


 

2 

 
399428v1 

 
8. 

 
Description of Project: 
The Project subject property is approximately 5.42 acres (APN 574-130-05) located on 
the north side of the East McKinley Avenue alignment between North Armstrong and 
North Laverne Avenues. Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 6475 will subdivide a 5.42-
acre portion of the subject property into a 53-lot single-family residential subdivision 
and four outlots. Outlots A and B will be dedicated in fee, to the City, for public 
landscaping (and irrigation) purposes located adjacent to the proposed lot frontages 
along the East McKinley Avenue alignment. Outlots C and D will be dedicated in fee, 
to the City, for public open space purposes (park) located in the center of the 
subdivision along the East McKinley Avenue alignment frontage (See Exhibit A). On- 
and off-site improvements including circulation roads, interior local streets, curb, gutter, 
sidewalk, water and sewer utilities, and landscaping would be developed to City 
standards by the Project developer. Water and sewer services will be provided by the 
City of Fresno. The project also includes a Remainder parcel.
 
The subject property is zoned Residential Single-Family, Medium Density (RS-5) with 
a General Plan land use designation of Residential Medium Density (5.0-12 D.U./acre). 
The applicant is requesting the approval of a Planned Development, Parcel Map and 
Tentative Tract Map Application. 
 

9. Surrounding land uses and setting: 

 Planned Land Use Existing Zoning Existing Land Use 

North 
Medium Density 

Residential RS-5 
Agriculture/Rural 

Residential 

East 
Medium Density 

Residential 
RS-5 Agriculture 

South 
Employment – 
Business Park 

AE-20 (County) 
Rural Residential & 

Canal (County) 
 

West 
Medium Density 

Residential 
RS-5 Single-Family 

Residences 

 

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing 
approval, or participation agreement): 
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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. 

___ 
I 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. 

 
 

     
_____________________________________________02/10/2025______________ 
     Rob Holt, Supervising Planner                               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” means 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 

































































































https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/geohazards/eq-zapp


























https://www.fresno.gov/darm/wp-content/uploads/sites/10/2016/11/GP9NoiseandSafety.pdf








https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/section-65962-5a/
https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/section-65962-5a/
https://heliplates.dot.ca.gov/






























https://www.fresno.gov/darm/wp-content/uploads/sites/10/2016/11/Complete_Code_March_2017.pdf


https://www.fresno.gov/darm/wp-content/uploads/sites/10/2016/11/GP7ResourceConservation.pdf










































https://www.fresnocog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/Fresno-COG-VMT-Report_01-08-2021.pdf






















https://www.fresno.gov/darm/wp-content/uploads/sites/10/2021/03/Link4AppendixGGHGRPUpdate.pdf
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