APPENDIX G/INITIAL STUDY FOR A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Checklist Form for:
E Street Complete Streets, Cesar Chavez to El Dorado Project

Project Title:
E Street Complete Streets, Cesar Chavez to El Dorado Project

Lead Agency Name and Address:

City of Fresno

Capital Projects Department
747 R Street, 2nd Floor
Fresno, CA 93721

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Abdul BinMahfodh, Project Manager
City of Fresno

Capital Projects Department

(559) 621-8701

Project Location:

The Project site consists of an approximately 1.3-mile segment of E Street between
Cesar Chavez Boulevard (also known as Ventura Avenue) and El Dorado Street in the
City of Fresno, Fresno County, California (Figure 1).

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

City of Fresno

Department of Public Works
2600 Fresno Street

Fresno, California 93721

General and Community Plan Land Use Designation:
City right-of-way

Zoning:
City right-of-way
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Description of Project:

The proposed E Street Complete Streets, Cesar Chavez to El Dorado Project (Project)
includes the construction of various roadway improvements along an approximately
1.3-mile segment of E Street between Cesar Chavez Boulevard (also known as
Ventura Avenue) and El Dorado Street, including rehabilitation of existing pavement in
some areas, complete street reconstruction in other areas, reduction of the number of
travel lanes from four lanes to two lanes between Tulare Street and El Dorado Street,
installation of buffered class Il bicycle lanes and sidewalks, and installation of
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)-compliant curb ramps. The proposed Project
includes installation of two new streetlights—one at the southwest corner of Cesar
Chavez Boulevard and E Street and one on the western frontage about 160 feet north
of the Cesar Chavez Boulevard and E Street intersection. The proposed Project
includes installation of eight traffic signal poles. Four large signal poles with arms would
be installed at all corners of Fresno and E Streets, and four smaller poles would be
installed at all corners of Tulare and E Streets. The proposed Project would require
nine partial right-of-way (ROW) acquisitions from the following parcels, listed by
Assessor’'s Parcel Number (APN):

West side of E Street East side of E Street
e APN 467-121-17 e APN 467-084-22
e APN 467-117-02 e APN 465-062-04T

e APN 467-102-04
e APN 465-113-18
e APN 467-117-03
e APN 467-102-03
e APN 465-112-18T

The proposed Project would not require demolition of existing buildings or structures
from parcels proposed for partial ROW acquisition.

Construction activities are anticipated to result in approximately 12.6 acres of ground
disturbance, including approximately 8,462 cubic yards (CY) of cut and approximately
9,289 CY of fill. Approximately 2,526 CY of native soil would be disturbed as a result
of compaction but would be kept in place. Construction of the proposed Project is
expected to occur over 145 working days beginning in February 2026. The installation
of temporary pedestrian detours is anticipated for the proposed Project; however,
proposed construction activities would not require full roadway closure.
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Surrounding land uses and setting:

- Planned Land Use Existing Zoning Existing Land Use
Light Industrial, Light Industrial, Light Industrial,
North Downtown Downtown Downtown
Neighborhood Neighborhood Neighborhood
Light Industrial, Light Industrial, Light Industrial,
East Downtown Downtown Downtown
Neighborhood Neighborhood Neighborhood
Light Industrial, Light Industrial, Light Industrial,
South Downtown Downtown Downtown
Neighborhood Neighborhood Neighborhood
Light Industrial, Light Industrial, Light Industrial,
West Downtown Downtown Downtown
Neighborhood Neighborhood Neighborhood

10.

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

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD)

11.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 21080.3.17? 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 that the lead agency, at its discretion,
and supported by substantial evidence, chooses to treat the resources as 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.
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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 proposed 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 November 4, 2024, which included the
required 30-day time period for tribes to request consultation, which ended on
December 4, 2024. One letter response was received from David Alvarez, Tribal
Chairman for the Traditional Choinumni Tribe, in an email dated November 15, 2024,
stating that they “...are always concerned when cultural resources are unearthed
during any ground disturbance activities, all work must halt in the area of the find and
a qualified, professional archaeologist should be called out to assess the findings and
make the appropriate mitigation recommendations. With that being said, we do not see
any issues with the project at this time.” All other tribes that were contacted declined
consultation.
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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 [J | Agriculture and Forestry Resources
O | Air Quality [J | Biological Resources

(J | Cultural Resources J | Energy

0 | Geology/Soils [0 | Greenhouse Gas Emissions
O | Hazards and Hazardous Materials 1 | Hydrology/Water Quality

O | Land Use/Planning [0 | Mineral Resources

O | Noise ] | Population/Housing

[0 | Public Services [0 | Recreation

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

O | Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| 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.

534240v1



| 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.

Abdul BinMahfodh, Project Manager Date

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1.

2.
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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.

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.



534240v1

. 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 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.



Potentially Less Than Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant S'gn'n‘:‘::"::‘i:)‘:“"th Significant
Impact g Impact
Incorporated

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

No
Impact

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 Fresno General Plan' identifies
six locations along the San Joaquin River bluffs as designated vista points that 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 Project site is not located within any
of the scenic vista points identified in the City's General Plan. Furthermore, the
proposed Project would be limited to improvements to an existing roadway segment

' City of Fresno. 2022a. Fresno General Plan. Adopted December 18; Last amended October 13.
Available at: https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/upload temp Consolidated-GP-10-
13-2022 compressed.pdf. Accessed October 2024.
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b)

within an urban area and would not result in any new buildings or structures that could
otherwise impede views of a scenic vista in the City. Therefore, no impact would occur.

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. Fresno County has three eligible State Scenic
Highways; the nearest eligible highways include a portion of State Route (SR) 180,
located approximately 7 miles east of the City, and a portion of SR 168, located
approximately 5 miles east of the City. The nearest officially designated State Scenic
Highway is located more than 30 miles northeast of the City in Madera County. Since
there are no eligible or officially designated State Scenic Highways in close proximity
to the Project site, implementation of the proposed Project would not damage scenic
resources within a designated State Scenic Highway. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

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 an urbanized area and consists of an existing roadway
east of the Downtown Neighborhood. The Project site consists of an existing roadway
surrounded by warehouses, retail businesses, vacant lots, surface parking lots, and
various City service buildings in the Downtown Neighborhood and Light Industrial
zone districts. The Project site and surrounding area are characterized by relatively
flat topography. There are scattered ornamental trees located along the existing
roadway. There are no surface water features located within or adjacent to the Project
site.

The proposed Project includes the construction of various roadway improvements
along an approximately 1.3-mile segment of E Street between Cesar Chavez
Boulevard and El Dorado Street. The proposed improvements would be consistent
with the level and scale of existing surrounding development and would not introduce
new architectural features, buildings, or other components that could alter the existing
visual character of the Project site and surrounding area. Further, proposed roadway
improvements would be required to comply with City Public Works Department
requirements for roadway design to ensure consistency with existing roadways within
the vicinity of the Project site. In addition, the proposed Project would be consistent
with Objective D-4 of the Fresno General Plan Urban Form, Land Use, and Design

2 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 October 2024.
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people residing or working in the Project area to excessive noise levels. Therefore,
impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

N-1

For the entire duration of the construction phase of the proposed Project, the
following noise reduction measures shall be implemented to ensure that noise
levels are maintained within levels allowed by the Fresno General Plan Noise
and Safety Element:s

1.

Construction activities should be limited to the hours of 7:00 a.m. and
10:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday. No construction activities shall
occur on Sundays or on federal holidays.

. Stationary construction equipment that generates noise that exceeds

65 A-weighted decibels (dBA) at the Project boundaries shall be
shielded with the most modern noise control devices (i.e., mufflers,
lagging, and/or motor enclosures).

. Impact tools (e.g., jackhammers, pavement breakers, rock drills, etc.)

used for Project construction shall be hydraulically or electrically
powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated with compressed
air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools.

. Where use of pneumatic tools is unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the

compressed air exhaust shall be used.

. All construction equipment shall have the manufacturers’ recommended

noise abatement methods installed, such as mufflers, engine
enclosures, and engine vibration insulators, intact and operational.

. All construction equipment shall undergo inspection at periodic intervals

to ensure proper maintenance and presence of noise control devices
(e.g., mufflers, shrouding, etc.).

. The Project contractor shall inform residents at properties within 300 feet

of the proposed Project of proposed construction timelines and noise
compliant procedures to minimize potential annoyance related to
construction noise.

51 City of Fresno. 2020a. Fresno General Plan, Chapter 9: Noise and Safety Element. Updated May 21.
Available at: https://www.fresno.gov/wp-content/uploads/2023/03/9-Noise-and-Safety-02-03-21.pdf.
Accessed October 2024.

534240v1

61



ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSIN

G — Would the project:

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)?

b) Displace substantial numbers
of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

DISCUSSION

a)

b)

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)?

The proposed Project would be limited to the construction of upgrades to and
operation of an existing roadway segment and would not facilitate unplanned growth
in a previously isolated area. Further, the proposed Project does not include the
development of new residences, businesses, or other uses that could directly induce
population growth within the City. Proposed construction activities have the potential
to generate short-term employment opportunities; however, Project construction is
expected to use workers from the local employment force and would not require
workers to relocate to the Project area. Therefore, the proposed Project would not
result in unplanned or substantial population growth, and impacts would be less than
significant.

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

The proposed Project would require partial ROW acquisition from nine surrounding
parcels; however, demolition or removal of existing buildings would not be required.
The proposed Project would not necessitate the displacement or removal of existing
housing. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES Significant | Sgnificantwith | - o, Geeant

Impact Mitigation Impact
P Incorporated P

No
Impact

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the project:

a) Result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilities,
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:

Fire protection?

Police protection?
Schools?
Parks?

Other public facilities?

XX | X|X|X

DISCUSSION

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?

The FFD would provide fire protection services to the proposed Project. There are
20 FFD fire stations in Fresno, with the closest fire station, Fire Station 3, located
adjacent to the Project site. The proposed Project would be limited to the
construction of upgrades to and operation of an existing roadway segment and
would not result in the development of new land uses that could facilitate
substantial or unplanned population growth within the City that could increase
demand on existing fire protection services within the City. The proposed Project
would not require new or physically altered governmental facilities for fire
protection services. Therefore, no impact related to fire protection would occur.
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Police protection?

The Fresno Police Department provides police protection to the Project site. The
Fresno Police Department Patrol Division is divided into five policing districts; the
Project site is located within the Southwest District. The proposed Project does not
include the construction of new residences, businesses, or other uses that would
directly increase demand on existing police protection services. The proposed
Project would be limited to the construction of upgrades to and operation of an
existing roadway segment and would not facilitate unplanned or substantial
population growth in a manner that would increase demand on existing police
protection services. The proposed Project would not require new or physically
altered governmental facilities for police protection services. Therefore, no impact
would occur.

Schools?

The Fresno Unified School District (FUSD) serves more than 74,000 students and
operates 64 elementary schools, 15 middle schools, eight high schools, four
alternative schools, and three special education schools. As discussed in Section
XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed Project would not induce direct or
indirect population growth. The proposed Project would not result in an increase in
school-aged children in the area or create an increased demand on local schools.
Therefore, no impact would occur.

iv. Parks?

As discussed in Section XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed Project would
not result in a population increase that could result in deterioration of existing
recreation facilities or require the expansion of new facilities. The proposed Project
would not create an increased demand on public recreation facilities. Therefore,
no impact would occur.

Other public facilities?

As discussed in Section XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed Project would
not induce substantial or unplanned population growth. The proposed Project does
not propose features that would significantly increase the demand on public
facilities, such as libraries or post offices, or result in the need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

XVI. RECREATION — Would the project:

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?

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?

DISCUSSION

a)

b)

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?

As discussed in Section XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed Project would not
induce substantial or unplanned population growth in the City. Therefore, the
proposed Project would not increase the use of existing recreational facilities such
that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated, and
no impact would occur.

Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

The proposed Project would not include or require the construction or expansion of
existing public recreational facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures are not required.
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What does IPaC use to generate the list of migratory birds that potentially occur in my specified
location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other species that
may warrant special attention in your project location, such as those listed under the Endangered Species Act or
the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act and those species marked as “Vulnerable”. See the FAQ “What are the
levels of concern for migratory birds?” for more information on the levels of concern covered in the IPaC
migratory bird species list.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network
(AKN). The AKN data is based on a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is
queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) with which your
project intersects. These species have been identified as warranting special attention because they are BCC
species in that area, an eagle (Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act requirements may apply), or a species that
has a particular vulnerability to offshore activities or development.

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area. It is
not representative of all birds that may occur in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially present in
your project area, and to verify survey effort when no results present, please visit the Rapid Avian Information
Locator (RAIL)_Tool.

Why are subspecies showing up on my list?

Subspecies profiles are included on the list of species present in your project area because observations in the
AKN for the species are being detected. If the species are present, that means that the subspecies may also be
present. If a subspecies shows up on your list, you may need to rely on other resources to determine if that
subspecies may be present (e.g. your local FWS field office, state surveys, your own surveys).

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratory birds potentially
occurring in my specified location?

The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data provided by the
Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). This data is derived from a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen
science datasets.

Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information becomes available. To
learn more about how the probability of presence graphs are produced and how to interpret them, go to the
Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me about these graphs” link.

How do | know if a bird is breeding, wintering, or migrating in my area?

To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, wintering, migrating, or
resident), you may query your location using the RAIL Tool and view the range maps provided for birds in your
area at the bottom of the profiles provided for each bird in your results. If a bird on your IPaC migratory bird
species list has a breeding season associated with it (indicated by yellow vertical bars on the phenology graph in
your “IPaC PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY” at the top of your results list), there may be nests
present at some point within the timeframe specified. If "Breeds elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does
not breed in your project area.

What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?



Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:

1. "BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern throughout their range
anywhere within the USA (including Hawaii, the Pacific Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands);

2. "BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in the
continental USA; and

3. "Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on your list either
because of the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act requirements (for eagles) or (for non-eagles) potential
susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development or activities (e.g. offshore energy
development or longline fishing).

Although it is important to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made, in particular, to avoid
and minimize impacts to the birds on this list, especially BCC species. For more information on avoidance and
minimization measures you can implement to help avoid and minimize migratory bird impacts, please see the
FAQ “Tell me more about avoidance and minimization measures | can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to
migratory birds”.

Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects

For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species and groups of
bird species within your project area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the Northeast Ocean Data Portal. The
Portal also offers data and information about other taxa besides birds that may be helpful to you in your project
review. Alternately, you may download the bird model results files underlying the portal maps through the NOAA
NCCOS Integrative Statistical Modeling_and Predictive Mapping_of Marine Bird Distributions and Abundance on
the Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.

Proper interpretation and use of your migratory bird report

The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of birds of priority
concern. To learn more about how your list is generated and see options for identifying what other birds may be
in your project area, please see the FAQ "What does |IPaC use to generate the migratory birds potentially
occurring in my specified location". Please be aware this report provides the "probability of presence" of birds
within the 10 km grid cell(s) that overlap your project; not your exact project footprint. On the graphs provided,
please look carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical line) and for the existence of the "no
data" indicator (a red horizontal line). A high survey effort is the key component. If the survey effort is high, then
the probability of presence score can be viewed as more dependable. In contrast, a low survey effort bar or no
data bar means a lack of data and, therefore, a lack of certainty about presence of the species. This list does not
represent all birds present in your project area. It is simply a starting point for identifying what birds of concern
have the potential to be in your project area, when they might be there, and if they might be breeding (which
means nests might be present). The list and associated information help you know what to look for to confirm
presence and helps guide implementation of avoidance and minimization measures to eliminate or reduce
potential impacts from your project activities, should presence be confirmed. To learn more about avoidance and
minimization measures, visit the FAQ "Tell me about avoidance and minimization measures | can implement to
avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds".

Interpreting the Probability of Presence Graphs

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project overlaps
during a particular week of the year. A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey
effort can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:



The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in the week where the
species was detected divided by the total number of survey events for that week. For example, if in week 12
there were 20 survey events and the Spotted Towhee was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the
Spotted Towhee in week 12 is 0.25.

To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of presence is calculated.
This is the probability of presence divided by the maximum probability of presence across all weeks. For
example, imagine the probability of presence in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability
of presence at week 12 (0.25) is the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on
week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical conversion so that all
possible values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the probability of presence score.

Breeding Season ()
Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across its entire range.
If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your project area.

Survey Effort ()
Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys performed for
that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps.

No Data ()
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe

Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant information. The
exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are based on all years of available data, since
data in these areas is currently much more sparse.

Facilities

National Wildlife Refuge lands

Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a
'‘Compatibility Determination' conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to
discuss any questions or concerns.

There are no refuge lands at this location.

Fish hatcheries

There are no fish hatcheries at this location.



Wetlands in the National Wetlands Inventory
(NWI)

Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section
404 of the Clean Water Act, or other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers District.

Wetland information is not available at this time

This can happen when the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map service is unavailable, or for
very large projects that intersect many wetland areas. Try again, or visit the NWI map to view
wetlands at this location.

Data limitations

The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level
information on the location, type and size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of high
altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography. A margin of error
is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular site may result in
revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image
analysts, the amount and quality of the collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work
conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source imagery used and any mapping
problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery or field work. There may be
occasional differences in polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted on the map and
the actual conditions on site.

Data exclusions

Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the limitations of aerial
imagery as the primary data source used to detect wetlands. These habitats include seagrasses or submerged
aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal zones of estuaries and nearshore coastal waters.
Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also been excluded from the inventory.
These habitats, because of their depth, go undetected by aerial imagery.

Data precautions

Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and describe wetlands in
a different manner than that used in this inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design or products of this
inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any Federal, state, or local government or to establish
the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies. Persons intending to engage in



activities involving modifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should seek the advice of appropriate
Federal, state, or local agencies concerning specified agency regulatory programs and proprietary jurisdictions
that may affect such activities.
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Query Summary:
Quad IS (Fresno North (3611977) OR Fresno South (3611967) OR Caruthers (3611957) OR Clovis (3611976) OR Malaga (3611966) OR Conejo (3611956) OR
Raisin (3611958) OR Kearney Park (3611968) OR Herndon (3611978))
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CNDDB Element Query Results

CA
Scientific Common Taxonomic | Element Total | Returned | Federal State Global |State |[Rare | Other Habitats
Name Name Group Code Occs | Occs Status Status Rank Rank | Plant | Status
Rank
BLM_S-Sensitive,
CDFW_SSC-
: Species of Special
Adtinemys ;g:g"t"j:ltgm Reptiles | ARAAD02031 [1102 |1 Proposed | None G2 SNR [null | Concern, nul
Vulnerable,
USFS_S-Sensitive
BLM_S-Sensitive,
CDFW—SSC' . Freshwater
Species of Special marsh
Agalaivs tricolored | ;. ABPBXB0020 (960 |3 N Threatened [G1G2 |S2 I ﬁJogﬁe BN Marsh &
tricolor blackbird irds one reatene nu Endan - swamp,
ndangered, Swamp
USFWS_BCC-Birds | \yatiand
of Conservation
Concern
Cismontane
woodland,
Californi Meadow &
C alifornia seep,
Ambystoma "Qf’ ’ CDFW_WL-Watch |Riparian
californiense |52 ant1ar|1 | Amphibians | AAAAAO1181 [1328 |4 Threatened | Threatened [G2G3T3[S3  [null |List, IUCN_VU- woodland,
pop. 1 -C:i?o:iia Vulnerable Valley &
DPS foothill
grassland,
Vernal pool,
Wetland
Chaparral,
Anniella gg:.tfgfrrm?a Reptles | ARACC01020 |386 |1 None None G3 5253 |null g‘?eiﬁgs"?g;’eda' gl?:es;al
pulchra legless lizard Concemn, USFS_S- | coagtal
Sensitive scrub
Chaparral,
Coastal
scrub,
Desert
wash, Great
Basin
grassland,
Great Basin
scrub,
BLM_S-Sensitive, |Mojavean
CDFW_SSC- desert
’S‘;‘,‘,{Sﬁ:“s palidbat  |Mammals |AMACC10010 |424 |1 None None G4 s3  |nul g‘c’,ﬁ‘c’fﬁf,fuscpﬁi'fé sRci;‘;t:i’an
Least Concern, woodland,
USFS_S-Sensitive |Sonoran
desert
scrub,
Upper
montane
coniferous
forest,
Valley &
foothill
grassland
Brackish
marsh,
Estuary,
CDF_S-Sensitive, | Freshwater
Ardeaalba |greategret |Birds ABNGA04040 (43 |1 None None G5 S4  |null |IUCN _LC-Least r,\jl‘a’sh'&
Concern ars
swamp,
Riparian
forest,
Wetland




Arizona Californi CDFW_SSC-
elegans Ialornlre: K Reptiles ARADB01017 |260 None None G5T2 S2 null | Species of Special |null
occidentalis | 9'0SSY snake Concern
Coastal
prairie,
Coastal
scru_b, Great
BLM_S-Sensitive, S;Sslgland
CDFW_SSC- Great Basin
) Species of Special scrub
Athene |burrowing | pj 4s ABNSB10010 |2057 None None G4 s2  |nun |Concern, IUCN_LC- | y0avean
cunicularia owl Least Concern, desert
USFWS_BCC-Birds b
of Conservation scrub,
c N Sonoran
oncer desert
scrub,
Valley &
foothill
grassland
Alkali playa,
SB_CalBG/RSABG- | Chenopod
Atriplex lesser . California/Rancho | scrub,
minuscula saltscale Dicots PDCHEQ42MO (52 None None G2 S2 18.1 Santa Ana Botanic | Valley &
Garden foothill
grassland
Bombus Crotch's Candidate IUCN_EN-
crotchii bumble bee Insects IIHYM24480 443 None Endangered G2 S2 null Endangered null
Coastal
prairie,
i Great Basin
Bombus American IUCN_VU-
pensylvanicus | bumble bee Insects IIHYM24260 |680 None None G3G4 [S2 null Vulnerable %;ell;sylagd,
foothill
grassland
Valley &
Branchinecta |vernal pool IUCN_VU- foothill
lynchi fairy shrimp Crustaceans | ICBRA03030 804 Threatened | None G3 S3 null Vulnerable grassland,
Vernal pool,
Wetland
Great Basin
grassland,
Riparian
But Swai , BLM_S-Sensitive, |forest,
uteo hwal'(”5°”5 Birds ABNKC19070 [2577 None Threatened |G5 S4  |null [IUCN_LC-Least Riparian
swainsoni aw Concern woodland,
Valley &
foothill
grassland
Castilleja
campestris succulent . G47? Vernal pool,
var. owl's-clover Dicots PDSCRO0D321 |99 Threatened | Endangered T2T3 S2S3(1B.2 |null Wetland
succulenta
SB_CalBG/RSABG-
California/Rancho | Chenopod
Santa Ana Botanic |scrub, Pinon
Caulanth Californi Garden, SB_SBBG- | & juniper
a}.‘;a”. us .a'ff[“'a Dicots PDBRA31010 |67 Endangered | Endangered | G1 S1  |1B.1 |Santa Barbara woodlands,
californicus | jeweltlower Botanic Garden, Valley &
SB_UCBG-UC foothill
Botanical Garden at | grassland
Berkeley
Cocoyzus | western BLM_S-Sensitive, |Riparian
americanus | yellow-billed |Birds ABNRB02022 [165 Threatened | Endangered |G5T2T3 | S1 null USFS S-S 't', fpt
occidentalis | cuckoo _S-Sensilive | Tores
Desmocerus ;?c;fr)tl)er Riparian
californicus y Insects 11ICOL48011 271 Threatened |None G3T3 S3 null | null P
: longhorn scrub
dimorphus
beetle
Dipodomys Fresno IUCN_VU Cheno
i ; _VU- pod
giirleia;mdes kangaroo rat Mammals AMAFDO03151 |12 Endangered | Endangered | G2TH SH |null Vulnerable scrub
; Antioch .
Efferia efferian Insects IIDIPO7010 |4 None None G1G2  [S1S2|null |null Interior
antiochi dunes
robberfly
Egretta thula |snowy egret |Birds ABNGA06030 |20 None None G5 S4 null | IUCN_LC-Least Marsh &
Concern swamp,
Meadow &
seep,
Riparian

forest,




Riparian

woodland,
Wetland
Chenopqd
_ SB_CalBG/RSABG- Z"jﬁ:’ib:'rm"
Eriastrum | Hoover's | pyq g PDPLMO3070 |47 Delisted | None G3 s3 |42 |Galifornia/Rancho 1, 50qiangs,
hooveri eriastrum Santa Ana Botanic Valley &
Garden foothill
grassland
Chaparral,
Cismontane
Eumops BLM_S-Sensitive, |woodland,
- western CDFW_SSC- Coastal
pe{?tls' mastiff bat | Mammals AMACDO02011 |296 None None G4G5T4|S3S4 |null Species of Special | scrub,
californicus Concern Valley &
foothill
grassland
Chaparral,
Coastal
SB_CalBG/RSABG- | scrub,
California/Rancho | Meadow &
| t Californi Santa Ana Botanic |seep,
mperata atornia | vonocots | PMPOA3D020 | 32 None None G3 S3  |2B.1 |Garden, SB_SBBG- | Mojavean
brevifolia satintail Santa Barbara desert
Botanic Garden, scrub,
USFS_S-Sensitive |Riparian
scrub,
Wetland
Broadleaved
upland
forest,
Cismontane
woodland,
Lasiurus hoarybat  |Mammals |AMACC05032 |238 None None G3G4 |s4 |nun |MYON_LC-Least |Lower
cinereus Concern montane
coniferous
forest, North
coast
coniferous
forest
Lasthenia |alkali-sink | ;04 PDAST5L030 |55 None None G2 s2  [1B.4 |null Vernal pool
chrysantha goldfields
BLM_S-Sensitive, | Cismontane
Leptosibhon | Mader SB_SBBG-Santa  [\"°07aN%:
€ptosipho adera Dicots PDPLM09130 |26 None None G3 S3  [1B.2 |Barbara Botanic owe
serrulatus leptosiphon Garden. USFS S- montane
Sensiti\;e - coniferous
forest
Linderiella California IUCN_NT-Near
occidentalis | linderiella Crustaceans | ICBRA06010 |508 None None G2G3 S2S3 | null Threatened Vernal pool
molestan Vernal pool,
Lytta molesta blister beetle Insects 1ICOL4C030 |17 None None G2 S2 null | null Wetland
Hurd's .
a"e?p°9°” metapogon | Insects IIDIP08010 |3 None None G1G2 [s1s2|null |nul L"t‘:””
ural robberfly unes
Riparian
Nannont double- CDFW_WL-Watch flg.res‘:
a'.‘t”°p erum | crested Birds ABNFDO01020 |39 None None G5 S4  |null |List, IUCN_LC- 'pat:'a“
auritum cormorant Least Concern SR(i:;;ri’an
woodland
Northern Northern Vernal pool
Claypan Claypan Herbaceous | CTT44120CA |21 None None G1 S1.1 |null | null Wetlang ’
Vernal Pool | Vernal Pool
Marsh &
swamp,
: black- Riparian
Nycticorax . IUCN_LC-Least
nycticorax crowned Birds ABNGA11010 |37 None None G5 S4 null Concern fo_rest.,
night heron Riparian
woodland,
Wetland
Orcuttia San Joaquin Vernal pool
: . Valley Orcutt | Monocots PMPOA4G060 |47 Threatened | Endangered |G1 S1 1B.1 | null pool,
inaequalis grass Wetland
SB_CalBG/RSABG-
Orcuttia hairy Orcutt California/Rancho | Vernal pool,
pilosa grass Monocots PMPOA4G040 |35 Endangered | Endangered | G1 S1 1B.1 Santa Ana Botanic | Wetland

Garden




Perognathus
inornatus

San Joaquin
pocket
mouse

Mammals

AMAFD01060

140

None

None

G2G3

S§2S83

null

BLM_S-Sensitive,
IUCN_LC-Least
Concern

Cismontane
woodland,
Mojavean
desert
scrub,
Valley &
foothill
grassland

Phrynosoma
blainvillii

coast horned
lizard

Reptiles

ARACF12100

841

None

None

G4

S4

null

BLM_S-Sensitive,
CDFW_SSC-
Species of Special
Concern, IUCN_LC-
Least Concern

Chaparral,
Cismontane
woodland,
Coastal bluff
scrub,
Coastal
scrub,
Desert
wash, Pinon
& juniper
woodlands,
Riparian
scrub,
Riparian
woodland,
Valley &
foothill
grassland

Sagittaria
sanfordii

Sanford's
arrowhead

Monocots

PMALI040Q0

143

None

None

G3

S3

1B.2

BLM_S-Sensitive

Marsh &
swamp,
Wetland

Spea
hammondii

western
spadefoot

Amphibians

AAABF02020

1443

Proposed
Threatened

None

G2G3

S384

null

BLM_S-Sensitive,
CDFW_SSC-
Species of Special
Concern, IUCN_NT-
Near Threatened

Cismontane
woodland,
Coastal
scrub,
Valley &
foothill
grassland,
Vernal pool,
Wetland

Taxidea taxus

American
badger

Mammals

AMAJF04010

647

None

None

G5

S3

null

CDFW_SSC-
Species of Special
Concern, [UCN_LC-
Least Concern

Alkali
marsh,
Alkali playa,
Alpine,
Alpine dwarf
scrub, Bog
& fen,
Brackish
marsh,
Broadleaved
upland
forest,
Chaparral,
Chenopod
scrub,
Cismontane
woodland,
Closed-cone
coniferous
forest,
Coastal bluff
scrub,
Coastal
dunes,
Coastal
prairie,
Coastal
scrub,
Desert
dunes,
Desert
wash,
Freshwater
marsh,
Great Basin
grassland,
Great Basin
scrub,
Interior
dunes, lone
formation,
Joshua tree
woodland,
Limestone,
Lower
montane
coniferous
forest,
Marsh &




swamp,
Meadow &
seep,
Mojavean
desert
scrub,
Montane
dwarf scrub,
North coast
coniferous
forest,
Oldgrowth,
Pavement
plain,
Redwood,
Riparian
forest,
Riparian
scrub,
Riparian
woodland,
Salt marsh,
Sonoran
desert
scrub,
Sonoran
thorn
woodland,
Ultramafic,
Upper
montane
coniferous
forest,
Upper
Sonoran
scrub,
Valley &
foothill
grassland

Thamnophis
gigas

giant
gartersnake

Reptiles

ARADB36150

381

Threatened

Threatened

G2

S2

null

IUCN_VU-
Vulnerable

Marsh &
swamp,
Riparian
scrub,

Wetland

Tuctoria
greenei

Greene's
tuctoria

Monocots

PMPOAGN010

50

Endangered

Rare

G1

S1

1B.1

null

Vernal pool,
Wetland

Vireo bellii
pusillus

least Bell's
vireo

Birds

ABPBWO01114

505

Endangered

Endangered

G5T2

S3

null

null

Riparian
forest,
Riparian
scrub,
Riparian
woodland

Vulpes
macrotis
mutica

San Joaquin
kit fox

Mammals

AMAJA03041

1020

Endangered

Threatened

G4T2

S3

null

null

Chenopod
scrub,
Valley &
foothill
grassland




	Initial Study for a Mitigation Negative Declaration for E Street Complete Streets, Cesar Chavez to El Dorado Project
	Environmental Factors Potentially Affected
	Determination
	Evaluation of Environmental Impacts
	I. Aesthetics
	Discussion
	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 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 u...
	d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
	Mitigation Measures


	II. Agriculture and Forestry Resources
	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?
	b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract?
	c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Gov...
	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?
	Mitigation Measures


	III. Air Quality
	Discussion
	a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
	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?
	Construction Emissions
	Operational Emissions
	Conclusion

	c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?
	d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people?
	Mitigation Measures


	IV. Biological Resources
	Discussion
	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 regulations, or by the California Departmen...
	Existing Conditions
	Special-Status Plants
	Special-Status Animals

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


	V. Cultural Resources
	Discussion
	a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
	b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
	c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
	Mitigation Measures


	VI. Energy
	Discussion
	a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or operation?
	b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?
	Mitigation Measures


	VII. Geology and Soils
	Discussion
	a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
	b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
	c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?
	d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994, as updated), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?
	e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?
	f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?
	Mitigation Measures


	VIII. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	Discussion
	a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?
	Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	Natural Gas Usage
	Energy Use
	Vehicle Miles Traveled
	Electric Vehicle Requirements
	Conclusion

	b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?
	Mitigation Measures


	IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
	Discussion
	a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
	b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?
	c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
	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?
	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 ...
	f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires?
	Mitigation Measures


	X. Hydrology and Water Quality
	Discussion
	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?
	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?
	ii. Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner, which would result in flooding on- or off-site?
	iii. 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?
	iv. Impede or redirect flood flows?

	d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project inundation?
	e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?
	Mitigation Measures


	XI. Land Use and Planning
	Discussion
	a) Physically divide an established community?
	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?
	Mitigation Measures


	XII. Mineral Resources
	Discussion
	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?
	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?
	Mitigation Measures


	XIII. Noise
	Discussion
	a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or in other applicable local, state, or federal stan...
	b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
	c) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise...
	Mitigation Measures


	XIV. Population and Housing
	Discussion
	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)?
	b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
	Mitigation Measures


	XV. Public Services
	Discussion
	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 ...
	i. Fire protection?
	ii. Police protection?
	iii. Schools?
	iv. Parks?
	v. Other public facilities?

	Mitigation Measures


	XVI. Recreation
	Discussion
	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?
	b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
	Mitigation Measures


	XVII. Transportation
	Discussion
	a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
	b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
	c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
	d) Result in inadequate emergency access?
	Mitigation Measures


	XVII. Tribal Cultural Resources
	Discussion
	a) 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 t...
	i. Listed 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)?
	ii. 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 s...

	Mitigation Measures


	XIX. Utilities and Service Systems
	Discussion
	a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significa...
	b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?
	c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider, which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
	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?
	e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
	Mitigation Measures


	XX. Wildfire
	Discussion
	a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
	c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the envir...
	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?
	Mitigation Measures


	XIX. Mandatory Findings of Significance
	Discussion
	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 elimi...
	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, t...
	c) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
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