Thus, to offset any potentia! impacts, the Project shall be subject to School Impact
Fees pursuant to MM PUB-3. With 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
Quimby Act Requirements.

v.  Other public facilities?

Less than Significant Impact. Development of the Project will increase the demand for other public
services, such as libraries. However, the City does not have a requirement or standard for the
number or size of a library based on the City's population. Therefore, a significant impact or the
need for new or altered facilities to provide other public services is not anticipated and thus the
project will result in a less than significant impact.

4,153  Mitigation Measures

The proposed Project shall implement and incorporate, as applicable, the Public Services related
mitigation measures as identified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program dated
October 18, 2021, including the mitigation measure identified above.
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. Less than
Potentially o . Less than
. Lo Significant with o No

Would the project: Significant o Significant

Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorperated

a) increase the wuse of existing
neighborhood and regicnal 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
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
299.70 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.® The 2035 General Plan includes a LOS
standard goal of 3.5 acres per 1,000 residents for future growth. Similar to other public services,
the City had established the Park Facilities Impact Fee pursuant to Chapter 15.44 of the HMC,
which 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.

¥ City of Hanford. (2020} Parks and Recreation Master Plan 2020. Accessed October 13, 2021,
hitps://cms6.revize.com/revize/hanfordca/2020%20Hanford%:20Parks%20Master%20Plan.pdf
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4.16.2  Impact Assessment

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

Less than Significant Impact. 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. Compliance with these requirements through MM PUB-
4 (See } would offset any impacts that would result in the need for new or physically
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 on 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 impact would occur as a result of the Project.

4.16.3  Mitigation Measures

None required.
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) Less than
Potentially o . Less than
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Would the project: Significant o Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated
a) Conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance or policy addressing the
circulation  system, including X

transit, roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.3, X
subdivision (b)?

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

d) Result in inadequate emergency
access?

4.17.1  Environmental Setting

The Project site is bound to the north by Grangeville Boulevard, a two {2)-lane east-west arterial
and to the west by 13™ Avenue, a two (2)-lane north-south major arterial. The primary access
points to the subdivision are proposed on Grangeville Boulevard at “I Street” (future local) and “J
Street” (future local). No access is proposed from 13" Avenue.

The portions of Grangeville Boulevard and 13" 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 “Malone 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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sidewatk 7' wide from curb to sidewalk at 12°x7". We can fit a Bench and Transit Can.” Such
requirements shall be incorporated in the Project’s Conditions of Approval.

A Traffic Study and VMT Analysis for the Project were conducted by Peters Engineering Group. The
study and analysis were amended on January 28, 2022, with an updated VMT analysis that is based
upon new substantial evidence. Results of the study and analysis are incorporated herein. The
study including the VMT Analysis are provided in

4.17.2  Impact Assessment

a) Conflict with a program, 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 circulation system. The Project is also required to submit improvement plans,
including roadway improvements, for review and approval by the City Engineer to ensure
improvements will be consistent with City standards. Therefore, through compliance with the
programs, plans, ordinances, and policies addressing the circulation system (inclusive of transit,
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities), a less than significant impact would occur because of
the Project.

In addition, the State of California does not recognize traffic congestion and delay as an
environmental impact per CEQA. However, Policy 729 of the Hanford General Plan states:
“Maintain a peak hour Level of Service (LOS) E on streets and intersections within the area bounded
by Highway 198, 10th Avenue, 11th Avenue, and Florinda Avenue, inclusive of these streets.
Maintain o peak hour Level of Service (LOS) D 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 determined that the Project will not conflict with the
General Plan, policies, or ordinance and the impact is less than significant.
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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), traffic impacts are related to Vehicle
Miles Traveled (VMT}. The VMT metric became mandatory on July 1, 2020. Senate Bill (SB) 743
requires 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
automobile 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
transportations impact.

The State CEQA Guidelines were amended to implement SB 743 by adding 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 development that would generate vehicle travel that is 15 or more
percent below the existing residential VMT per capita, measured against the region or city, may
indicate a less-than significant transportation impact.

Based upon the revised VMT analysis contained in Appendix B, which is based on new substantial
evidence, OPR’s 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
VMT directly corresponds to a reduction in GHG emissions from passenger vehicles and that a
proposed project that is estimated to generate a per capita or per employee VMT that 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 (MPQ). 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
consistent CARB’s applicable GHG emission reduction target,

The TA suggests that screening thresholds be utilized to identify projects that are expected to
cause a less-than-significant impact. Page 12 of the TA indicates:

“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, §§ 15063(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 locate in areas with low 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 detaifed VMT analysis.”

KCAG created an online VMT mapping tool that identifies VMT per capita and VMT per employee
by traffic analysis zone (TAZ).3! The KCAG mapping tool reflects a VMT per capita of 7.78 for the
TAZ in which the Project will be located, which is more than fifteen percent below the County VMT
per capita average of 9.6.

KCAG’s mapping tool was created utilizing trip-based transportation models created for the eight
{8) San loaquin 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.

1 Kings County Association of Governments. 2021. “Kings County Online VMT Mapping Tool.” Accessed on January 4,
2021, https://www arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.htm|?id=84b4b4 7b08ac41af88779212180ff36c.
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( According to Appendix VIII of KCAG's 2018 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), the 2012
transportation model was revalidated for a 2015 base year and is described on Appendix VI page

26 as:

“The KCAG model was revalidated to a 2015 base year for the 2018 RTP. The revalidation
included new inventories of base year housing and employment, updates to the road
network and transit coverage to reflect recent changes in the transportation system, and
updated traffic counts to represent the 2015 base year. The KCAG model traffic validation
is based on several criteria, including vehicle-miles of travel, total volume by road type, and
percent of finks within acceptable limits.”

Revalidation efforts utilized traffic data provided by the City. The RTP and the City’s underlying
traffic data are incorporated herein by reference. Page 26 of Appendix VIIl describes KCAG's VMT
projection process as follows:

“Vehicle miles of travel (VMT] were estimated from the travel demand model by multiplying
link volumes by link distances. The model estimates intrazonaf trips {trips remaining within
a TAZ) but does not assign these trips to the model road network. The intrazonal 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).

¢} 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 design does not contain any geometric design features
that would create hazards. Implementation of the Project would require the improvement and
expansion of the roadway network serving the Project site. As discussed under criterion a) above,
the Project is subject to standard frontage improvements, which would be designed pursuant to
applicable federal, state, and local design standards. Compliance with such standards would
ensure that any traffic hazards are minimized. Further, the Project proposes the development of
a residential site that is in an area generally characterized by existing and planned residential,
educational, and recreational uses. Therefore, the Project does not propose an incompatible use
as it is consistent with 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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d} 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. In the case that Project construction requires lane closures, access through Grangeville
Boulevard and 13™" Avenue would be maintained through standard traffic control and therefore,
potential lane closures would not affect emergency evacuation plans. Thus, a less than significant
impact would occur because of the Project.

4,17.3  Mitigation Measures

None required
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Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal cultural
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significance of the resource to a

California Native American tribe.
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4.18.1

Environmental Setting

Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52) requires consultation with California Native American tribes during the
CEQA process to determine potential effects of proposed projects on a tribal cultural resource.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC} Section 21080.3.1, the lead agency shall 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,
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or, the lead agency, at its discretion, 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, California is home to 109 currently recognized Indian tribes. Tribes in California
currently have nearly 100 separate reservations or Rancherias.

Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead 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
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
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.

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 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-1. If cultural resources are discovered during construction or related octivities, ofl
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 staff shall receive a cultural
presentation by the Santa Rosa Rancheria regording cultural resources and laws and
requlations for the discovery of cultural resources and human remains.

MM CR-3. A Native American monitor shall be present for ground disturbing activities.
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MM CR-4. A Burial Treatment Plan shall be signed by the applicant/property owner prior to
any earth disturbing activities.

MM CR-5. A curation agreement shall be signed with the Santa Rosa Rancheria.

Ihe Southern San Joaguin Information Center (SSJIC) conducted a California Historical Resources
Information System (CHRIS) Record Search for the Project site and surrounding area (0.5-mile
radius, “Project Area”) on September 13, 2021 (Confidential). The results indicate that the Project
Area had been partly surveyed previously and that one (1) cultural resource, the historic Last
Chance Ditch (CA-KIN-191H) crossed through it. Based on the map provided, the cultural resource
is not located on the Project site.

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.

A Phase | 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, 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 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.

4.18.2  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) lListed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1{k), or
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Less than Significant impact. As discussed in , the Project site does not contain any
property or site features that are eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Sources,
orin a local register of historical resources as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(k). 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. Hanford General
Plan Policy 049 imposes measures to mitigate when resources are uncovered during construction.
In addition, mitigation measures MM CR-1 to MM CR-5 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
ess 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) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native American tribe.

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site has not been determined by the City to be a
significant 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 tribal cultural resources are known in or near the study area. Further, the Project
site, inclusive of site features, is not listed in the California Register of Historical Sources. However,
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. Hanford
General Plan Policy 049 imposes measures to mitigate when resources are uncovered during
construction. In addition, mitigation measures MM CR-1 to MM CR-5 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.
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4.19.1  Environmental Setting

The Project site is within city limits and thus, will be required to connect to water, sewer,
stormwater, and wastewater services. Natural gas, electricity, and telecommunications are
provided by private companies. Each utility system is described below. 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
significant environmental effects.

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.

The City of Hanford wastewater system provides for treatment, disposal, and reuse of effluent,
which meets all of the state’s discharge requirements for the city. The wastewater system consists
of a treatment plant and 21 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 11" 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 in the city is collected by a private contractor, Kings Waste Recycling Authority (KWRA).
Refuse is sorted at the KWRA facility to recover recyclabte materials before being hauled to the
landfills in Kettleman Hills. For singte-family residential customers, the City has instituted a
greenwaste collection mixed recycle collection program.

The existing drainage infrastructure within the City of Hanford's Stormwater Management
Program include natural drainage channels, retention basins, 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.

PG&E and Southern California Edison Company are the natural gas and electric service providers
for the area, incrementally expands and updates its service system as needed to serve its users.

Consultation Received: Consultation was received from PG&E on July 27, 2021 with information

and requirements as it related to Gas facilities and Electric facilities. Such requirements shall be
incorporated in the Project’s Conditions of Approval.

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 (Grangevilfle
aerial-to-aerial, | 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 refocation of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project site is within city limits and thus, will be required to
connect to water, stormwater, solid waste, and wastewater services. Natural gas, electricity, and
telecommunications are provided by private companies. The City and responsible agencies have
reviewed the Project to determine adequate capacity in these systems and ensure compliance
with applicable connection requirements. In addition to connections to water, stormwater, solid
waste, and wastewater services, the Project will be served by the appropriate 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) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

Less than Significant Impact. As discussed in detail in , the City's long-term water
resource planning is addressed in the City's 2015 UWMP and the 2017 WSMP. According 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 necessary for the City to construct additional wells to maintain adequate
supply capacity. Based on the buildout water supply requirements, 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 Grangeville Boulevard, west of the Project site.

Because the Project has been previously accounted for and analyzed within the General Plan, it
can be presumed that the existing and ptanned water distribution system and supplies should be
adeguate 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.

¢) 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 City of Hanford Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) is the city’s
facility for treatment, disposal, and reuse of wastewater for residential, commercial, and industrial
accounts. As previously mentioned, the Project is consistent with the planned land use designation
previously accounted for in the General Plan. The wastewater impacts for the Project were
evaluated by the City Engineer to ensure compliance with the City’s wastewater treatment
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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 “L Street” and Malone Street. For these reasons, the
Project would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements such that a new facility would be
required, nor would the existing WWTP Facility need to be expanded. As such, the Project would
have a less than significant impact.

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of
local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

Less than Significant Impact. Project construction as well as future residences will be served by the
City’s contracted waste hauler and would be required to comply with 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 P&: 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 regular collection 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 criterion d) above, Project activities that generate
solid waste would be handled, transported, and disposed of in accordance with all applicable
statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Therefore, a less than significant impact would
occur as a result of the Project.

4.19.3  Mitigation Measures

None required.
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4.20.1  Environmental Setting

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 350 W. Grangeville Boulevard provides service north of SR 198,
while Station 2 at 10553 Houston Avenue provides south of SR 198. The Project site is located
north of SR 198 and therefore would be served by Station 1.
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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 Fire} or the City of Hanford as a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone {VHFHSZ);
rather, the site is within a Local Responsibility Area (LRA) as defined by Cal Fire and is considered
an area of low fire risk.*? Lastly, the Project has been 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 uncontrolfled
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.

¢) 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 limits in an area with existing and planned
development, including residential, educational, and recreational uses. As a result of ongoing
development, infrastructure such as roads and utilities has been installed and maintained

32 Cal Fire, “FHSZ Viewer.” Accessed on October 12, 2021, https://fegis fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/
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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
City standards and regulations for public health, safety, and welfare, such infrastructure would not
exacerbate fire risk or result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment and no impact
would occur as a result of the Project.

d} Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage
changes?

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.
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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
endangered, 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 cumulatively considerable. The assessment of the significance of the cumulative effects
of a project must, therefore, be conducted in connection with the effects of past projects, other
current projects, and probable future projects. Due to the nature of the project and consistency
with environmenta! 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.

¢} Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less than Significant impact. The analyses of environmental issues contained in this Initial Study
indicate that the project is not expected to have substantial impact on human beings, either
directly or indirectly. Standard requirements and conditions have been incorporated 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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5 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

This mitigation measure monitoring and reporting checklist was prepared pursuant to California Environmental 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 EIR {"EIR” noted before each mitigation measure} and mitigation measures identified

in the Initial Study.

The timing of implementing each mitigation measure is identified in in the checklist, as well as identifies the entity responsible for verifying that the

mitigation measures applied to a project are performed. Project applicants are responsible for providing evidence that mitigation measures are

implemented. As lead agency, the City of Hanford is responsible for verifying that mitigation is performed/completed.

Verification of

Recordation  Requirements, all  approvals for
improvement or development of property including
limitation application for rezonings, land
zoning permits, and residential building
permits, on property in the city of Hanford within one (1}
mile of the city's urban limit ling, shall include a condition
that notice and disclosure of this agricultural land use

policy be given by the applicant, or the owner if different

without
divisions,

from the applicant. The applicant, or owner if different
from the applicant, shall also acknowledge the contents
of the notice and disclosure, which includes a description

Hanford to
verify.

Mitigation Measures Method of Timing of | Responsible for Completion
. Verification | Verification Verification = —
Date Initials
Agriculture
MM AG-1. The Project shall comply with HMC Section Verify' During '3|te Devejloper to
16.40.110 Right to Farm, sub-section (E) Disclosure and compliance plan  review | provide (or
o process comply), City of
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