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The Surrounding Agricultural Land rating is determined by the proportion of land within a 
project’s ZOI that is currently used for agricultural production. The Surrounding Agricultural 
Land score established by the California LESA Model is summarized in Table 3-4, Surrounding 
Agricultural Land Score. Data for surrounding agricultural land can be obtained from the 
Department of Conservation’s Important Farmland Map Series, the Department of Water 
Resources’ Land Use Map Series, locally derived maps, and/or inspection of the site. The 
surrounding agricultural land score accounts for 15 percent of the total California LESA Model 
Score (CDC 1997). 

 

Table 3-4 Surrounding Agricultural Land Score 

Percent of Project’s ZOI 
in Agricultural Use

Surrounding Agricultural 
Land Score (Points)

90-100 100 

80-89 90 

75-79 80 

70-74 70 

65-69 60 

60-64 50 

55-59 40 

50-54 30 

45-49 20 

40-44 10 

< 40 0 

Source: CDC 1997

SURROUNDING PROTECTED RESOURCE LAND 

The Surrounding Protected Resource Land Rating is an extension of the Surrounding Agricultural 
Land Rating and is scored in a similar manner. Protected resource lands are those lands with 
long-term use restrictions that are compatible with or supportive of agricultural uses of land. 
Protected resource lands include but are not limited to Williamson Act contracted lands; 
publicly owned lands maintained as park, forest, or watershed resources; and lands with natural 
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resource easements (e.g., agricultural, wildlife habitat, open space) that restrict the conversion 
of such land to urban or industrial uses.

The Surrounding Protected Resource Land rating is determined by the proportion of protected 
resource lands within a project’s ZOI. The Surrounding Protected Resource Land scoring system 
established by the California LESA Model is summarized in Table 3-5, Surrounding Protected 
Resource Land Score. The Surrounding Protected Resource Land score accounts for 5 percent of 
the total California LESA Score (CDC 1997).

Table 3-5 Surrounding Protected Resource Land Score 

Percent of Project’s ZOI 
Defined as Protected 

Surrounding Protected 
Resource Land Score (Points) 

90-100 100 

80-89 90 

75-79 80 

70-74 70 

65-69 60 

60-64 50 

55-59 40 

50-54 30 

45-49 20 

40-44 10 

< 40 0 

Source: CDC 1997
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4. PROJECT SITE EVALUATION

In this section, the California LESA Model is applied to the project site to evaluate whether the 
project site contains important agricultural resources. 

4.1 LAND EVALUATION (LE) 
As discussed in Subsection 3.2.1, the LE subscore measures the agricultural suitability of soils 
identified on a property by using the LCC Rating and Storie Index for each present soil map unit. 
The project site consists of two soil map units including: Nord fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent 
slopes (130) and Yettem sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes (143) (USDA 2025). 

4.1.1 LAND CAPABILITY CLASSIFICATION 

Refer to Table 4-1, Land Capability Classification Score, below, for the LLC Scores of the project 
site. The project site’s overall LLC Score is 100. 

Table 4-1 Land Capability Classification Score

Soil Map Unit Acres 
Proportion of  
Project Site LCC LCC Rating LCC Score 

130 11.6 0.74 I 100 72.5
143 4.0 0.25 I 100 27.5

Totals 15.6 1.0 100.0
Source: (USDA 2025)

4.1.2 STORIE INDEX 

Refer to Table 4-2, Storie Index Score, below, for the Storie Index scores for the project site. The 
project site’s overall Storie Index score is 87.0. 

Table 4-2 Storie Index Score

Soil Map Unit Acres 
Proportion of  
Project Site Storie Index Storie Index 

Score
130 11.6 0.74 86 63.9
143 4.0 0.25 90 23.1

Totals 15.6 1.0 87.0
Source: (USDA 2025)
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4.2 SITE ASSESSMENT (SA)
As discussed in Subsection 3.2.2, the SA subscore is based on a combination of a property’s size, 
the availability of water resources, the presence/absence of surrounding agricultural lands, and 
the presence/absence of surrounding protected resource lands.

4.2.1 PROJECT SIZE 
Refer to Table 4-3, Project Size Score, below, for the Project Size scores for the project site. The 
overall Project Size score is 30. 

Table 4-3 Project Size Score 

 
Soil Class

LCC Class I-II LCC Class III LCC Class IV-VIII
Acres of the Project Site 15.6 0 0

Project Size Scores 30 0 0
Source: (USDA 2025)

Refer to Table 3-2 for Project Size Scoring, which is based on LCC Class and acreage. 

4.2.2 WATER RESOURCE AVAILABILITY 
The project site was previously used for agricultural purposes that included an irrigated orchard. 
Agricultural uses ceased between 2022 and 2023; under existing conditions, the project site is 
vacant and disturbed. It is unknown at this time if the irrigation system is still intact. Given this 
uncertainty, it was conservatively assumed that the irrigation system remains in place. This 
assumption is consistent with typical agricultural practices, where infrastructure is often 
retained even after cessation of farming operations, especially when the land has historically 
supported intensive, irrigated agriculture. Recognizing that water availability can be influenced 
by both physical2 and economic3 restrictions, these considerations are assumed to ensure a 
realistic representation of future agricultural viability (CDC 1997). Table 4-4, Water Resource 
Availability Score, summarizes the Water Resource Availability score for the project site; the 
project site’s Water Resource Availability score is 65. 

 
2 As discussed in Section 3.2.2, a physical restriction is an occasional or regular interruption or reduction in water 

supply or shortened irrigation season. 
3 As discussed in Section 3.3., an economic restriction is a rise in cost of water to a level that forces a reduction in 

consumption. 
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Table 4-4 Water Resource Availability Score 

Project 
Portion Water Source

Proportion of 
Project Area 

Water Availability 
Score 

Weighted Availability 
Score 

1 Irrigation Only 1.0 65 65 
Total  1.0 65 

Source: (CDC 1997)
Refer to Table 3-2 for Project Size Scoring, which is based on LCC Class and acreage. 

4.2.3 SURROUNDING AGRICULTURAL LAND

The Surrounding Agricultural Land score is dependent on the presence or absence of active 
agricultural production land within a project’s ZOI. Figure 4, Surrounding Agricultural Land, 
illustrates the active agricultural production lands in the ZOI for the project site. Table 4-5, 
Surrounding Agricultural Land Score, summarizes the Surrounding Agricultural Land score for 
the project site; the project site’s Surrounding Agricultural Land score is 60. 

Table 4-5 Surrounding Agricultural Land Score

Zone of Influence
Surrounding Agricultural 

Land Score Total Acres Acres of Surrounding 
Agricultural Land

Percent Surrounding 
Agricultural Land

585.7 402.5 69% 60 

4.2.4 SURROUNDING PROTECTED RESOURCES LAND 
The Surrounding Protected Resource Land score is dependent on the presence or absence of 
protected resource lands within a project’s ZOI that have long-term use restrictions that are 
compatible with or supportive of agricultural uses. Figure 5, Surrounding Protected Resources 
Land, illustrates the protected resource lands in the project’s ZOI. Table 4-6, Surrounding 
Protected Resources Land Score, summarizes the Surrounding Protected Resources Land score 
for the project site; the project site’s Surrounding Protected Resource Land score is 0. 
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Table 4-6 Surrounding Protected Resources Land Score

Zone of Influence
Surrounding Protected 
Resource Land Score Total Acres Acres of Protected 

Resource Land
Percent Protected 

Resource Land
585.7 126.7 22% 0 
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4.3 TOTAL LESA SCORE
The total LESA Score is calculated by summing the project site’s LE and SA subscores. The project 
site’s LESA subscores are summarized in Table 4-7, Total LESA Score Sheet. The project site’s final 
LESA score is 70.1. 

Table 4-7 Total LESA Score Sheet 

 Factor Scores Factor Weight Weighted Factor Scores
LE Factors
LCC 100 0.25 25.0
Storie Index 87.0 0.25 21.8

LE Subscore 46.8
SA Factors
Project Size 30.0 0.15 4.5 
Water Resource Availability 65.0 0.15 9.8 
Surrounding Agricultural Land 60.0 0.15 9.0 
Protected Resources Land 0.0 0.05 0.0 

SA Subscore 23.3
Final LESA Score 70.1
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5. CONCLUSION

The project site received a LESA score of 70.1. As shown in Table 5-1, California LESA Model 
Scoring Thresholds, impacts to land that receives a LESA score between 60 and 79 are 
considered significant under CEQA unless either the LE or SA subscore is less than 20 points. As 
shown in Table 4-7, the project’s LE score is 46.  and the SA score is 23.3. Thus, because the 
project site score is 70.1 and neither the LA nor the SA scores are less than 20, the project site is 
determined to have important agricultural resources on on-site and project impacts on 
agricultural resources would be significant under CEQA. 

Table 5-1 California LESA Model Scoring Thresholds

Total LESA Score Scoring Designation 
0-39 Not Considered Significant

40-59 Considered Significant only if the LE and SA subscores are each greater
than or equal to 20 points 

60-79 Considered Significant unless either LE or SA subscore is less than 20 
points 

80-100 Considered Significant 
Source: (CDC 1997)
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PERFORMING ARTS THEATER, ACCEL CENTER, AND LIBRARY PROJECT - LESA MODEL CALCULATIONS 

Land Capability Classification Score 

Proportion of 

Soil Map Unit Acres Project Site LCC LCC Rating LCC Score 

130 11.6 0.744 I 100 74.4 

143 4 0.256 I 100 25.6 

Totals 15.6 1.0 100.0 

Storie Index Score 

Proportion of 
Storie Index 

Soil Map Unit Acres Project Site Storie Index 
Score 

130 11.6 0.74 86 63.9 

143 4 0.26 90 23.1 

Totals 15.6 1.0 87.0 

Soil Map Unit 

Project Size Score 130 143 Totals (Acres) 

Soil Class 
LCC Class 1-11 (Acres) 

11.6 4 15.6 

LCC Class 1-11 LCC Class Ill LCC Class IV-VIII LCC Class Ill (Acres) 0 

Acres of the 
Project Site 

15.6 0 0 
LCC Class IV-VIII (Acres) 

0 

Project Size 
Scores 

30 0 0 

The Project Size score will be the highest score. 

Water Resource Availability Score 

Project Proportion of Project Water Availability 
Weighted 

Water Source Availability 
Portion Area Score 

Score 

1 Irrigation Only 1.00 100 65 

Total 1.0 65.0 
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Surrounding Agricultural Land Score 

Zone of Influence 

Acres of Surrounding 

Total Acres 
Surrounding Percent Surrounding Agricultural Land 

Agricultural Agricultural Land Score 

Land 

585.7 402.5 69% 60 

Surrounding Protected Resource Land Score 

Zone of Influence 
Surrounding 

Acres of Protected 

Total Acres Protected 
Percent Protected 

Resource Land 

Resource Land 
Resource Land 

Score 

585.7 126.7 22% 0 

Total LESA Score Sheet 

Factor Scores Factor Weight 
Weighted Factor 

Scores 

LE Factors 

LCC 100.0 0.25 25.0 

Storie Index 87.0 0.25 21.8 

LE Subscore 46.8 

SA Factors 

Project Size 30 0.15 4.5 

Water 

Resource 65.0 0.15 9.8 

Availability 

Surrounding 

Agricultural 60.0 0.15 9.0 
Land 

Protected 

Resource Land 
0.0 0.05 0.00 

SA Subscore 23.3 

Final LESA Score 70.0 
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