CITY OF FRESNO Filed with the

FRESNO COUNTY CLERK
NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A 2220 Tulare Street, Fresno, CA 93721

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR P22-03846/P22-
04069

APPLICANT:

Lorren Smith

Harbor & Associates

389 Clovis Avenue, Suite 300
Clovis, CA 93612

PROJECT LOCATION:

Located along both sides of West Ashlan Avenue, west of
North Polk Avenue (See Exhibit A - Vicinity Map)

APN: 511-011-06, 510-210-03,510-210-01,510-210-02,510-
210-06, and 510-210-07

Site Latitude: 36°47'38.4” N & Site Longitude: 119°53’'34.8”
w

Mount Diablo Principal Meridian, Township 13S, Range
19E, Sections 15 and 22

The full Initial Study and the Fresno General Plan Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) are
on file in the Planning and Development Department, Fresno City Hall, 3" Floor, Room 3043, 2600
Fresno Street, Fresno, CA 93721.




PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Annexation Application No. P22-03846 and Pre-zone Application No. P22-04069 were filed by Harbor
& Associates pertaining to approximately 20.23 acres of property along both sides of West Ashlan
Avenue, west of North Polk Avenue.

Annexation Application No. P22-03846 requests authorization to initiate annexation proceedings for
the Ashlan-Polk Nos. 3 & 4 Reorganization proposing incorporation of the subject property within the
City of Fresno; and detachment from the Kings River Conservation District and North Central Fire
Protection District.

Pre-zone Application No. P22-04069 requests authorization to pre-zone: approximately 10 acres of the
subject property from the Fresno County RR (Rural Residential) zone district to the City of Fresno RS-
5 (Single-Family Residential, Medium Density) zone district; approximately 9.5 acres of the subject
property from the Fresno County RR (Rual Residential) zone district to the RS-5/ANX (Single-Family
Residential, Medium Density/Annexed Rural Residential Transitional Overlay) zone district.

The City of Fresno has prepared an Initial Study of the above-described project and proposes to adopt
a Negative Declaration.

Pursuant to the California Public Resources Code (PRC) §§ 21093 and 21094 and California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines §§ 15070 to 15075, 15150, and 15152, this project has
been evaluated with respect to each item on the attached Appendix G/Initial Study Checklist to
determine whether this project may cause any additional significant effect on the environment. After
conducting a review of the adequacy of the Project Specific Mitigation Measure Checklist and CEQA
Guidelines §§ 15151 and 15179(b), the Planning and Development Department, as lead agency, finds
that no substantial changes have occurred and that no new information has become available.

The completed Appendix G/lnitial Study Checklist, its associated narrative, technical studies and
mitigation measures reflect applicable comments of responsible and trustee agencies and research
and analyses 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.

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.

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. The Planning and Development
Department, as lead agency, finds that no substantial changes have occurred that no new information,
has become available.

Based upon the evaluation guided by the Appendix G/Initial Study Checklist, it was determined that
there are not project specific foreseeable impacts which require project specific mitigation measures.




The Initial Study has concluded that the proposed project will not result in any adverse effects, which
fall within the "Mandatory Findings of Significance" contained in § 15065 of the State CEQA
Guidelines. The finding is, therefore, that the proposed project will not have a significant adverse
effect on the environment.

Public notice has been provided regarding staff’s finding in the manner prescribed by § 15072 of the
CEQA Guidelines and by § 21092 of the PRC Code (CEQA provisions).

Additional information on the proposed project, including the Project Specific Mitigation Measure
Checklist, proposed environmental finding of a Negative Declaration and the Initial Study may be
obtained from the Planning and Development Department, Fresno City Hall, 2600 Fresno Street, 3rd
Floor, Room 3043, Fresno, California 93721 3604. Please contact Juan Lara at (559) 621-8056 or via
email at Juan.Lara@fresno.gov for more information.

ANY INTERESTED PERSON may comment on the proposed environmental finding. Comments must
be in writing and must state (1) the commentor's name and address; (2) the commentor’s interest in,
or relationship to, the project; (3) the environmental determination being commented upon; and (4) the
specific reason(s) why the proposed environmental determination should or should not be made. Any
comments may be submitted at any time between the publication date of this notice and close of
business on December 27, 2024. Please direct comments to Juan Lara, Planner lll, City of Fresno
Planning and Development Department, City Hall, 2600 Fresno Street, Room 3043, Fresno, California,
93721-3604; or by email to Juan.Lara@fresno.gov.

INITIAL STUDY PREPARED BY: SUBMITTED BY:

Juan Lara, Planner lli ’VMW

Robert Holt, Supervising Planner
CITY OF FRESNO

PLANING AND DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

DATE: 12/06/2024

Attachments:

Exhibit A — Vicinity Map




Exhibit A — Vicinity Map
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CITY OF FRESNO
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR
Environmental Assessment No. P22-03846/P22-04069 — TM5756
Annexation and Pre-Zone (Application No. P22-04069)

State Clearinghouse Number: XXXXXXXXXX

City of Fresno
Planning and Development Department
2600 Fresno Street
Fresno, CA 93721

Prepared by:
SWCA Environmental

3426 Empresa Drive, Suite 100
San Luis Obispo, CA, 93401

Attachments:

Notice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration
Appendix G/lInitial Study for a Negative Declaration




APPENDIX G/INITIAL STUDY FOR A NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Checklist Form for:
Environmental Assessment No. P22-03846/P22-04069 —
TM5756 Annexation and Pre-Zone (Application No. P22-04069)

Project Title:

Environmental Assessment No. P22-03846/P22-04069 — TM5756 Annexation and
Pre-zone (Application No. P22-04069)

Lead Agency Name and Address:

City of Fresno

Planning and Development Department
2600 Fresno Street

Fresno, CA 93721

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Juan Lara, Planner Il

City of Fresno

Planning and Development Department
(559) 621-8039

Project Location:

The project site consists of six legal parcels (Assessor's Parcel Numbers [APNSs]
510-201-01, -02, -03, -06, and -07; 511-011-06) located along Ashlan Avenue, in
unincorporated Fresno County, adjacent to the western City limits of Fresno, California.

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

Harbor & Associates
389 Clovis Avenue, Suite 300
Clovis, California 93612

General and Community Plan Land Use Designation:

General Plan: Existing — Medium Density Residential; Proposed — No change
Community Plan: West Area Community Plan

Zoning:

Existing: Rural Residential Neighborhood Beautification (RR NB)
Proposed: Single-Family Residential, Medium Density (RS-5)




Description of Project:

Annexation Application No. P22-03846 and Pre-zone Application No. P22-04069 were
filed by Harbor & Associates on behalf of the Roz Group, pertaining to approximately
20.23 acres along Ashlan Avenue, adjacent to the western City limits of Fresno in Tract
Map 5756 (Figure 1). The parcels are currently located in unincorporated Fresno
County and zoned Fresno County (County) Rural Residential (RR) (Figure 2). The
project would pre-zone APNs 510-201-01, -02, -03, -06, and -07 and 511-011-06 to the
City of Fresno (City) Residential Single-Family, Medium Density (RS-5) zone district.

The RS-5 district allows for the development of five to 12 units per acre and is intended
for areas with predominantly single-family residential development, but allows for a mix
of housing types, including small-lot starter homes, zero-lot-line developments,
duplexes, and townhouses. The proposed project does not include new development
or site improvements that would require construction activities. No new physical
improvements beyond what has already been evaluated for the previously approved
Rezone Application No. R-07-10 and Tentative Tract Map No. 5756 would occur as a
result of the proposed project. Rezone Application No. R-07-10 rezoned the subject
property from the City’s Exclusive Five Acre Agricultural District/Urban Growth
Management (AE-5/UGM) and the County’s Residential Rural (R-R) zone districts to
the City’s Single Family Residential District/Urban Growth Management (R-1/UGM)
zone district. Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 5756 subdivided the subject property
into a 102-lot single family residential subdivision with an overall density of 5.32 units
per acre.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

- Planned Land Use Existing Zoning Existing Land Use
Residential Single
. . Family, Medium Low . .
North Single Family Density (RS-4) and Single Family
Residential . . Residential
Medium Density
(RS-5)
Residential Single
Rural Residential and Family, Medium Low Sinale Famil
East Open Space/ Density (RS-4) and gie iy
. . ) Residential
Agriculture Medium Density
(RS-5)
Rural Residential and Residential Single Sinale Famil
South Open Space/ Family, Medium Rgsidentialy
Agriculture Density (RS-5)
Rural Residential, Single Famil
West Open Space/ Rural Residential (RR) gk iy
. Residential
Agriculture




10.

Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required (e.g., permits, financing
approval, or participation agreement):

Annexation request by Fresno Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)

11.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 21080.3.1? If so, has consultation begun?

The State of California requires lead agencies to consider the potential effects of
proposed projects and consult 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
California Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21080.3.1, before public distribution
of the document, 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
that is either included in or eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historic
Resources (CRHR) or local historic register, or, the lead agency, at its discretion, and
support by substantial evidence, chooses 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. Fresno County has a
number of Rancherias, including Table Mountain, Millerton, Big Sandy, Cold Springs,
and Squaw Valley; these Rancherias are not located within the City limits.

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 (NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF) per PRC Section 5097.96 and
the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) administered by the
California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP). Please also note that PRC Section
21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to confidentiality.

Pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 52, Native American tribes traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the project area were invited to consult regarding the project based on a
list of contacts provided by the NAHC. The City mailed notices of the proposed project
to each of these tribes on October 9, 2023, and included the required 30-day time
period for tribes to request consultation, which ended on November 9, 2023. All tribes
that were contacted declined consultation.




ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project,
involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the

checklist on the following pages.

O | Aesthetics O | Agriculture and Forestry Resources
O | Air Quality [0 | Biological Resources

O | Cultural Resources O | Energy

O | Geology/Soils 0 | Greenhouse Gas Emissions
O | Hazards and Hazardous Materials O | Hydrology/Water Quality

O | Land Use/Planning J | Mineral Resources

O | Noise J | Population/Housing

O | Public Services [0 | Recreation

O | Transportation [ | Tribal Cultural Resources
O | Utilities/Service Systems O | Wildfire

O | Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

| 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.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) is required.

| 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.




| 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.

Qﬂ‘)(f 12/6/2024

Juan Lara, Planner Il Date

1. For purposes of this Initial Study, the following answers have the corresponding
meanings:

a. “No Impact” means the specific impact category does not apply to the
project, or that the record sufficiently demonstrates that project specific
factors or general standards applicable to the project will result in no impact
for the threshold under consideration.

b. “Less Than Significant Impact” means there is an impact related to the
threshold under consideration, but that impact is less than significant.

c. “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation” means there is a
potentially significant impact related to the threshold under consideration,
however, with the mitigation incorporated into the project, the impact is less
than significant. For purposes of this Initial Study “mitigation incorporated
into the project” mitigation developed specifically for an individual project.

d. “Potentially Significant Impact” means there is substantial evidence that an
effect may be significant related to the threshold under consideration.

2. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the
parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately
supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does
not apply to projects like the one involved (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).



. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as
well as on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and
construction as well as operational impacts.

. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur,
then the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially
significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially
Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may
be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when
the determination is made, an EIR is required.

. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies
where the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from
"Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead
agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they
reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from, "Earlier
Analyses," as described in (6) below, may be cross-referenced).

. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering or another CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative
declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify
the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above
checklist were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in another
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with
Mitigation Measures Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which
were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to
which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to
information sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances).
Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where
appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is
substantiated.

. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other
sources used or individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

. The explanation of each issue should identify:

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question;
and

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than
significance.



Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Potentially
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant
Impact

No
Impact

I. AESTHETICS — Except as provided in PRC Section 21099, would the project:

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

b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic
highway?

c) In non-urbanized areas,
substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality 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?

d) Create a new source of
substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

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

A scenic vista is a viewpoint that provides expansive views of a highly valued
landscape for the public’s benefit. The City’s approved General Plan identifies six
locations along the San Joaquin River bluffs as designated vista points from which
views should be maintained. Scenic vistas within the Planning Area could provide
distant views of features such as the San Joaquin River to the north and the foothills
of the Sierra Nevada Mountains to the east.

The proposed project site consists of six legal parcels totaling approximately 20.23
acres located along Ashlan Avenue. The project site is surrounded by single-family
residences and undeveloped land, and consists of previously disturbed areas,
undeveloped areas, and scattered single-family residences and associated structures.



b)

d)

The Teague School Canal is located along the eastern and southeastern portion of
the project site. The project site and surrounding area are relatively flat in elevation.
The proposed project would include the pre-zoning and annexation of six legal parcels
along Ashlan Avenue. No new physical improvements beyond what has already been
evaluated for the previously approved Rezone Application No. R-07-10 and Tentative
Tract Map No. 5756 would occur as a result of the proposed project. The project site
is not located within any of the scenic vista points identified in the City's General Plan.
Furthermore, the proposed project would not significantly affect or block a potentially
scenic vista in the City. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact.

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

According to the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) State Scenic
Highway Mapping System,! there are no eligible or officially designated State Scenic
Highways within the City of Fresno. However, Fresno County has three eligible State
Scenic Highways; the nearest eligible highways include a portion of State Route 180,
located approximately 7 miles east of the City, and a portion of State Route 168,
located approximately 5 miles east of City. The nearest officially designated State
Scenic Highway is located more than 30 miles northeast of the City within Madera
County. Since there are no eligible or officially designated State Scenic Highways
within or in close proximity to the project site, implementation of the proposed project
would not damage scenic resources within a designated state scenic highway.
Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact.

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?

The project site is located in a residential area and currently consists of disturbed
areas, undeveloped areas, and scattered single-family residences. The proposed
project would include the pre-zoning and annexation of six legal parcels along Ashlan
Avenue. No new physical improvements beyond what has already been evaluated for
the previously approved Rezone Application No. R-07-10 and Tentative Tract Map
No. 5756 would occur as a result of the proposed project. The proposed project would
not change the visual characteristics of the project site. Therefore, the proposed
project would have no impact.

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area?

The project site is located in a residential area subject to preexisting exterior lighting
from surrounding developments and existing street lighting. As discussed previously,

1 California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). 2023. Scenic Highways: California State Scenic

Highways. Available at: https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-

livability/lap-liv-i-scenic-highways. Accessed September 2023.




no new physical improvements beyond what has already been evaluated for the
previously approved Rezone Application No. R-07-10 and Tentative Tract Map No.
5756 would occur as a result of the proposed project. The proposed project would not
introduce new sources of light and glare to the area. In addition, daytime glare would
not occur because no highly reflective glass elements or building materials are
proposed as part of the project. The proposed project would not create a new source
of light and glare. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.

. Less Than
Potentially Sianificant with Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant ghriican Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated

IIl. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES - In determining whether impacts
to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer
to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air
Resources Board. Would the project:

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

b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson X
Act contract?




ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

c) Conflict with existing zoning for,
or cause rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in Public Resources
Code section 12220(9)),
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?

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?

DISCUSSION

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

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

The maijority of the project site north of Ashlan Avenue is underlain by land designated
by the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program (FMMP)? as Rural Residential Land, aside from 0.88 acre of the northeast
corner, which is designated as Unique Farmland. The portion of the project site south
of Ashlan Avenue is designated as Farmland of Local Importance. The surrounding
land to the north is designated as Urban and Built-Up Land, to the east is designated
as Urban and Built-Up Land or Unique Farmland, to the south is designated as Vacant
or Disturbed Land or Farmland of Local Importance, and to the west is designated as
Urban and Built-Up Land, Rural Residential Land, Farmland of Local Importance, or
Unique Farmland. For the purposes of the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA),
projects that would result in the conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or

2 California Department of Conservation. 2016. California Important Farmland Finder. Available at:
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/. Accessed September 2023.

10



b)

Farmland of Statewide Importance designated by the FMMP would be considered to
have a significant impact on the environment.

The proposed project would include the pre-zoning and annexation of six legal parcels
associated with the previously approved Rezone Application No. R-07-10 and
Tentative Tract Map No. 5756 along Ashlan Avenue. No new physical improvements
beyond what has already been evaluated for the previously approved Rezone
Application No. R-07-10 and Tentative Tract Map No. 5756 would occur as a result of
the proposed project; therefore, the proposed project would not result in the
conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance to a non-agricultural use. The proposed project would be consistent with
the City’s planned development scenario because the entire project site is currently
zoned for residential land uses and would continue to be zoned for residential uses
under the proposed project. The 0.88-acre portion of the project site that is designated
as Unique Farmland is of a size that makes it infeasible for commercial agricultural
production. Further, the project would be required to comply with goals and policies of
Section 7.6, Farmland, of the City’s General Plan, which identifies goals and policies
related to the preservation of farmland. Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in the conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance to a non-agricultural use because the land was already
converted under the entittement already approved for the Finding of Conformity for the
previously approved Rezone Application No. R-07-10 and Tentative Tract Map No.
5756, and the proposed project impacts would be less than significant.

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

The project site is currently zoned Rural Residential (RR) in the County General Plan.
The County's RR zoning provides for single-family dwellings, accessory buildings, and
small agricultural operations (e.g., greenhouses, fruit trees, nut trees, vines) in rural
settings.® The project site is not subject to a Williamson Act contract. The proposed
project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act
contract. Therefore, the proposed project would have 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))?

The project site is located within an existing residential area and is located in a Rural
Residential (RR) zoning district in Fresno County. The proposed project would not
conflict with the existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest uses. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact.

3 County of Fresno. 2000. Fresno County General Plan Policy Document. October 3. Available at:
https://www.fresnocountyca.gov/files/sharedassets/county/v/1/vision-files/files/18117-2000-general-

plan-policy-document.pdf. Accessed September 2023.
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d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Please refer to threshold discussion ll.c), above. The proposed project would not
result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest uses because
the site is not forested nor is it located near a forested area. Therefore, the proposed
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?

Please refer to threshold discussions Il.a) and Il.c), above. The project site is located
within an existing residential environment and would not result in the conversion of
farmland to non-agricultural uses or forest land to non-forest uses. Therefore, the
proposed project would have no impact.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.

. Less Than
Potentially Sianificant with Less Than No
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant ghitican Significant
Mitigation Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated

lll. AIR QUALITY — Where available, the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to
make the following determinations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable
air quality plan (e.g., by having
potential emissions of regulated

criterion pollutants which exceed X
the San Joaquin Valley Air
Pollution Control Districts

(SJVAPCD) adopted thresholds
for these pollutants)?

b) Result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment
under an applicable federal or X
state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions
which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?
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